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B Appendix - Policies, Plans or Programmes Reviewed 

B.1 International policies, plans or programmes reviewed through the Sustainability 
Appraisal process 

Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 

Social 

Johannesburg Declaration on 
Sustainable Development (United 
Nations, 2002)  

Institutionalised framework for sustainable development  

Aarhus Convention - Convention to 
Access to Information, Public 
Participation in Decision making and 
Access to Justice in Environmental 
Matters (UNECE, 2001)  

Enhance public participation in every sector of decision 
making  
 

WHO Health 21 (1998)  To promote and protect people's health throughout their 
lives and reduce the incident of the main diseases and 
injuries, and alleviate the suffering they cause 

Environmental 

A/RES/42/187 Report of the World 
Commission on Environment and 
Development (United Nations 1987) 

Protect the environment 

Durban Climate Change Conference 
2011 

 

Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 

Requires a Local Planning Authority to carry out a Habitat 
Regulations Assessment (HRA) of its Local Plan 

European Directive 200/60/EC Water 
Framework (EC, 2000) 

Prevent deterioration in and protect the status of surface 
water and ground waterbodies 

European Directive 79/409/EEC 1979 
on the Conservation of Wild Birds (EEC, 
1979) 

To protect all wild birds, nests, eggs and habitats and 
other species of wild plants and animals. 

European Landscape Convention (COE, 
2000) 

Conserve landscape 

The Habitats Directive (Directive 
92/43/EEC) (1992) 

The primary objective is to protect natural habitats and 
other species of wild plants and animals 

Kyoto Protocol (United Nations, 1997) Reduce CO2 by meetings objectives at international and 
domestic levels. 

Review of the European Sustainable 
Development Strategy (European 
Commission, 2009) 

Confirmed that Sustainable development remains a 
fundamental objective of the European Union under the 
Lisbon treaty. The strategy will continue to provide a long-
term vision and constitute the overarching policy 
framework for all Union policies and strategies.  

EU Biodiversity Strategy to 2020 
(European Commission, 2012) 

The strategy stresses the need to integrate biodiversity 
concerns into all EU and national sectoral policies, in 
order to reverse the continuing trends of biodiversity loss 
and ecosystem degradation. 

Environment 2010: Our Future, Our 
Choice (European Commission, 2003) 

Outlines the European Commission Action Programme 
for the environment and outlines the four environmental 
priorities and the actions that can be taken to address 
them:  
1. Tackle climate change 
2. Protect nature and wildlife 
3. Address environmental and health issues 
4. Preserve natural resources and manage waste 
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The Paris Agreement (United Nations, 
2015) 

Reduce emissions as part of the method for reducing 
greenhouse gas. Reduce carbon output. Aim to keep 
global warming to well below 2 degrees C. 

Aichi Biodiversity Targets (United 
Nations Convention on Biological 
Diversity, 2010) 

Includes 20 headline targets for 2020 (the 'Aichi' targets) 
which provide a flexible framework to inform the 
establishment of national plans. 

EC Directive 1966/62/EC on Ambient Air 
Quality and Management (as amended 
by Directives 1999/30/EC, 2000/69/EC 
and 2002/3/EC) 

Establishes mandatory standards for air quality and set 
limits and guide values for air pollutants.  
 

EC Directive 1991/271/EEC on Urban 
Waste Water Treatment (as amended 
by EC Directive 1998/15/EEC) 

Sets standards for wastewater collection and treatment in 
order to Protect the environment from adverse effects of 
discharges of urban waste water from industrial sectors of 
agro-food industry. 

Waste Framework Directive 
(2008/98/EC)  
 

Requires member states to:  
• Apply the waste hierarchy (reduce, reuse, recycle, 
recover)  
• Apply the proximity principle  
• Promote high quality recycling  
• Set up separate collections  
• Reuse and recycle 50% of household paper, metal, 
plastic and glass by 2020  
• Recover 70% of construction and demolition waste by 
2020  
• Establish plans, programmes, targets and facilities for 
waste prevention and disposal  

EC Landfill Directive 1999/31/EC  Sets targets to reduce the amount and negative impacts 
of waste going to landfill and promoting recycling and 
recovery:  
• By 2010 to reduce BMW to 75% of that produced in 
1995  
• By 2013 to reduce BMW to 50% of that produced in 
1995  
• By 2020 to reduce BMW to 35% of that produced in 
1995  

The Convention for the Protection of the 
Architectural Heritage of Europe 
(Granada Convention, 1985) 

Reinforces and promotes policies for the conservation 
and enhancement of Europe's heritage. It also affirms the 
need for European solidarity with regard to heritage 
conservation and fosters practical co-operation among 
the parties. It establishes the principles of "European co-
ordination of conservation policies". 

The European Convention on the 
Protection of Archaeological Heritage 
(Valetta Convention, 1992) 

The revised text makes the conservation and 
enhancement of the archaeological heritage one of the 
goals of urban and regional planning policies.  It is 
concerned in particular with arrangements to be made for 
co-operation among archaeologists and town and 
regional planning in order to ensure optimum 
conservation of archaeological heritage. It deals with 
public access and educational actions to be undertaken 
to develop public awareness of the value of 
archaeological heritage.  

B.2 National policies, plans or programmes reviewed through the Sustainability 
Appraisal process 

Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 

Economic 
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National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF) 

Sustainable development. Economic Viability, Boosting 
Housing Supply, Meeting objectively assessed needs 

National Planning Practice Guidance 
(NPPG) 

Economic Viability, Boosting Housing Supply, Meeting 
objectively assessed needs 

Fixing the foundations: creating a 
more prosperous nation (HM 
Treasury July 2015) 

Governments’ framework for raising UK’s productivity growth. 
15-point plan centred around two key themes – Long Term 
Investment & Promoting a Dynamic Economy 

Building a Greener Future: Policy 
Statement (DCLG 2007) 

Outlines policy on moving towards zero carbon development. 

The Future Transport of White 
Paper (2004) 

To promote and actively encourage sustainable transport. 

Good Practice Guide on Planning for 
Tourism (DCLG 2006) 

Ensure that planners understand the importance of tourism 
when preparing development plans and taking planning 
decisions. 

Local Development Frameworks - 
guidance of Sustainability Appraisal 
(Planning Advisory Service 2007) 

Sets out detailed proposals for reform of the planning system 
to make it speedier, more responsive and inclusive. 

Securing the Future - UK 
Government sustainable 
development strategy 

Sets out the Government's overarching objectives for 
sustainable development in the UK. 

Sustainability Appraisal - Advice 
Note (Planning Advisory Service 
2010) 

To support councils undertaking a sustainability appraisal 
(SA) of their development plan documents 

2010 to 2015 government policy: 
sustainable development 

Sets out the Government's overarching objectives for 
sustainable development in the UK. 

Housing and Planning Act (DCLG, 
2016) 

Sets out a clear determination from the government to keep 
the country building while giving hard working families every 
opportunity own homes. It will also provide decision-makers 
with the tools to streamline the planning system. 

Towards a one nation economy: A 
10-point plan for boosting 
productivity in rural areas (DERFA, 
2015) 

To promote access in rural areas to high quality public 
services, focusing on ten specific areas which could make a 
real difference to productivity. 

Community Infrastructure Levy 
Guidance (DCLG, April 2013) 

The Government expects that Local Planning Authorities as 
'charging authorities' will implement the levy where their 
'appropriate evidence' includes an up-to-date relevant Plan 
for the area in which they propose to charge. 

National and Regional Guidance for 
Aggregates Provision in England 
2005-2020 

Sets out revised national and regional guidelines for 
aggregates provision in England for the period of 2005 to 
2020 inclusive. It also indicates how the guidelines should be 
taken into account in the planning process, and outlines 
arrangements for future monitoring and review. 

Planning Act (2008) Introduces a new process for deciding planning permission 
for nationally significant infrastructure projects, and power for 
planning authorities to charge a Community Infrastructure 
Level (CIL) on most types of new development. 

Community Infrastructure Level 
Regulations (2011) 

Provide for the imposition of a CIL. 

Housing White Paper (2017) Sets out the government's plans to reform the housing market 
and boost the supply of new homes in England. 

Social 

UK Fuel Poverty Strategy (DTI, 
2001) 

Seeks to set in place a framework to ensure that the number 
of households in the UK in fuel poverty is consistently 
reduced to a target of zero. 
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NPPF The planning system can play a crucial role in creating 
healthy and inclusive communities and in facilitating social 
interaction and cohesion. Local planning authorities should 
create a shared vision with communities of the residential 
environment and facilities they wish to see. To support this, 
local planning authorities should aim to involve all sections of 
the community in the development of Local Plans and in 
planning decisions, and should facilitate neighbourhood 
planning. 

Home Energy Conservation Act 
(HECA) (HMSO, 1995) 

An Act to make provision for the drawing up of local energy 
conservation reports in relation to residential accommodation. 

Draft Guidance on Health in 
strategic Environmental 
Assessment, Consultation 
Document (Department of Health 
2007)  

Provides a step-by-step guide to the incorporation of health 
impact assessment into Sustainability Appraisal and spatial 
planning as a whole. 

Neighbourhood Planning (DCLG, 
2012) 

This document provides a brief summary of neighbourhood 
planning including the five key stages: defining the 
neighbourhood, preparing the plan, independent check, 
community referendum and legal force. It is important that the 
Local Plan and Sustainability Appraisal recognise the key role 
of neighbourhood planning. 

Planning Policy for Traveller Sites 
(DCLG, 2015) 

This document sets out the Government's planning policy for 
traveller sites. 

The Culture White Paper (2016) Sets out how the government will support cultural sectors 
over the coming years and how culture will play an active role 
in building a fairer and more prosperous nation that takes a 
lead on the international stage. 

Environmental 

Air Quality Strategy for the UK 
(2007)  

Sets out a way forward for work and planning on air quality 
issues 

UK Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) 
(DEFRA, 1994) 

Establishes a series of 78 species and 10 habitat action plans 
and recovery targets for the most threatened farmland 
species and habitats. 

UK Post-2010 Biodiversity 
Framework (DEFRA, 2011) 

Shows how they will achieve the 'Aichi Biodiversity Targets' 
and the aims of the EU biodiversity strategy. 

Working with the Grain of Nature: A 
Biodiversity Strategy for England 
(DEFRA, 2002) 

Provides further detail on how the UKBAP priorities can be 
achieved and how biodiversity should be included in 
development. 

National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF) 

Provides a nation framework for a range of environmental 
topics including Flood Risk, Water Quality, Heritage, Natural 
Environment, and Climate Change 

Landscape Character and 
Assessment Guidance for England 
and Scotland, Countryside Agency 
and Scottish Natural Heritage (2002) 

Guidance on how to identify and express the different 
elements of landscape, such as woodland hedgerows, moors, 
mountains and farmland, building styles, and historic 
artefacts, which give a place its unique character. 

Landscape character assessments: 
identify and describe landscape 
types (Natural England, 2014) 

Guidance which includes 5 Principles which should be 
adhered to whatever the scope and methodology adapted in 
a Landscape Character Assessment 

The Rural Strategy (DEFRA, 2004) Sets out the Government's approach to policy delivery in rural 
areas. 

Energy White Paper - Our Energy 
Future - Creating a Low Carbon 
Economy 

The white paper sets out a strategy for the long-term 
reduction in CO2 in industry and domestically. 

Environmental Quality in Spatial 
Planning (English Heritage, 2005)  

Consider environmental in spatial planning 
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The Nottingham Declaration on 
Climate Change (DETR, 2000) 

Preparation for climate change impacts 

UK Programme for Climate Change 
(DETR, 2000) 

Preparation to address the potential climate change impacts 

Water Resources for the Future: A 
Strategy for England and Wales 
(2001) 

Conserve water resources in England and Wales for future 
generations 

Waste Strategy for England and 
Wales (DEFRA, 2000) 

Minimise waste in England and Wales so to reduce the 
negative environmental impacts 

The National Planning Policy for 
Waste (October 2014) 

Provides a clear framework to enable waste planning 
authorities to work collaboratively and to identify what sort of 
waste facilities are needed and where they should go, while 
also protecting the local environment and local amenity by 
preventing waste facilities being placed in inappropriate 
locations. The new policy reiterates the need to drive waste 
management up the waste hierarchy and strengthens and 
underlines the Government's commitment to protecting the 
Green Belt from inappropriate development, bringing it into 
line with the NPPF. 

The Historic Environment: A Force 
for Our Future (DCMS, 2001) 

Conserve the historic environment for future generations 

Biodiversity 2020 (August 2011) - A 
strategy for England's Wildlife and 
Ecosystem Services 

Strategy to guide conservation in England over the next 
decade, including setting an ambition to halt overall loss of 
biodiversity by 2020, and in the longer term, move 
progressively from a position of net biodiversity loss to net 
gain. 

Sustainability Appraisal of Regional 
Spatial Strategies and Local 
development 

Guidance on how to carry out a sustainability appraisal for 
regional spatial strategy revisions and local development 
frameworks. 

National Policy Statements for 
energy infrastructure (Department of 
Energy and Climate Change, 2011) 

Sets out the Government's policy for delivery of major energy 
infrastructure. It has effect, in combination with the relevant 
technology-specific NPS on the decisions by the 
Infrastructure Planning Commission (IPC) on applications for 
energy developments that fall within the scope of the NPSs. 

Memorandum of Understanding 
Between the Local Government 
Group and the Department of 
Energy and Climate Change (9th 
March 2011) 

Sets out the role councils have in tackling climate change: by 
reducing carbon emissions from their own estate and 
operations; encouraging and enabling their residents, 
businesses and visitors to reduce their carbon emissions; and 
by achieving national priorities such as the Green Deal and 
renewable energy development in a locally appropriate way. 
Also, how councils, through local governance, can ensure 
climate change policies and programmes protect and help the 
most vulnerable, particularly the fuel poor. 

Water for people and the 
environment: Water Resources 
Strategy for England and Wales 
(Environment Agency, 2009) 

This strategy sets out how the government believes water 
resources should be managed throughout England and 
Wales to 2050 and beyond to ensure that there will be 
enough water for people and the environment. 

Flood and Water Management Act 
2010 

Makes provision about water, including provision about the 
management of risks in connection with flooding and coastal 
erosion.  

Waste Management Plan for 
England (DEFRA, 2014) 

The Waste Management Plan for England is a high level 
document which is non-site specific. It provides an analysis of 
the current waste management situation in England, and 
evaluates how it will support implementation of the objectives 
and provisions of the revised WFD. 

The Natural Choice: Securing the 
Value of Nature (DEFRA, 2010) 

Identifies protection and improvement of the natural 
environment as a core objective of the planning system, 
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places a value on nature (through the ecosystem services 
that it provides) and seeks to conserve and enhance 
biodiversity on a landscape scale, rather than the protection 
of individual sites in isolation. 

Safeguarding our Soils (DEFRA, 
2009) 

This document sets out Defra's vision and strategy for 
management of the country's soils. The document states that 
some degree of soil sealing is unavoidable during 
development, but that poor construction practices can lead to 
further soil degradation and contamination. Soils can be 
compacted during construction through machinery use and 
are at risk of erosion from rain and wind. Compacted soils in 
urban areas can increase the risk of run off and surface water 
flooding. Soils can become contaminated with building waste 
and this contamination can mean that soils cannot be re-used 
on site and have to be disposed of. 

Convent of Mayors Inform cities and other stakeholders about the reasons for 
and the implications of the Convent of Mayors and Mayors 
Adapt merge into an integrated initiative. 

Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c) 
Regulations 1994 (amended 2007)  

Implements the Habitats Directive. 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 
(as amended by Schedule 9 of the 
Countryside and Rights of Way Act 
2000)  

Places a duty on all public bodies, including local planning 
authorities, to further the conservation and enhancement of 
the features by reason of which a Site of Special Scientific 
Interest is of special interest.  

Countryside and Rights of Way Act 
2000  

Places a duty on the National Assembly to take (or encourage 
others to take) reasonably practicable steps to further the 
conservation, restoration or enhancement of those species 
and habitat types identified by the Assembly as priorities for 
biological conservation.  

NERC Act (Natural Environment and 
Rural Communities Bill) 2006  

Places a duty upon public bodies, in carrying out their 
function, to regard the conservation of biodiversity. The key 
target for this act is Local Authorities. (Section 40(1)) 
 

Climate Change Act 2008  Gives the UK government a statutory duty to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions by 80% between 1990 and 2050, 
and by at least 34% by 2020. It also establishes a carbon 
budgeting system which caps emissions over five-year 
periods.  

Flood Risk Regulations (2009)  
The European draft Directive 
2007/60/EC on the assessment of 
flood risks (the flood directive) is 
transposed in to UK  

Require that the competent authorities produce the following 
documents:  
• Preliminary flood risk assessments (by December 2011)  
• Flood hazard maps (by December 2013)  
• Flood risk management plans (by December 2015).  
 

Flood and Water Management Act 
(DEFRA 2010)  

Sets out specific provisions on:  
• roles and responsibilities for flood and coastal erosion risk 
management  
• reservoir safety  
• flood resilience within properties  
• sustainable drainage systems  
• drought measures  
• development of a project based delivery approach for large 
infrastructure projects in the water sector  

Planning (Listed Building and 
Conservation Areas) Act 1990 
(Reprinted 2002) 

Sets out that the local planning authority when considering 
whether to grant planning permission for development which 
affects a listed building or its setting, are required to have 
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"special regard" to the desirability of preserving the building or 
its setting or any features of special architectural or historic 
interest which it possesses (Sections 66 and 67). 
Similarly, for Conservation Areas, any proposal will have to 
be considered in accordance with the tests under sections 72 
and 73. 

Ancient Monuments and 
Archaeological Areas Act 1979 

Sets out that any works to a site designated as a scheduled 
ancient monument require scheduled monument consent 
through Historic England.  

National Heritage List for England The only official, up to date, register of all nationally protected 
historic buildings and sites in England including listed 
buildings, scheduled monuments, protected wrecks, 
registered parks and gardens, and battlefields. 

Marine and Coastal Access Act 
2009 

Sets out specific provisions on: 

 Marine functions and activities;  

 Migratory and freshwater fish; 

 The establishment of an English coastal walking route and 
rights of access to land near the English coast; 

 Natural England 
Works which are detrimental to navigation 

North East Marine Plan Although currently being developed, the marine plan will 
place sustainability at the centre of all decisions.  The Marine 
Plan will inform and guide decisions made by regulators 
management the development of industry in marine and 
coastal areas, which conserving and enhancing the 
environment.   
Until the plan is developed, the Marine Policy Statement 
should be used. 

UK Marine Policy Statement (2011) The Marine Policy Statement provides the framework for the 
UK marine plans and for decisions likely to affect the marine 
area.  

Historic Environment Good Practice 
Advice in Planning Notes 
 

Provide information on good practice to assist local 
authorities, planning and other consultants, owners, 
applicants and other interested parties in implementing 
historic environment policy in the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) and the related guidance given in the 
National Planning Practice Guide (PPG) 

Heritage 2020: strategy priorities for 
England's historic environment 
2015-2020 

Sets out the shared strategic priorities for organisations 
working together to maximise the public benefit of the historic 
environment in England. It has been put together after 
extensive consultation and debate, and builds on the 
successes of the National Heritage Protection Plan 2011-15. 

B.3 Regional policies, plans or programmes reviewed through the Sustainability 
appraisal process 

Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 

Economic 

Local Transport Plan Tyne and 
Wear (Local Transport Plan Core 
Team 2011) 

Contains plans relevant to transportation and transport 
development in the Tyne and Wear area 

Building a Healthy and Productive 
Labour Market: The framework for 
Regional Employment and Skills 
Action (FRESA) in the NE (FRESA 
NE, 2002) 

Enhance job market and build on existing training 
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Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 

Building in Sustainability: A Guide 
to Sustainable Construction and 
Development in the North East 
(Sustaine, 2003) 

Ensure construction is sustainable in the North East 

North East Tourism Strategy 2005-
2010 (ONE NE and NE Tourism 
Board, 2004) 

Promote Tourism to the benefit of the north east economy 

Integrated Regional Framework for 
the North East: Achieving a Better 
Quality of Life. (Sustaine, 2004) 

Improving quality of life for all: Part 1 - Setting the Scene, Part 
2 - First annual monitoring report, Part 3 - Integrated Regional 
Matrix 

Here Today Here Tomorrow 
Gateshead's Local Agenda 21 
Strategy (2001) 

Ensure sustainable development of the region 

Moving Forward - The Northern 
Way First strategy report (The 
Northern Way Steering Group, 
2004) 

A 20 year strategy to transform the economy of the north of 
England 

North East Retail and Leisure 
Study, February 2011 

Provides an up to date source of evidence for local planning 
authorities in the North East, to help them make strategic 
decisions about the future of retail and leisure development, 
and to harness the potential of retail and leisure to support 
sustainable economic growth 

North East Independent Economic 
Review Report (NELEP, April 2013) 

An Independent Economic Review of the economy which 
identifies a set of strategic interventions to be implemented 
over the next five years to stimulate both productivity and 
employment growth. 

More and Better Jobs - A Strategic 
Economic Plan for the North East 
(NELEP, March 2014) 

Sets out the vision for our strategic economic plan for the 
North East, it builds on the North East Independent Economic 
Review. Sets objectives that ensure that employment growth is 
inclusive, sustainable and entrepreneurial. 

The Northern Powerhouse: One 
Agenda, One Economy, One North 
(Department for Transport, March 
2015) 

A strategy about using transport to aid change in future 
patterns of land use and economic growth, with the goal of 
creating a single economy in the North. 

Joint Local Aggregates Assessment 
for County Durham, 
Northumberland and Tyne and 
Wear (April 2013) 

Provides the evidence base on which to base decisions on the 
scale, and geographical distribution of future aggregates 
supply 

The Tyne & Wear Bus Corridor 
Improvement Programme – Major 
Scheme Business Case 
Submission, 2008 

Seeks to deliver public transport improvements such as bus 
priority measures and improvements for passengers 

North East England Annual 
Aggregates Monitoring Report 2013 
(North East Aggregates Working 
Party, December 2014)  

Presents statistical information on sales of aggregate minerals 
from North East England in 2013 and the permitted reserves of 
aggregate minerals at 31 December 2013. The report also 
provides information on planning applications relating to the 
extraction of minerals for aggregate use and sales of recycled 
and secondary aggregates. 

Tyne and Wear Congestion 
Reduction Plan 2007 & 2008 

Outlines our aspiration to contain the anticipated increase in 
congestion across Tyne and Wear to a manageable level, 
through a robust and co-ordinated set of measures. 

The role of taxis in the Tyne and 
Wear Public Transport network, 
2008 

Sets out a wide range of quantitative data regarding key 
aspects of taxi provision and use in these districts, both from 
existing sources and market research. These data will help to 
inform future Tyne and Wear LTP policies for taxi provision. 
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Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 

Production and Disposal of Low 
Level Radioactive Waste in the NE 
of England, August 2013 

Reviews the definitions of relevant waste and reviews the 
policies impacting on the management of the waste. Presents 
a number of conclusions about how the waste should be 
managed in the future. 

Model of Waste Arisings and Waste 
Management Capacity, July 2012 

Identifies existing and planned waste capacity. Identifies any 
need for further capacity to enable suitable locations for 
additional facilities to be identified. 

Tyne and Wear Commercial and 
Industrial Waste Survey, 2011 

Compiled to assist in the process of planning for waste, 
specifically in relation to the commercial and industrial (C&I) 
sector. 

Joint Local Aggregate Assessment 
for County Durham, 
Northumberland and Tyne and 
Wear, April 2013 

Provides the evidence base on which to base decisions on the 
scale, and geographical distribution of future aggregates 
supply. 

Social 

Building Bridges Newcastle 
Gateshead Cultural Strategy 2002-
2012 (NCC & Gateshead Council, 
2002) 

Promote the unique and diverse culture of Newcastle and 
Gateshead 

North East Sports Strategy 2001-
2006 (NorthEast Sport 2001) 

Promote sport and healthy lifestyles in the North East area 

Turning Ambition into Reality - The 
North East Regional Plan for Sport 
and Physical Activity 2004-2008 
(Sport England, 2004) 

The promotion of sports and healthy lifestyles 

More and Better Jobs: A Strategic 
Economic Plan for the North East 
(NELEP, 2014) 

Sets out vision and objectives to deliver more and better jobs 
in the North East Economy by 2024 

A New Housing Strategy for the 
North East, July (2005) 

Sets out targets and guidelines for housing provision in the 
North East 

The Northern Way Residential 
Futures Volume II: Research 
Report Final Report, May 2009. 

Highlights the findings, detailing the evolution of the 
methodology and describing the key tools which were used as 
part of the wider study. It underpins the policy commentary 
and recommendations set out in volume I. 

Environment 

North East Strategy for the 
Environment (consultation draft) 
(NEA 2007) 

Environmental protection and enhancement in the North East 
region 

Regional Forestry Strategy - Trees, 
Woodlands, Forests… and People 
(NEFAG, 2005) 

Protection of trees and wooded areas for environmental as 
well as social benefit 

National Commitment: Working 
together for wildlife in the North 
East (English Nature/GONE, 2003) 

Wildlife protection in the North East area 

North East Climate Change 
Adaptation Study (Sustaine 2008) 

Study in the preparation needed for climate change impacts 

A Biodiversity Audit of the North 
East (Biodiversity Forum, 2001) 

Provides an overview and detailed statistics on the regions 
biodiversity 

Biodiversity Indicators and Targets 
for the NE of England (North East 
Biodiversity Forum, 2004) 

Protect biodiversity through the use of indicators and targets in 
the North East of England 

Action for Change, Strategy for 
Sustainable farming and food in the 
NE Region 

Sustainable farming and food production in North East 
England 
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Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 

And the Weather Today is… The 
Regional Climate Change Impact 
Study (Sustaine, 2002) 

Prepare for climate change and addressing the potential 
impacts 

Impacts of Climate Change in the 
North East (Friends of the Earth 
2004) 

Prepare for climate change impacts in the North East 

North East Renewable Energy 
Strategy (RANE, 2005) 

Improve renewable energy provision in the North East region 

Towards a Waste Management 
Strategy for the North East (NEA, 
2003) 

Improve waste management 

Tyne Gorge Study Summary 
Document (SPG6) (Gateshead 
Council, 2004) 

Controlling the design of development in the Tyne Gorge 

Durham Biodiversity Action Plan 
(1999, reviewed 2007) 

Biodiversity action plan covering area between Tyne and 
Tees. Contains species and habitat action plans for priority 
species and key habitats. 

Historic England, Heritage at Risk 
Strategy 

Provides baseline understanding of heritage assets at risk 

Strategic Environmental 
Assessment of the Revocation of 
the North East Regional Strategy 
Post Adoption Statement (March 
2013) 

Makes the local plan the keystone of the planning system, 
becoming the vehicle for strategic planning and the framework 
for neighbourhood plans 

Tyne and Wear Lowlands National 
Character Area (NCA) (Natural 
England, 2013) 

Provides baseline information on the ecosystem services and 
potential opportunities for environmental change at a 
landscape scale. 

Water for life and livelihoods: River 
Basin Management Plan 
Northumbrian River Basin District 
(DEFRA & EA, 2009) 

Outlines the pressures facing the water environment in the 
Northumbria River Basin District, and the actions that will 
address them. 

Tyne & Wear Rights of Way 
Improvement Plan 2007/11 

Contains an assessment of the extent to which the local Rights 
of Way meet the present and likely future needs of the public, 
the opportunities provided by local Rights of Way for exercise 
and other forms of open-air recreation and enjoyment and the 
accessibility of local Rights of Way to blind or partially sighted 
persons and others with mobility problems. 
Sets out a framework and case for further investment from key 
partners, building on the support that is currently in place: 
investment that will support innovation, research and 
development, and the extension of projects and approaches 
that deliver benefits for our communities. 

B.4 Local policies, plans or programmes reviewed through the Sustainability 
Appraisal process 

Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 

Economic 

Tyne and Wear Local Transport Plan 
2006-2011 (Tyne and Wear Local 
Transport Partnership 2005) 

Sustainable transport provision for the region at the 
strategic level 

Gateshead Local Agenda 21 Strategy - 
'Here Today, Here Tomorrow' (2007) 

Sets a framework for integrating the principles of 
sustainable development into the day to day working of 
the Council and its partner organisations. 

Gateshead Sustainable Modes of School Sustainable transport to schools in the region 
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Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 
Travel Strategy (August 2008) 

Gateshead Cultural Strategy 2005-2010 - 
'Spreading our Wings' 

Cultural development in the Gateshead region 

Park and Ride Strategy (Nexus 2004) Provision of park and ride facilities 

Gateshead Corporate Plan Lays out Gateshead Council's priorities and action to 
achieve Vision 2030 

'Fit for a City' - Gateshead Centre 
Regeneration Delivery Strategy 
(December 2008) 

City centre regeneration strategy 

Gateshead Council Retail Centres Health 
Checks, February 2010 (update October 
2014) 

Retail development for Gateshead Council 

Gateshead Housing Strategy 2013-18 To ensure that every person who lives, or would like to 
live, in Gateshead can access and remain in a home 
that meets their needs, free from harm or harassment, 
irrespective of what stage of life they are at. Maximising 
the contribution of housing to wider economic growth, 
personal health and well being. 

NewcastleGateshead Convenience 
Goods District Centre Needs, May 2010 

Report provides an updated and cohesive convenience 
goods retail capacity forecast for Newcastle and 
comparison goods forecasts for the main district centres. 
It also includes qualitative assessments. 

1Plan – An Economic and Spatial 
Strategy for NewcastleGateshead, June 
2010 

Joint economic and spatial strategy for 
NewcastleGateshead 

Newcastle and Gateshead Leisure Study, 
April 2010 

Examines from a quantitative and qualitative perspective 
the evidence base in terms of the provision of leisure 
facilities within Newcastle and Gateshead. 

Review of Housing Regeneration in 
Newcastle Gateshead, March 2013 

Advises on the delivery of housing development on 
brownfield sites across the two districts. 

Tyne Crossing West Study, March 2010 Assesses the severance impact of the river on 
communities immediately bordering it in terms of access 
to jobs and services; Considers proposals for upgrading 
existing river crossings; Identifies an overall strategy for 
future improvement of river crossings, including the 
provision of new crossings. 

NewcastleGateshead Urban Core 
Movement and Place Framework 

Examines the extent of the existing and future transport, 
movement, and placemaking challenges facing the 
Urban Core. It also identifies the need for further policy 
and design guidance to ensure the Urban Core grows 
sympathetically. 

Newcastle-Gateshead DfT Growth Areas 
Cycling Study City Centre Route, March 
2010 
 
 

In order to reduce car based trip generation from future 
developments associated with Newcastle and 
Gateshead Growth Point Agenda, a number of cycle 
routes have been identified for improvement. This report 
provides the results of a route assessment to identify 
improvements required to improve the level of service 
on the City Centre Route. 

British Geological Survey Mineral 
Resource Information for Gateshead and 
Newcastle, 2000 

The mineral resource maps mainly show the extent of 
inferred mineral resources, that is those mineral 
resources that can be defined from available geological 
information. 

NewcastleGateshead Strategic Utilities 
Study, August 2010 

The scope of the study is to revise NCC’s growth areas 
and expand the study area to also cover Gateshead’s 
growth areas. Moreover the overall aim of the study is to 
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Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 
consider future strategic utility provision within both 
council’s growth areas to foresee potential utility 
constraints and to allow planning of required future 
interventions. 

Planning for the Future - Core Strategy 
and Urban Core Plan for Gateshead and 
Newcastle upon Tyne 2010-2030 (March, 
2015) 

The Core Strategy and Urban Core Plan is a strategic 
planning framework that will guide development in 
Newcastle and Gateshead to 2030. 

Gateshead and Newcastle Councils Core 
Strategy and Urban Core Plan 
Sustainability Appraisal Report 
(December 2013) 

A structured approach to predicting and assessing the 
economic, social and environmental effects that are 
likely to arise from the CSUCP. 

Newcastle UDP (Newcastle City Council 
1998) Saved Policies 

Saved policies from the Unitary Development Plan to 
guide land use in Newcastle 

Social 

Gateshead Social Inclusion Strategy Sets out the vision that all residents of the borough have 
an equal chance to succeed in life 

Equality and Diversity in the North East, A 
Statistical Profile (Northumbria University 
2008) 

Presenting statistical figures for the equality and 
diversity of the North East 

Gateshead Play Strategy 2007-2010 Summarises the key objectives to achieve, bringing 
together children, families, professionals and 
communities 

Gateshead Cycling Strategy Ensure that Gateshead accommodates cycling interests 
and promotes this mode of transport 

Gateshead Social Care & Involvement 
Strategy 

This strategy aims to build on our previous work and to 
help to develop a more consistent approach to 
continuing involvement 

Gateshead Social Care & Involvement 
Strategy Action Plan 

Social well-being, care and community involvement 

Safer Gateshead Partnership Plan (Safer 
Gateshead 2009) 

Gateshead Council is working in partnership with the 
police and a number of other agencies to improve the 
local area 

Gateshead Cohesion Strategy 2008-2011 To improve community cohesion in Gateshead 

Gateshead Equality Strategy 2006-2010 Community equality for priority groups in Gateshead 

Gateshead Draft Parking Strategy Ensure that there is adequate parking provision in 
Gateshead 

Gateshead Fuel Poverty Strategy 2001-
02 

Tackling the issue of fuel poverty so that individuals at 
risk can be aided 

Gateshead Preventing Homelessness 
Strategy 2013-18 

Reducing homelessness issues within the community of 
Gateshead 

Joint Strategic Needs Assessment 
(September 2014) 

Informs health and social care commissioning plans. 

Planning for the Future - Core Strategy 
and Urban Core Plan for Gateshead and 
Newcastle upon Tyne 2010-2030 (March, 
2015) 

The Core Strategy and Urban Core Plan is a strategic 
planning framework that will guide development in 
Newcastle and Gateshead to 2030. 

Gateshead and Newcastle Councils Core 
Strategy and Urban Core Plan 
Sustainability Appraisal Report 
(December 2013) 

A structured approach to predicting and assessing the 
economic, social and environmental effects that are 
likely to arise from the CSUCP. 

Gateshead and Newcastle Councils Core 
Strategy and Urban Core Plan Habitat 

Screens the Plan to assess the likely impacts on 
European/Ramsar Sites and consider whether these 
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Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 
Regulations Assessment (November, 
2013) 

impacts are significant. 

NewcastleGateshead Social 
Infrastructure Study, December 2010 

Assesses current provision, required standards of 
provision, how current facilities measure up to these 
standards, and what plans there are for improvement 
and expansion of the services. The areas of social 
infrastructure addressed in this study are: education, 
health, community facilities and emergency services. 

Gateshead/Newcastle Gypsy & Traveller 
Accommodation Study 2013 

Joint study of the accommodation needs of Gypsies and 
Travellers who are housed or living on authorised or 
unauthorised sites in the study area. 

Local Area Walking and Cycling in 
England 2011/2012 

Statistics re. proportion of residents who walk or cycle. 

Environmental 

Gateshead Assessment of Open Space 
provision (prepared by White Young 
Green 2006) 

Analysis of the levels of provision of open space within 
the Gateshead area 

Gateshead Council (2006) Gateshead 
Draft Open Spaces Strategy 

Open space provision and protection strategy 

Joint Municipal Waste Management 
Strategy (South Tyne & Wear Waste 
Management Partnership 2007) 

Sustainable waste management in South Tyne & Wear 

Gateshead Council (2013) Gateshead 
Contaminated Land Strategy 

The reclamation and remediation of contaminated land 
within Gateshead 

Gateshead Strategic Partnership (2007) 
Climate Change - We Need to Talk About 
It 

Preparation for the effects of climate change 
encouraging dialogue and preparation for the impacts 

Gateshead Climate Change Strategy Strategy demonstrating how Gateshead are preparing 
for the impacts of climate change 

Gateshead Strategic Partnership Climate 
Change Discussion document 

Discussion document on Gateshead's preparation for 
the impacts of climate change 

Gateshead Flood Risk Management 
Strategy (2015) 

This document identifies the strategies, measures and 
techniques Gateshead Council intend to use to mitigate 
risks from flooding. 

Gateshead ecological evidence base (J.L. 
Durkin, 2008 & 2009) 

A review of all Local Wildlife Sites (formerly SNCIs), and 
of the Wildlife Corridor network. 

Green Infrastructure Study (evidence 
base) of Gateshead & Newcastle (Entec 
January 2011) 

Summary of existing condition of GI resource - stage 1 
of 3 stage GI process 

Green Infrastructure Strategy (Report) of 
Gateshead and Newcastle (Entec August 
2011) 

Strategy drawing upon findings of evidence base to 
identify priorities - stage 2 of GI process 

Gateshead Green Infrastructure Delivery 
Plan (Gateshead Council, December 
2012) 

Delivery Plan comprising key projects identified in the 
Strategy - stage 3 of GI process 

NewcastleGateshead Green 
Infrastructure Study River Tyne Report, 
September 2011 

A subset of the wider Green Infrastructure study, 
focussing on the river itself and the influence of its 
presence on wildlife and people 

NewcastleGateshead Green 
Infrastructure Strategy Report, August 
2011 

This study identifies the network of multifunctional green 
space and other relevant land and watercourses, which 
supports the activity, health and wellbeing of local 
people and wildlife across NewcastleGateshead. It also 
identifies green infrastructure deficiencies that can be 
addressed through future growth whilst looking at 
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Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 
opportunities for conservation and enhancement of 
existing provision, including links in green space 
provision both within and across council boundaries. 

Tyne Catchment Plan: A Plan to Improve 
the Tyne and its Tributaries, December 
2012 

Identifies a list of projects to enhance the Tyne 
catchment area. 

Gateshead Strategic Flood Risk 
Assessment Level 1, Volume I, Guidance 
Report, September 2011, September 
2011 

The SFRA allows the LPA to prepare focused and local 
policies that are required to inform the Local 
Development Framework (LDF). The SFRA is, therefore, 
a key planning tool that enables the LPA to select and 
develop sustainable site allocations away from 
vulnerable flood risk areas. 

Gateshead Strategic Flood Risk 
Assessment Level 1, Volume II, Technical 
Report, September 2011 

Gateshead Strategic Flood Risk 
Assessment Level 2, Final Report, 
September 2011 

NewcastleGateshead Surface Water 
Management Plan, January 2012 

The primary purpose of the SWMP is to contribute 
robust evidence to support the Local Plan including the 
Core Strategy being developed by Gateshead Council 
and Newcastle City Council. 

NewcastleGateshead Surface Water 
Management Plan: Feedback to City 
Flood Project, March 2010 

NewcastleGateshead Surface Water 
Management Plan: Strategic and Mixed 
Use Sites: Appendix B, July 2011 

NewcastleGateshead Surface Water 
Management Plan: Scoping Report, 
September 2011 

NewcastleGateshead Surface Water 
Management Plan: Strategic 
Development Sites, October 2011 

NewcastleGateshead Surface Water 
Management Plan: Identifying Areas at 
Risk, December 2013 

NewcastleGateshead Outline Water 
Cycle Study, November 2010 

Assesses potential future development with due regard 
for the water cycle, to determine if it can accommodate 
the proposed levels of growth or where further work may 
be required to facilitate the growth and ensure that it 
does not detrimentally impact upon the water 
environment. 

Managing Flood Risk: Tyne Catchment 
Flood Management Plan, 2012 

A summary of the adopted long term policy for 
managing risk and the measures required to ensure risk 
managed in accordance with this approved approach. 

Planning for the Future - Core Strategy 
and Urban Core Plan for Gateshead and 
Newcastle upon Tyne 2010-2030 (March, 
2015) 

The Core Strategy and Urban Core Plan is a strategic 
planning framework that will guide development in 
Newcastle and Gateshead to 2030. 

Gateshead and Newcastle Councils Core 
Strategy and Urban Core Plan 
Sustainability Appraisal Report 
(December 2013) 

A structured approach to predicting and assessing the 
economic, social and environmental effects that are 
likely to arise from the CSUCP. 

Gateshead and Newcastle Councils Core 
Strategy and Urban Core Plan Habitat 
Regulations Assessment (November, 
2013) 

Screens the Plan to assess the likely impacts on 
European/Ramsar Sites and consider whether these 
impacts are significant. 

Coatsworth Conservation Area Character Provides the location, context, historical development, 
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Plan, Program or Policy Key Theme 
Appraisal Draft Report (September 
October 2011) 

spatial analysis and character analysis of the 
Coatsworth Conservation Area. 

Coastworth Conservation Area 
Management Strategy 

The Management Plan provides guidance to enable the 
effective management of change and secure the 
preservation and enhancement of the special character 
and appearance of the Coatsworth Conservation Area. 

Regent / Walker Terrace Conservation 
Area Character Appraisal (April 2013) 

Provides the location, context, historical development, 
spatial analysis and character analysis of the Regent / 
Walker Terrace Conservation Area. 

Bridges Conservation Area Character 
Appraisal (April 2013) 

Provides the location, context, historical development, 
spatial analysis and character analysis of the Bridges 
Conservation Area. 
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C Appendix - Baseline Information 
The data listed have been obtained from the Gateshead Council Annual Monitoring Report 2015/16. 

C.1 Baseline Summary Table 
Indicator (summary) Gateshead’s status in 

2010 2017 

Economic Growth and Prosperity 

Regional Overview - x 

Employment +/-  

Education and Skills x + 

Employment floorspace x - 

Employment land supply x - 

Business survival rate x - 

Total number of jobs x + 

Job density x + 

Proportion of working-age residents in employment x + 

Targeted recruitment and training agreements x + 

Proportion of working age residents qualified to at least NVQ level 3 
equivalent 

x + 

Retail   

Retail developments x - 

Performance of retail x - 

Loss of primary retail frontages in the Urban Core x - 

Leisure, culture and tourism   

Community, leisure and tourism developments x + 

Number of overnight visitors x + 

Number of visitors to major attractions x + 

Material Assets  x 

Transport Infrastructure - x 

Sustainable Transport Infrastructure ? x 

Mineral Resources and Areas of Extraction ? - 

Waste and Recycling ! - 

Energy Production +/- + 

Primary and secondary aggregate production x + 

Transport   

Cycle trips x + 

Public transport patronage x - 

Traffic flows x - 

Commitment from new development to modal shift x + 

Car Parking x +/- 

Health and Wellbeing 

Health - - 

Healthy lifestyles x - 

Child obesity x - 

Life expectancy x + 

A5 uses per 1000 population x + 

Mental health x - 

Satisfaction with area x - 
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Indicator (summary) Gateshead’s status in 

2010 2017 

Equality and Diversity   

Age Profile - - 

Gender ? x 

Disability ! x 

Ethnicity ? x 

Faith ? x 

Education (GCSE’s) - - 

Gypsy and traveller accommodation x +/- 

Housing and Thriving Neighbourhoods 

Current Population Size and Population Projections - + 

Strong and Inclusive Communities   

Crime +/- ? 

Anti-Social Behaviour - x 

Electoral Turnout - x 

Housing Standards - x 

Homelessness + x 

Multiple Deprivation and Social Exclusion - x 

Resident Satisfaction + - 

Empty homes x - 

Housing delivery   

Housing developments x ? 

Housing land supply x - 

Delivery - Viability   

Infrastructure delivery x ? 

Viability x - 

Range and choice of housing x - 

Sustainable Quality Places (Including environmental quality) 

Biodiversity/Green Infrastructure and the Natural Environment   

Protected Sites ? + 

Local Biodiversity ? x 

Areas of Woodland ? x 

Green Network/Green Belt ? + 

Ecology x + 

Allotments x +/- 

Open space quality x ? 

Play areas x +/- 

Soils and Geology   

Soil Character ? x 

Pressures on the Soil Resource - x 

Contaminated Land - x 

The Water Environment   

Water Quality ? +/- 

Flooding - ? 

Climatic Factors - x 

Green House Gas Production and Ecological Footprinting - - 

Renewable energy x + 
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Indicator (summary) Gateshead’s status in 

2010 2017 

Implementation of heat networks x + 

Air Quality   

Air Quality Management Areas ? + 

Historic and Cultural Heritage ? + 

Landscape ? x 

Place-making   

Quality of place, including public realm x ? 

Public art x + 

 

+ Indicator is equal to or better than target or equivalent regional/national/international 
performance. Alternatively (where comparators are not available) historical trends show that 
the situation is improving. 

- Indicator is below target or equivalent regional/national/international performance. Alternatively 
(where comparators are not available) historical trends show that the situation is getting worse. 

+/- Some aspects of the indicator are positive and some negative (as defined above) 

! Indicator is significantly below target or equivalent regional/national/international performance 
and is a priority for action 

? Indicator status is unclear or cannot be assessed due to lack of data 

x Indicator not used in this year 

 

C.2 Economic Growth and Prosperity 

C.2.1 Population 

Estimate of total population - Indicator 1 

Source: ONS annual mid-year population estimates. Latest data published: June 2016 

This indicator is defined as the estimated total populations for Newcastle and Gateshead. The 
targets for Newcastle City Council and Gateshead Council are to attain a combined population in 
excess of 500,000 by 2030.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Although ONS seek to improve the accuracy of demographic data, the inherent difficulties in 
determining an accurate population estimate at the local authority level means that caution should 
be used when considering short-term population trends, particularly as the period of time since the 
last Census grows longer.  For Newcastle, ONS data suggests total population growth has been 
higher than was anticipated in the CSUCP.  Because of relatively high levels of population growth 
in Newcastle, the combined population of Gateshead and Newcastle at 2015 is higher than was 
anticipated in evidence prepared for the CSUCP, and appears on course to reach the target set for 
this indicator. For the period 2010 to 2015, ONS’ mid-year population estimates suggest population 
growth in Gateshead has been slightly lower than the level of growth of growth set out in the CSUCP.   

 

Population by broad age group - Indicator 2 

Year Gateshead Newcastle Combined 

2010 198,700 276,700 475,400 

2011 200,300 279,100 479,400 

2012 200,200 282,400 482,600 

2013 200,000 286,800 486,800 

2014 200,500 289,800 490,300 

2015 201,000 292,900 493,900 
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Source: ONS mid-year population estimates. Latest data published: June 2016 

This indicator is defined as the number of residents aged 0-15, 16-64 and 65 and over, in absolute 
terms and as a proportion of the total population. The Council’s target is to maintain or increase the 
number of residents aged 16-64.  

Nb: values may not sum due to rounding 

C.2.2 Employment and Economic Growth Priorities 

Business survival rate - Indicator 3 

Source: ONS Business Demography. Latest data published: November 2016 

This indicator is defined as the annual VAT registrations minus de-registrations / 10,000 population 
in Gateshead. The council’s target is to improve the business survival rate throughout the plan 
period. 

Year Total Population Business births Business deaths Survival rate 

2010  198,700  485  610  -6.29  
2011  200,300  560  530  1.50  
2012  200,200  575  590  -0.75  
2013  200,000  700  520  9.00  
2014  200,500  745  595  7.48  

 

This data shows that the business survival rate has increased significantly since 2010.  

Total number of jobs - Indicator 4 

Source: ONS Jobs Density. Latest data published: 2014 

This indicator is defined as the total number of jobs including employees, self-employed, 
government supported trainees and HM Forces. The council’s target is to increase the number of 
jobs accommodated within the local authority area throughout the plan period.  

Total number of jobs: 

2010 - 96,000 

2011 - 101,000 

2012 - 97,000 

2013 - 96,000 

2014 - 101,000 

This data shows that the total number of jobs accommodated in the local authority area has 
increased by 5,000 since 2010. 

Proportion of working-age residents in employment - Indicator 5 

 Residents aged 0-15 Residents aged 16-64 Residents aged >64 

 Total 
pop. 

Number Proportion Number Proportion Number Proportion 

2010  198,700  35,000  17.6%  128,800  64.8%  34,900  17.6%  

2011  200,300  35,500  17.7%  129,400  64.6%  35,400  17.7%  

2012  200,200  35,400  17.7%  128,300  64.1%  36,400  18.2%  

2013  200,000  35,100  17.5%  127,700  63.8%  37,200  18.6%  

2014  200,500  35,300  17.6%  127,400  63.5%  37,800  18.9%  

2015  201,000  35,200  17.5%  127,500  63.4%  38,300  19.1%  
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Source: ONS Annual Population Survey. Latest data published: March 2016 

Employment Rate (Aged 16-64): 

Apr10-Mar11 - 67.5% 

Apr11-Mar12 - 64.9% 

Apr12-Mar13 - 66.6% 

Apr13-Mar14 - 69.0% 

Apr14-Mar15 - 72.2% 

Apr15-Mar16 - 73.2% 

A general upward trend in the proportion of Gateshead residents in employment indicates improved 
access to employment since 2010.  

Targeted recruitment and training agreements - Indicator 6 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the number of targeted recruitment and training agreements linked to 
development schemes (by type). Gateshead Council’s target is to increase the number of targeted 
recruitment and training agreements throughout the plan period.  

Since 2010 the Council has secured contributions from four developments which agreed to 
contribute towards targeted recruitment and/or training schemes in Gateshead: Mixed use 
development of Trinity Square (DC/10/00712/FUL); Residential development at BAE Systems, 
Birtley (DC/11/00546/OUT); Development of a foodstore at Sunderland Road (DC/14/00346/FUL). 
DC/12/00785/FUL, and; Erection of a new emergency care centre at Queen Elizabeth Hospital 
(DC/12/00785/FUL).   

Proportion of working age residents qualified to at least NVQ level 3 equivalent - Indicator 7 

Source: ONS Annual Population Survey. Latest data published: March 2016 

This indicator is defined as the proportion of working age residents qualified to at least NVQ level 3 
equivalent. The council’s target is to increase the skills of Gateshead residents within the plan 
period. 

Year Newcastle residents 
qualified to NVQ level 3 and 
above 

Number % of residents 
aged 16-64 

Jan-Dec 10  55,100  42.4%  
Jan-Dec 11  61,400  47.6%  
Jan-Dec 12  64,000  50.2%  
Jan-Dec 13  67,200  52.9%  
Jan-Dec 14  66,200  52.0%  
Jan-Dec 15  67,300  53.3%  

 

An upward trend in the proportion of Newcastle’s working age residents qualified to at least NVQ 
level 3 indicates an improvement in the skills of Newcastle residents since 2010. 

Proportion of people aged 16 to 18 year not in education, employment or training (NEET) 

Source: PHOF website and JSNA 

At the end of 2013, 7.2% of Gateshead’s 16 to 18 years olds were not in education, employment or 
training (NEET); this is down from 2013. 

GCSEs grade C and above by ward 

Source: NOMIS and JSNA 

The percentage of pupils achieving 5 or more A*-C grade GCSEs or equivalent including English 
and Maths has continued to improve, with 58.1% of pupils attaining this outcome compared to 47% 
in 2008. The national average has increased from 47.6% to 53.8%. 
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Although there has been a general increase since 2008, there has been a decrease of 3.6% since 
2014/15. 

 

Higher education grades 

Source: NOMIS and 2011 census 

The number of people whose highest level of qualification is a degree or equivalent was 35,409 
(21.5%) in 2011. The average in England is 27.4%. 

Ward values range from 13% in High Fell to 37% in Low Fell. 

The figures have increased from 17,879 (12.8%) in 2001. 

C.2.3 Employment land and premises 

Employment floorspace - Indicator 8 

Source: Newcastle City Council/Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the amount of employment floorspace approved, completed and lost by 
size, location (allocated employment land), type and whether it is greenfield or brownfield land. The 
joint target between Newcastle City Council and Gateshead Council – to be implemented 
progressively throughout the plan period – is to: 

 Identify and allocate 150ha of net developable employment land  

 Provide a minimum of 512,000sqm office floorspace 
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 Site 
Area 
(ha) 

Floorspace 
(sqm) 

Use 
class 

2015/16 
Planning 
permissions 

DC/14/01234/FUL; New steel framed workshop; 
Portobello, Birtley  

0.5  375  B2  

DC/15/01169/FUL; Extension to industrial unit; 
Princesway, Team Valley  

0.24  665  B1c  

DC/15/00597/FUL; Extension to office premises; 
Princesway, Team Valley  

0.22  380  B1a/B1b  

DC/15/00669/FUL; Construction of workshop/office; 
Stoneygate Lane, Felling  

0.14  700  B1c  

DC/15/01105/FUL; Extension to factory workshop; 
Durham Road, Birtley  

0.4  166  B1c  

DC/15/00860/FUL; Erection of replacement 
warehouse; William Street, Felling  

0.5  178  B1c  

DC/15/00248/FUL; Replacement of warehouse; 
Deptford Road, East Gateshead  

0.88  797  B8  

DC/15/00910/FUL; Extension to offices; Hunter Hall, 
Shields Road, Felling  

0.25  223  B1a  

  

Gateshead total 3.13 
Ha 

3,484 sqm 

Newcastle total    

2015/16 
Completion
s 

 Site 
Area 
(ha) 

Floorspace 
(sqm) 

Use 
class 

DC/11/00300/OUT; Erection of industrial units; 
Portobello Road, Birtley  

2.7  7,340  B1(b), 
B1(c), 
B2, B8  

DC/13/00337/FUL; Erection of industrial units, with 
associated car parking; Team Valley  

0.26  1,022  B2, B8  

Greenfield completions sub-total 2.96 8,362  

DC/14/01042/FUL; Demolition of 6 industrial units, and 
replacement with 9 industrial units; Team Valley  

0.62  2,036(gross) 
820(net)  

B1(b), 
B1(c), 
B2, B8  

DC/15/01186/FUL; Erection of industrial unit; South 
Shore Road  

0.02  208  B2  

PDL completions sub-total  0.64  2,244 
(gross), 
1,028 (net)  

 

Gateshead completions total  3.6  10,606 
(gross), 
9,390 (net)  

 

Newcastle completions total    

2015/16 
Losses 

DC/14/00704/FUL; Drive-thru restaurant; Abbotsford 
Road, Heworth  

0.23  n/a  A3 / A5  

DC/15/00546/COU; Change of use from B2 to waste 
storage, Addison Industrial Estate  

0.27  n/a  Sui 
Generis 
(waste 
transfer)  

Gateshead total losses 0.5 N/A  

Newcastle total losses   
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 Completed floorspace (sqm) 

B1(a)  B1(b)  B1(c)  B1 total  B2  B8  Total  
Gateshead 2010/11 11,541 120 198 11,859 1,146 3,618 16,596 

2011/12 7,264   7,264 1,812  9,076 
2010/13 5,096   5,096  3,642 8,738 
2013/14 3,579   3,579 1,126 1,627 6,335 
2014/15     330  330 
2015/16  1,162 1,162 2,323 2,913 4,661 9,897 

Newcastle 2010/12 8,647 2,367  11,014 22,619 2,078 35,711 
2010/13 15,016   15,016 7,842 1,350 24,208 
2013/14 3,499 1,522  5,021 6,500 631 12,152 
2014/15 19,190   19,190 1,827 1,648 22,665 
2015/16        

 
Employment land supply - Indicator 9 

Source: Gateshead Council/Newcastle City Council 

This indicator is defined as the amount of employment land available by type and location. The 
target for Newcastle City Council and Gateshead Council is to maintain an adequate employment 
land portfolio up to 2030. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

*Urban Core sites allocated within CSUCP policies QB3.1, QB3.5 are located within the East 
Gateshead Primary Employment Area (JE1.6). 

 Land 

B1 B2 B8 B1/B2/B8 

Allocated sites 10.7  22 25.2 

Sites with 
Planning 
permission 
(non-allocated 
sites) 

1.7 0.5 1.1  

Total 12.4 0.5 23.1 25.2 

Newcastle 
Total 

    

Location Reference / allocation Area (ha) 

Addison  JE1.1  0.5  
Blaydon/Derwenthaugh  JE1.2  0.6  
Team Valley  JE1.5  8.9  
East Gateshead  JE1.6  0.9  
Felling  JE1.7  5.2  
Follingsby  JE1.8  7.6  
Portobello, Birtley  JE1.9  1.0  
Durham Road, Birtley  JE1.10  0.4  
High Spen  JE3.1  1.3  
Whinfield  JE3.3  0.5  
South of Follingsby Lane  KEA2  22.0  
Bill Quay Riverside  MU22  0.7  
Derwentwater Road  MU4  0.7  
Urban Core*  11.0 
Gateshead Total  61.1 

Newcastle Total   
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Following adoption of the CSUCP, Gateshead has a total of 61.1ha of employment land within 
allocated sites, and/or benefitting from a planning permission allowing employment uses. A number 
of sites included within this calculation were allocated within the 2007 UDP. Gateshead’s 2012 
Employment Land Review (ELR) provided an assessment of the Borough’s employment land 
portfolio, and identified around 88ha of employment land available for development within 
Gateshead. In 2017 the Council intends to produce an updated assessment of employment land to 
support policies contained within the emerging Land Allocations and Development Management 
Policies Document, MSGP. 

C.2.4 Retail and Centres 

Retail Developments - Indicator 10 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the approvals, completions and losses of retail developments by location 
(in/edge/out of centre, and rural) and gross internal floorspace (GIA). Gateshead Council's target is 
to focus retail development in centres, in accordance with the retail hierarchy established in the 
CSUCP throughout the plan period.  

The majority of planning applications for retail developments in Gateshead relate to relatively small-
scale change of use proposals or extensions. These schemes are quite numerous, but do not on 
their own merit discussion within the AMR. The combined effect of these small-scale schemes is, 
in effect represented within the Council’s health check assessments of centres within Gateshead 
(in terms of vacancy and retail floorspace/units).  

In terms of larger retail schemes, an application to expand the existing Aldi foodstore at Pelaw (at 
an in centre location), increasing the gross internal floorspace of the store by 321sqm, was approved 
in October 2015. An application to redevelop the existing Lidl store at Swalwell (at an in centre 
location) was received in 2015/16, but approved in April 2016, outside the reporting period of this 
AMR. The redevelopment will provide around 1,000sqm additional retail floorspace (gross). An 
additional 839sqm of floorspace was completed, in the form of a mezzanine floor built at unit 5 at 
Metro Retail Park (at an out of centre location). 

Performance of retail - Indicator 11 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the vitality and viability health checks of centres, including total units, 
total floorspace (m2), % vacant units and % vacant floorspace in Gateshead. The Council’s target 
is to improve the vitality and viability of centres throughout the plan period.  
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Occupied units  86  39  68  57  137  75  23  71  35  
Vacant units  9  5  18  24  41  6  0  5  3  
% vacant  9.5%  11.4%  20.9%  29.6%  23.0%  7.4%  0.0%  6.6%  7.9%  

 

Total vacancy of retail units across Gateshead’s town and district centres is around 16%. This 
overall level of vacancy stands alongside considerable variance in vacancy rates in individual 
centres. Relatively high levels of vacancy in Gateshead town centre, combined with its relatively 
large number of total units have a considerable impact on the borough’s overall vacancy rate. It is 
not practical to present data on vacant retail floorspace. 

Loss of primary retail frontages in the Urban Core - Indicator 12 

Source: Gateshead Council 

The council’s target is to minimise the loss of primary retail frontages over the plan period.  

In July 2015 planning permission was granted for the change of use of unit B104b Trinity Square 
(with frontage onto High Street) from retail and café/restaurant use to a public house (A4). 
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C.2.5 Leisure, Culture and Tourism 

Community, leisure and tourism developments - Indicator 13 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the approvals, completions and losses of community, major sport, leisure 
and tourism developments, by location (in/edge/out of centre, and rural), type, and size. The 
council’s target is to improve the provision of facilities throughout the plan period.  

The proposed refurbishment and reconfiguration of the former Mediterranean Village at the 
Metrocentre was carried out in 2015/16 (completed in 2016/17). The scheme provides wider mall 
space, and fewer but larger and more modern units for restaurants and food and drink uses 
primarily. The application includes an extension of the upper level of around 1,370sqm to facilitate 
the proposed modernisation of this part of Metrocentre, together with a reduction in the number of 
units from 16 to 7. The predominant use will remain a restaurant and food and drink area, whilst it 
is noted that flexibility to include mezzanine floors is requested in support of the proposed 
refurbishment and the uses referred to. 

Number of overnight visitors in Gateshead - Indicator 14 

Source: NewcastleGateshead Initiative. Latest data: 2015 

The following two indicators are related to the number of overnight visitors in Newcastle and visitors 
to ‘major attractions’ in Newcastle. The Council’s target for both indicators is to increase visitor 
numbers from 2010 levels.  

Number of overnight visitors in Gateshead and Newcastle (millions): 

2010 - 1.65 

2011 - 1.72 

2012 - 1.97 

2013 - 1.93 

2014 - 1.92 

2015 - 1.96 

Number of visitors to major attractions - Indicator 15 

Source: NewcastleGateshead Initiative. Latest data: 2015 

Number of visitors to major attractions in Gateshead and Newcastle (millions): 

2010 - 3.28 

2011 - 2.77 

2012 - 4.41 

2013 - 3.56 

2014 - 3.73 

2015 - 4.00 

C.2.6 Transport and Accessibility 

Cycling trips - Indicator 22 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the number of cycling trips (indexed to base year of 2010) in Gateshead. 
The council’s target is to increase the number of cycling trips throughout the plan period.  

Year Cycling trips indexed 
to 2010 (2010 = 100) 

2010 100 

2011 112 

2012 125 
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2013 136 

2014 124 

2015 129 

 

Traffic flows - Indicator 23 

Source: Newcastle City Council 

This indicator is defined as weekday traffic flows: river crossings and Gateshead inner cordon, 
indexed to base year (2010). The target is to minimise traffic flows. 

Year Traffic flows, indexed to 2010 (2010 = 100) 

Gateshead inner cordon River Crossings 

2010 100 100 

2011 99 100 

2012 94 98 

2013 95 98 

2014 95 99 

2015 99 100 

 

Commitment from new development to modal shift - Indicator 24 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the planning permissions granted with implementation of a travel plan 
as a condition of development (by location, type and size of development). The council’s target is 
to increase the number of travel plans associated with new developments throughout the plan 
period.  

In 2015/16 there were 26 planning permissions granted where the implementation of a travel plan 
was a condition of development. Travel plans were required across the Borough and included a 
broad range of development types, and different scales of development.  

Public transport patronage - Indicator 26 

Source: Nexus 

This indicator is defined as the number of passengers boarding and alighting the Metro and number 
of passengers boarding buses in the Urban Core. The council’s target is to increase the levels of 
public transport use in Gateshead throughout the plan period.  

 Metro boardings & 
alightings within Urban 
Core (Millions) 

Number of Public Transport 
journeys in Tyne and Wear 
p/a (Millions) 

2010 23.9 183.3 

2011 22.8 178.7 

2012 23.0 178.4 

2013 21.3 172.6 

2014 22.2 172.3 

2015 24.0 170.0 

 

Car parking - Indicator 27 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the short and long stay car parking provision in existing centres in 
Gateshead. The council’s target is to minimise long-stay parking and maximise short-stay parking 
throughout the plan period.  
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In 2015/16 there were 2,035 long stay parking spaces (where parking is for longer than four hours) 
in Gateshead’s centres. The majority of this provision is located at Gateshead Quays (771), Heworth 
Interchange park and ride (457 spaces), and Gateshead Central (297). There were 145 short stay 
spaces (where parking is for less than four hours) in Gateshead, with the majority located at 
Gateshead Central (131). The amount of parking provision has not changed since the previous 
reporting year. The parking provision identified here is the amount of parking in council ownership, 
and therefore does not include spaces at the Metrocentre, or at Tesco in the Trinity Square 
development.  

C.2.7 Minerals and Waste 

Mineral extraction - Indicator 48 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator considers planning applications and approvals for mineral extraction by type, 
projected quantity and location. Gateshead’s target is to make provision for 3.1m tonnes sand and 
gravel, 3m tonnes crushed rock for Tyne and Wear. 

Gateshead has no operational mineral extraction, processing or landing sites at present.  There are 
two sites classified as dormant. 

Following the closure of Blaydon and Crawcrook Quarries in Gateshead, without further provision 
production of sand and gravel, Tyne and Wear will be entirely dependent upon production from 
Eppleton Quarry in South Tyneside.  

Additional areas for working will be needed to avoid reliance upon only one sand and gravel quarry 
in Tyne and Wear, make an appropriate contribution to local and regional need, and in order to 
avoid limiting the scale of future production to that below the production capacity of Eppleton Quarry. 

An application to consolidate activities and aftercare at Blaydon Quarry/Landfill site 
(DC/12/01266/MIWAS), including a landfill capacity of 3.68m cubic metres, was approved in 
September 2015. An application for the change of use from general industry (use class B2) to a 
waste transfer station (sui generis) for the storage, sorting and recycling of household and industrial 
waste (non-hazardous) (up to 75,000 tonnes per annum) at Unit 9C Ryton Industrial Estate, 
Newburn Bridge Road Ryton NE21 4SQ (DC/15/00546/COU) was approved in August 2015.  

Primary Aggregates  

Source: North East Region Aggregates Working Party Annual Aggregates Monitoring Report 2013; 
Joint Local Aggregates Assessment for County Durham, Northumberland and Tyne and Wear 2013  

Definition: Production of Primary Land Won Aggregates  

Gateshead target:  

 To meet the sub-regional aggregates apportionment covering the period 2005-2020, as 
advised by the NERAWP  

 To meet the requirements as identified in the Local Aggregates Assessment covering the 
period 2013-2030  

 To ensure the maintenance of a landbank of seven years for sand and gravel and ten years 
for crushed rock, as set out in the NPPF.  

Approximately 236,000 tonnes of sand and gravel and 309,000 tonnes of crushed rock were 
produced in Tyne and Wear in 2014. Reserves of sand and gravel for this period were approximately 
0.853 million tonnes and for crushed rock were 0.56 million tonnes.  

When compared with 2013, sales of sand and gravel across the region have increased by 
approximately 157,000 tonnes to 873,000 tonnes. Sales of crushed rock increased by 
approximately 593,000 tonnes to 4,162,000 tonnes.  

The updated Local Aggregates Assessment indicates that based on estimated permitted reserves 
of crushed rock at the end of 2014 of 560,637 tonnes, Tyne and Wear has a landbank of 1.7 years 
taking into account the annual demand forecast of 329,000 tonnes. For sand and gravel the 
contribution is 3.2 years at the end of 2014, taking into account identified reserves of 853,000 tonnes 
and the annual forecast demand of 270,000 tonnes.  

Secondary Aggregates  

Source: North East Region Aggregates Working Party Annual Aggregates Monitoring Report 2011  
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Definition: Production of Secondary/Recycled Aggregates  

Gateshead target: To meet the sub-regional aggregates apportionment covering the period 2005-
2020, as advised by the NERAWP, and to ensure the maintenance of a landbank of seven years 
for sand and gravel and ten years for crushed rock, as set out in Annex 1 of Minerals Planning 
Statement 1.  

The Annual Aggregates Monitoring Report states that sales of recycled and secondary aggregates 
from North East England in 2014 are at a similar level to those in the previous monitoring periods 
and this reflects a lower level of sales due to the economic downturn and the prevailing economic 
conditions.  

The report includes data on sales of recycled and secondary materials for aggregate use totalling 
1.2 million tonnes in the North East in 2014. Tyne and Wear contributed 0.5 million tonnes, 
consisting primarily of construction and demolition waste. 

Waste management - Indicator 49 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This is defined as the amount (tonnes) of municipal waste arising, by management type and 
percentage of municipal waste sent to landfill. Gateshead’s target is to minimise the amount of 
waste sent to landfill. 

Municipal waste (excluding the amount of construction and demolition waste) arising in 2015/16 
amounted to 85,503 tonnes: an increase of 1.28 percent from the 2014/15 total. 33.2 per cent of 
household waste was recycled or composted, the target for this indicator was 45.0%. This was a 
decrease of 2.7 percentage points on the proportion of waste recycled or composted in 2014/15, 
largely as a result of the Council introduction of green waste collection charges in 2015/16. 

 Waste arisings (tonnes) 

2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 

Landfill  66,366  58,735  49,074  23,503  4,027  1,567  
Recycled  31,937  33,254  33,334  30,977  30,315  28,373  
Composted  10,171  10,862  9,901  9,569  10,226  8,134  
Incinerated  35  2,213  7,911  36,000  50,079  55,563  
Total  98,338  94,202  90,319  91,081  84,421  85,503  

 

Waste management - Indicator 50 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the licensed and projected capacity of waste management facilities 
(existing and approved) by type, with a target of monitoring waste capacity to 2030. 

 

Type Capacity (tonnes) 

Landfill  1,031,500  

Physico Chemical Treatment Facility  410,000  

Household, Commercial and Industrial 
Waste Transfer Station (+treatment)  

679,991  

Composting Facility  149,998  

Metal Recycling (Vehicle Dismantling & End 
of Life Vehicle Facility)  

179,195  

Metal Recycling Site  129,996  

Transfer Station (Non-Biodegradable 
Waste)  

40,642  

Household Waste Amenity Site  36,500  

Special Waste Transfer Station  71,239  

Clinical Waste Transfer Station  20,000  
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In-House Storage Facility  4,500  

Total  2,753,561  

C.2.8 Delivery 

Infrastructure Delivery - Indicator 51 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator looks to provide an annual update of the Infrastructure Delivery Plan. 

Following the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) Examination in summer 2016, Gateshead 
Council intends to introduce the CIL in early 2017. Gateshead Council and Newcastle City Council 
submitted a February 2016 update to the Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) as part of the primary 
evidence supporting the CIL examination. This document, available on the Council’s webpages, 
provides the latest update to the IDP. Revisions to the IDP will be considered where appropriate as 
evidence emerges. 

Viability - Indicator 52 

Source: Land Registry (house prices) & Colliers International (assumed office rents)  

This indicator is defined as; 

 Median House price, by type 

 Assumed office rents 

Gateshead target is for house prices and office rents to be within +/- 10% from Adoption date of the 
plan. 

Type Median price 

2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16 

Detached  £210,000  £205,000  £204,500  £209,500  £213,500  £210,000  

Flat  £80,000  £80,000  £91,500  £85,000  £86,750  £77,000  

Semi  £133,000  £126,500  £127,000  £135,000  £138,000  £127,500  

Terrace  £110,000  £106,000  £107,000  £110,000  £114,750  £130,000  

 

 Grade A (£/sqft) Grade B (£/sqft) 

2012  17.00  10.50  
2013  17.00  11.50  
2014  17.00  11.50  
2015  17.00  11.50  
2016  17.00  11.50  

 

C.3 Health and Wellbeing 

C.3.9 Wellbeing and Health 

Hot food takeaway  

Source: Gateshead Council 

Although not specifically an indicator in the CSUCP monitoring framework, the link between 
planning and health has been established in the National Planning Policy Framework and this SPD 
supports policies set out in the CSUCP.  Gateshead's target is to have fewer A5 uses per 1,000 
residents than the England average (of 0.88 uses per 1,000 residents). 

 Population A5 uses A5 uses per 1,000 
residents 

Birtley  8,350  14  1.68  

Blaydon  10,122  8  0.79  
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Bridges  9,008  14  1.55  

Chopwell and 
Rowlands Gill  

9,278  9  0.97  

Chowdene  9,036  4  0.44  

Crawcrook and 
Greenside  

8,815  6  0.68  

Deckham  9,903  6  0.61  

Dunston and 
Teams  

9,040  12  1.33  

Dunston Hill and 
Whickham East  

9,101  7  0.77  

Felling  9,119  14  1.54  

High Fell  9,782  8  0.82  

Lamesley  9,426  8  0.85  

Lobley Hill and 
Bensham  

10,290  10  0.97  

Low Fell  8,482  13  1.53  

Pelaw and 
Heworth  

9,031  7  0.78  

Ryton, Crookhill 
and Stella  

8,515  5  0.59  

Saltwell  10,401  13  1.25  

Wardley and Leam 
Lane  

8,248  5  0.61  

Whickham North  8,320  16  1.92  

Whickham South 
and Sunniside  

8,156  3  0.37  

Windy Nook and 
Whitehills  

9,704  2  0.21  

Winlaton and High 
Spen  

8,378  8  0.95  

Total 0.96 

 

Health trend - Indicator 28 

Source: Indices of Deprivation 

This indicator is defined as the rank of health deprivation and disability score (for Gateshead). The 
council’s target is to improve the city’s health ranking throughout the plan period.  

Comparing the rank of deprivation in the Indices of Deprivation’s health and disability domain 
between different editions of the Indices of Deprivation gives a broad indication of relative change 
in health at a local authority area. The English Indices of Deprivation are designed to maintain 
consistency between publications, and therefore comparison between the ranking in 2010 and 2015 
is possible. It should be noted, however, that change in rank provides only an indication of change 
relative to that of other areas. For example, using this method of analysis, it would be possible for 
the health and disability rank of a local authority area to fall between different Indices of Deprivation, 
despite the overall health of the area’s population improving, if the health of that area’s population 
has improved less than it has in other areas. Nonetheless, use of the Indices of Deprivation’s health 
and disability domain provides a single ‘score’ comprising data collected under several health and 
disability indicators. It therefore provides an appropriate indicator for the purposes of monitoring the 
implementation of the CSUCP, and avoids the need for detailed analysis of a range of health 
performance data.  
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Analysis of the 2010 Indices of Deprivation health and disability domain for Gateshead provides a 
rank of 17 out of 326 local authority areas (where 1 is the most deprived), while the 2015 Indices of 
Deprivation provides a rank of 23. The difference of 6 ranking places in the health and disability 
domain between the 2010 and 2015 Indices of Deprivation suggests there has been little change 
between the 2010 and 2015 editions. 

Healthy lifestyles - Indicator 29 

Source: Sport England Active People Survey 

This indicator is defined as the adult (16+) participation in sport at least once per week, as a % of 
total population. The Council’s target is to increase sports participation throughout plan period.  

Adult participation in sport (all sport) in Gateshead: 

2010/11 - 30.8% 

2011/12 - 39.6% 

2012/13 - 37.4% 

2013/14 - 31.5% 

2014/15 - 26.4% 

2015/16 - 29.7% 

The data shows that during 2015/16 35.2% of Newcastle’s adult population participated in sport at 
least once a week, and whilst this percentage is slightly lower than in previous years it is higher 
than the start of the plan. 

Air quality - Indicator 31 

Source: Gateshead Council  

This indicator is defined as the mean reading (24hr/annual average) for NO2 within Air Quality 
Management Areas. The council’s target is to maintain or improve air quality over the plan period. 

Gateshead Council monitors levels of NO2 in a number of locations within the air quality 
management area. There are two types of monitoring that we carry out – automatic and non-
automatic. We have 2 automatic monitors that are located on Bottle Bank and Lychgate Court (Park 
Lane / Gateshead Highway). Our non-automatic monitoring is carried out using diffusion tubes in a 
number of locations. The tubes are exposed for a period of one month and sent off for analysis at 
a laboratory. The data is then analysed and corrected in accordance with strict quality procedure 
and control requirements.  

In 2015 the maximum average concentration using automatic monitoring equipment was 33.4 
μg/m3 at bottle bank. A maximum average concentration of 37.2 μg/m3 was measured on Dryden 
Road using the diffusion tube method.  

Bottle Bank NO2:  

2013 - 33.7 ug/m3 

2015 - 33.4 ug/m3 

2016 - 37.4 ug/m3 

Felling bypass (Lychgate Court): 

2013 - 30.9 ug/m3 

2015 - 33.0 ug/m3 

2016 - 31.0 ug/m3 

Concentrations of NO2 in the Air quality management area are showing a downward trend and are 
currently below the air quality objective standard of 40 μg/m3.   

Mental health 

Source: JNSA 

A total of 33,784 people in Gateshead had diagnosed depression in 2015/16 (previously 11,391 in 
2012/13), equating to a prevalence of 8.1%. This is significantly higher than the England average. 
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It is estimated that a further 22,447 people have a generalised anxiety disorder or mixed depression 
and anxiety disorder (2012). 

C.4 Housing and Thriving Neighbourhoods 

C.4.10 Existing Communities 

Empty homes - Indicator 16 

Source: Gateshead Council (latest data April 2016) 

This indicator is defined as the number of vacant dwellings, and as a proportion of total housing 
stock, by total vacant, and vacant for more than six months (i.e. long-term vacant). The council’s 
target is to reduce the dwelling vacancy across Newcastle to 3% or less by 2020, and maintained 
up to 2030.      

 Total vacant Long term vacant 

Number % Number % 

April 2010  4,204  4.5%  2,589  2.8%  

April 2011  4,020  4.3%  2,413  2.6%  

April 2012  4,090  4.4%  2,643  2.8%  

April 2013  4,145  4.5%  2,593  2.8%  

April 2014  3,726  4.0%  1,983  2.1%  

April 2015  3,240  3.5%  1,709  1.8%  

April 2016  3,177  3.4%  1,592  1.7%  

  

There has been a significant decrease in the number and proportion of empty homes in Gateshead 
since the beginning of the CSUCP plan period. A reduction of around 1,000 empty homes since 
2010, combined with ongoing activity by the Council and its partners to address pockets of high 
dwelling vacancy suggests that the CSUCP objective of reducing the total proportion of empty 
homes to 3% or lower by 2020 remains achievable. Data on dwelling vacancy indicate that a 
reduction in the number of long-term vacant dwellings has made the greatest contribution to 
reducing overall dwelling vacancy in Gateshead. 

Resident satisfaction with homes - Indicator 17 

Source: Gateshead Council Resident Survey 

This indicator is defined as the resident satisfaction with homes (by location), broken down by their 
place as a place to live, the choice of housing in their area and the quality of housing in their area. 
The council’s target is for satisfaction to be at or above 2012 levels.  

This indicator was not reported in the 2015/16 AMR, or any prior AMR. 

C.4.11 Housing delivery 

Housing development (with trajectory) - Indicator 18 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as housing approvals, completions and losses by location, type, whether 
they are affordable and whether they are located on greenfield or brownfield land (within trajectory 
showing net additional dwellings per year from the start of the plan period). The council’s target is 
for a rate of delivery as set out in policy CS10. 

In February 2016 Gateshead Council submitted a CIL Draft Charging Schedule and related 
evidence to the Planning Inspectorate for an examination in public. Following examination hearings 
in April 2016, the Council received the CIL Examiner’s final report in August 2016. At its 10th 
November meeting, Gateshead Council formally adopted the CIL Charging Schedule and approved 
that it shall take effect from 1 January 2017. 

There were approximately 415 completions in 2015/16. Of these, approximately 98 units were 
affordable. 
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Analysis of completions data reveals that around 56% of dwellings completed since 2010 have 
provided three or more bedrooms (policy CS11 requires that 60% of new private housing across 
the plan area and over the 2010-2030 plan period is suitable and attractive for families, i.e. provides 
three or more bedrooms). Completions on sites granted planning permission before the preparation 
and adoption of the CSUCP has contributed largely to the 2010-2016 figure. Applying the 
requirements of policy CS11 to new housing proposals, in addition to the development of 
Gateshead’s village and neighbourhood growth sites (sites which are anticipated to accommodate 
a high proportion of ‘family’ homes) is likely to contribute to addressing the current 
underperformance in delivering larger homes in Gateshead.  

Completions data also reveal that in Gateshead around 5% of completions have been within the 
Urban Core, around 80% within the neighbourhoods area, and around 15% within the rural and 
villages area. 

In 2010-2016 56% houses built with 3 or more bedrooms (suitable family housing). 

In January 2017, the average house price in Gateshead was £126,171, which has increased from 
March 2016 (£121,832). 

82% 2015/16 of new dwellings developed in 2015/16 have been on previously developed land 
(PDL). North East Regional Spatial Strategy (now revoked) set a target of >80% of new dwellings 
on PDL 

Housing land supply (within trajectory) - Indicator 19 

Source: Gateshead Council 

The council’s target is to demonstrate a minimum of five years’ housing land supply throughout the 
plan period.  
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2010-11  311 (86%)  222  89  96  37  

2011-12  324 (71%)  156  168  96  131  

2012-13  485 (88%)  204  281  96  75  

2013-14  536 (93%)  446  90  96  169  

2014-15  684 (89%)  611  73  96  187  

2015-16  415 (82%)  164  251  484  98  

2016-17 590 100 490 484  

2017-18 806 150 656 484   

2018-19 716 100 616 484  

2019-20 831 25 806 484  

2020-21 853 25 828 804  

2021-22 783 25 758 804  

2022-23 642 25 617 804  

2023-24 583 25 558 804  

2024-25 622 25 597 804  

2025-26 473 25 448 316  
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*Values for years 2016-17 onwards are anticipated levels of delivery based on capacity and phasing 
of housing sites identified within the SHLAA, and anticipated demolitions. 

Analysis of completions data reveals that around 56% of dwellings completed since 2010 have 
provided three or more bedrooms (policy CS11 requires that 60% of new private housing across 
the plan area and over the 2010-2030 plan period is suitable and attractive for families, i.e. provides 
three or more bedrooms). Completions on sites granted planning permission before the preparation 
and adoption of the CSUCP has contributed largely to the 2010-2016 figure. Applying the 
requirements of policy CS11 to new housing proposals, in addition to the development of 
Gateshead’s village and neighbourhood growth sites (sites which are anticipated to accommodate 
a high proportion of ‘family’ homes) is likely to contribute to addressing the current 
underperformance in delivering larger homes in Gateshead.  

Completions data also reveal that in Gateshead around 5% of completions have been within the 
Urban Core, around 80% within the neighbourhoods area, and around 15% within the rural and 
villages area. 

C.4.12 Provision of Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople 

Number of spaces provided - Indicator 20 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the net additional pitches provided in the reporting year, and total 
provision as a % of the identified need. The council’s target is for the provision to meet identified 
need throughout the plan period.  

Gateshead has 20 pitches, located at Baltic Road Felling. There has been no change in the number 
of pitches in the reporting year. A Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople Needs 
Assessment is being prepared to inform the Council’s assessment of housing needs, and support 
the preparation of emerging Local Plan policies. 

Satisfaction with area - Indicator 30 

Source: Gateshead Council (Residents' Survey) 

This indicator is defined as the proportion of residents satisfied with their area as a place to live (by 
location, age, gender and ethnicity). The council’s target is for satisfaction to be at or above 2012 
levels throughout the plan period. 

Results from a 2015 residents’ survey indicated a significant decrease in the percentage of residents 
who are satisfied with their local area as a place to live from 73% in 2012 to 64.5% in 2015. From 
the comments made by respondents this may be linked to the continued changes and challenges 
associated with the delivery of environmental services like street cleaning and maintenance of parks 
and green spaces. Response rates to Gateshead’s 2015 residents’ survey mean that results cannot 
be disaggregated by location, age or ethnicity. 

Self and Custom housebuilding  

Source: Gateshead self and custom housebuilding register  

Definition: Number of individuals and groups registered on Gateshead’s self and custom 
housebuilding register March 2016  

Gateshead target: Target not applicable  

The Gateshead Self and Custom Build Register launched in April 2016, in accordance with the Self-
build and Custom Housebuilding Act 2015 and Right to Build measures. The register is open to 
British citizens over the age of 18 who are seeking a serviced plot to build a main residence. 
Applicants can be individuals or associations of individuals. On 6th October 2016 there were 28 
individual registrations and two associations of individuals on the Gateshead Self and Custom Build 
Register. In accordance with the Housing and Planning Act 2016 Part 1, Chapter 2, Gateshead 

2026-27 413 25 388 316  

2027-28 396 25 371 316  

2028-29 465 25 440 316  

2029-30 424 25 399 316  
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Council is seeking to meet the duty to grant planning permission in accordance with the provisions 
through a small sites delivery programme. 

Crime 

Source: JSNA 2014, Northumbria police safer communities survey results  

Definition: Fear of crime  

Gateshead target: Target not applicable  

97% of Gateshead residents feel very or fairly safe in their neighbourhood. 

C.5 Sustainable Quality Places 

C.5.13 Placemaking 

Quality of place, including public realm - Indicator 32 

Source: Gateshead Council  

This indicator is defined as any significant buildings and housing scheme audits carried out in 
Gateshead. The council’s target is to increase quality of completed developments, as measured 
through audit, throughout the plan period.  

Due to limited resources, the Council did not carry out any quality audits of residential developments 
in 2013/14, 2014/15, 2015/16. 

There was one residential scheme quality audit carried out in 2012/13, at Carlisle Street. Using the 
‘industry standard’ approach set out in Building for Life 12, the scheme scored 11 out of 12. 

In 2012 Design Council Cabe launched Building for Life (BfL) 12. This updated version of Building 
for Life uses 12 questions (condensed from 20 in the previous version), which reflect the vision that 
new housing developments should be attractive, functional and sustainable places.  

There were four audits carried out for residential schemes completed in 2011/12. These audits were 
completed under the previous BfL framework of 20 questions. Land North of Sunderland Road 
scored 12.5/20 (average); Northside, Birtley scored 13/20 (average); Ochre Yards scored 14/20 
(average); and Staiths, Dunston scored 16/20 (very good). 

Historic built environment - Indicator 33 

Source: Heritage at Risk Register (Historic England) 

This indicator is defined as the change in the extent and quality of the historic built environment in 
Gateshead. The Council’s target is to minimise the loss of, or damage to heritage assets, minimise 
additions to, and increase removals from the risk register throughout the plan period.  

There have been six additions to the number of listed buildings, all of which are grade II listed.  

The Heritage at Risk Register provides a monitoring forum for heritage assets. The 2016 register 
identifies two new sites as being at risk; these are Crawly Dam (SAM) and Old Hollinside (SAM). 
No heritage sites were removed from the Heritage at risk register during this monitoring period. 

Public art - Indicator 34 

Source: Gateshead Council  

This indicator is defined as planning approvals for schemes which include provision of public art, by 
location and type. The council’s target is to increase provision of public art throughout the plan 
period. 

A number of public art installations have been either directly delivered within new developments, or 
have been supported by contributions received from developments in Gateshead. New artwork 
installations since 2010 include those within the Riverside Park / sculpture trail, and artworks at the 
Keelman Homes / Gateshead Housing company development at Kibblesworth. Artworks were also 
provided at Gateshead Housing company schemes at High Lanes (Heworth), Felling, and Dunston. 
The redevelopment of Trinity Square at Gateshead town centre includes the ‘halo’ artwork. 

C.5.14 Climate Change 

CO2 emissions - Indicator 35 
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Source: Gateshead Council (March 2017) and DE-ERE-TM01 (July 2016) 

This is defined as per capita CO2 emissions, with a target of a 20% reduction in per capita CO2 
emissions by 2020. 

Year CO2/Capita 

2010 7.1 

2011 6.4 

2012 6.7 

2013 6.5 

2014 5.8 

2015 tbc 

 

Renewable energy - Indicator 36 

Source: Gateshead Council 

This indicator is defined as the installed capacity of renewable energy generating development, by 
type. Gateshead’s target is to increase provision of renewable energy generating development 
throughout plan period 

 2014/15 2015/16 

Number Estimated 
capacity 
(kW) 

Number Estimated 
capacity (kW) 

Domestic solar PV 1,394 4,617 1,641 5,421 

Non-domestic solar PV 54 639 104 2,122 

Domestic wind 1 10 1 10 

 

Gateshead produces ca. 2.1% of all energy consumed from renewable sources (8.3% of all 
electricity, but only 0.08% of heat). In 2014-15 it was reported that 1.6% of all energy consumed 
(5% of all electricity and 0.02% of heat). 

Information regarding small-scale renewable energy generating installations is available from 
registrations to the Government’s feed-in tariff scheme. Latest information on the number of solar 
PV installations in Gateshead indicates a significant increase in both the number and capacity of 
installations compared to data provided in Gateshead’s 2014/15 AMR.  

Implementation of heat networks - Indicator 38 

Source: Gateshead Council 

The indicator is defined as the capacity of decentralised energy networks, by installed capacity, and 
committed capacity. Gateshead’s target is to increase the provision of decentralised energy 
networks throughout plan period. 

The Gateshead District Energy Scheme is approaching completion. Operated by Gateshead Energy 
Company, a mixture of residential and commercial properties will be served with low carbon heat 
from the Energy Centre which is approaching completion on Quarryfield Road. In addition, 
commercial customers including Gateshead College, The Sage Gateshead and Baltic Centre for 
Contemporary Art will be served with power via a dedicated high voltage electricity network. 
Feasibility studies are underway to ascertain nearby heat and power loads that identify future 
connections to the scheme. 

C.5.15 Flood Risk and Water Management 

Flooding / water quality - Indicator 39 

Source: Environment Agency 
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This indicator relates to the number of planning permissions granted contrary to Environment 
Agency advice on grounds of flood risk or water quality. Newcastle City Council’s target is to 
minimise the number of planning permissions granted contrary to Environment Agency advice. 

In 2015/16 there was one objection from the Environment Agency to a planning application received 
by Gateshead Council. The application sought the change of use from storage and distribution to a 
MOT testing station at Longridge Road, Blaydon (application reference: DC/15/01205/COU). The 
Environment Agency originally objected on grounds of an unsatisfactory FRA/FCA being submitted. 
The objection was subsequently withdrawn subject to a planning condition which requires the 
applicant to submit a satisfactory flood evacuation plan, agreed with the Council. The application 
was approved in March 2016.  

Tidal Flood Risk 

Along the River Tyne flood risk affects: Derwenthaugh (including functional floodplain at the 
Hurrocks and West of Derwenthaugh Road), Swalwell, Dunston including Metrogreen and Teams 
and parts of the Gateshead Quays. 

Fluvial Flood Risk 

Along the River Team flood risk affects parts of Team Valley Trading Estate, Teams Lamesley 
(including functional floodplain) and a small part of Birtley. 

Along the River Derwent, parts of Blaydon, Swalwell, Derwenthaugh, Lintzford and Blackhall Mill 
are at risk. 

Functional floodplain occurs along the River Don at the edge of Follingsby Park. 

Critical Drainage Areas 

Blaydon West, Birtley, Derwenthaugh, Dunston Hill, Dunston & Lobley Hill, Team Valley, Felling, 
Leam Lane, Wardley & Bill Quay. 

Surface water hotspots include: Kibblesworth, Rowlands Gill, Leam Lane, Ryton, Blaydon, Derwent 
Haugh South of Lobley Hill, Dunston and Old Fold, Sunnyside and Clara Vale. 

The following data was taken from the Draft SFRA that is currently being produced. Any changes 
to the information following the completion of the SFRA will be updated where necessary.  

Potential Development Sites (Draft SFRA) 

in Flood Zone 1: 680 

in Flood Zone 2: 137 

in Flood Zone 3a: 104 

in Flood Zone 3b: 9 

Lakes and Ponds Sites with known flooding issues (Draft SFRA): 

Stargate Pond 

Woodside Lane 

Lakes and Ponds Sites with varying degrees of flooding potential (Draft SFRA): 

Acer Pond 

Axwell Park Lake 

Clockburn Lake 

Crawcrook Lake 

Oliver Henderson Park Lake 

Ryton Willows Ponds 

Saltwell Park Lake 

Shibdon Pond 

Historically Major Flooding Issues (Draft SFRA): 

River Team and 
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River Derwent (typically due to heavy rainfall) 

The main rivers River Tyne, River Team and River Derwent are the primary sources of flood risk in 
the area. There are several smaller tributaries which are also sources of flooding including the Black 
Burn, Lady Park Burn and Coltspool Burn. The Tyne estuary and the lower Derwent are influenced 
by a combination of tide and fluvial events, although the tidal influence is the predominant source. 
Surface water flood risk has been identified across the borough within a number of hotspots. It often 
occurs in hillier rural/urban fringe areas such as Kibblesworth, Rowlands Gill, Leam Lane, Sunniside 
and Clara Vale. Groundwater and sewer flooding tends to be localised.  

There have been four major recent flooding events in Gateshead: March 1979, November 2000, 
September 2009 and June 2012. These were from a variety of sources.  

Around 400 properties were flooded in June 2012. 

TVTE trading estate at high risk of fluvial and surface flooding based on the Team Valley Integrated 
Model. 

River Team catchment management required to manage flood risk. 

The River Don flows north between Springwell in Gateshead and Jarrow South Tyneside. A number 
of locations within the Don affected by flooding (surface, fluvial and sewer) across the catchment. 

 
Strategic Flood Risk Assessment - Indicator 40 

Source: Gateshead Council  

This is defined as the number and proportion of completed new developments which will be at risk 
from fluvial, tidal surface water and sewer flooding indicated by the SFRA. Gateshead Council’s 
target is to minimise new developments that are at risk from flooding indicated by the SFRA.  

It is not practical to assess the number or proportion of completed individual units (dwellings or 
commercial units) which will be at risk of flooding as indicated in the SFRA. Accordingly, information 
contributing to the monitoring of this indicator has considered sites, rather than individual units. 

No housing developments with units completed in 2015/16 will be at risk of flooding based upon the 
SFRA. Land raising was undertaken at the housing developments at Derwentwater Road and Stella 
to mitigate the tidal or fluvial flood risk. 

Surface water management - Indicator 41 

Source: Gateshead Council  

This indicator looks at completed new developments which: 

 incorporate SUDS discharge surface water to a water discourse  

 discharge surface water to sewers and combined sewers  

The target is to minimise and control surface water runoff according to hierarchy. 

No completed developments incorporated SuDS which discharge surface water to a watercourse. 
The majority of completed developments relied upon discharging surface water to the public 
sewerage network.  

C.5.16 Green Infrastructure and the Natural Environment 

C.5.17 Ecology - Indicator 42 

Source: Gateshead Council  

Gateshead target: Minimise adverse impacts on areas of ecological importance 

In 2015/16 no LWSs were de-designated and there was no direct loss of either SSSI or LWS area 
as a result of built development. 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)  

Gateshead has 8 Sites of Special Scientific Interest: 

 Shibdon Pond SSSI – Favourable 

 Ryton Willows SSSI– Unfavourable / Declining 

 Lower Derwent Meadows SSSI – Favourable 
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 Thornley Wood SSSI – Favourable 

 Strother Hills SSSI– Favourable 

 Gibside SSSI – Unfavourable / Recovering 

 Ridley Gill SSSI – Favourable 

 Pockerley Farm Pond – Unfavourable / Declining 

 

Local Wildlife Sites (LWS)  

In 2015/16 eight new Local Wildlife Sites with a combined area of c.115ha (284 acres) were 
designated by the Local Wildlife Sites Partnership in accordance with the DEFRA guidelines.  

Allotments - Indicator 43 

Source: Gateshead Council  

This indicator look at the number of allotment sites and plots in Gateshead, with a target to maintain 
or increase access to allotments. 

There are 118 allotment sites in Gateshead, 59 of which are owned by the Council. Within Council-
owned sites, there are around 1,300 plots. This number has not changed from the 2014/15 AMR. 

Water Quality - Indicator 44 

Source: Environment Agency  

This is defined as the% of river length assessed as fairly good or very good for chemical quality and 
biological quality, by river, with a target to maintain or improve water quality.  

  Water 
Framework 
Directive 
Status 2009 

Water 
Framework 
Directive 
Status 2015 

Hydro-
morphological 
Designation 

Blaydon Burn  Good  Moderate  Natural  
Stanley Burn  Moderate  Good  Natural  
River Derwent from 
Burnhope Burn to River Tyne  

Moderate  Moderate  Heavily 
Modified  

River Team from source to 
Tyne  

Moderate  Moderate  Heavily 
Modified  

Blaydon Burn  Good  Moderate  Natural  
 

It is not practical to report on the quality of rivers in Gateshead as a proportion of river length. 
However, the Northumbria River Basin Management Plan provides an assessment of river quality 
in terms of its Water Framework Directive Status. 

Open space quality - Indicator 45 

Source: Gateshead Council (residents’ surveys) and AMR 

This is defined as the proportion of residents satisfied with “Parks and green spaces”. Gateshead 
Council’s target is that satisfaction levels remain at or above the 2012 levels.  

Gateshead has 2263.60ha of open space. 

Gateshead’s 2012 residents’ survey indicated that around 38% of residents were satisfied (either 
“very satisfied” or “fairly satisfied”) with the upkeep of grass verges, flower beds, trees and shrubs 
in streets and public spaces, and 59% were satisfied with parks and green spaces. The 2012 
residents’ survey provides the most up to date and relevant information on Gateshead residents’ 
attitudes towards open space provision in the Borough. A new survey has been carried out in 2016, 
and the results will be reported in the 2016/17 AMR.   

C.5.18 Green Belt 

Green Belt - Indicator 46 

Source: Gateshead Council  

This indicator looks at additions and deletions to the Green Belt, Gateshead’s target is to minimise 
the amount of land which is deleted from the Green Belt.  
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There have been no additions or deletions to the Green Belt in Gateshead since the adoption of the 
CSCUP in March 2015. 

Planning applications in Green Belt - Indicator 47 

Source: Gateshead Council  

This indicator looks at planning applications and permissions which have been advertised as 
departures from Green Belt policies. Gateshead Council’s target is to minimise inappropriate 
development within the Green Belt. 

There were no applications received in 2015/16 which were advertised as a departure from Green 
Belt policies. 

Play Areas 

Source: Gateshead Council  

Although not specifically an indicator in the CSUCP monitoring framework, Gateshead have a target 
to maintain/improve the provision of children's play areas; and to meet the standard of 0.7 ha of 
children's play space per 1,000 residents. 

2015/16 records of open space provision in Gateshead identify around 10.5ha of children’s play 
space, across 133 sites. There was no increase from 2014/15. 

Accessible greenspace 

Source: Gateshead Council  

Accessible greenspace is defined as total area of accessible natural greenspace and proportion of 
dwellings that are located within 0.5km of a site. 

Although not specifically an indicator in the CSUCP monitoring framework, Gateshead have a target 
to maintain/improve the amount of accessible natural greenspace available to the population and 
as far as possible, provide sites of at least two hectares of accessible natural greenspace.  

Latest figures have identified 1,755ha of ANG in Gateshead. The quantity of ANG has not changed 
from the previous reporting year. Around 50% of dwellings in the Borough are located within 0.5km 
of an area of ANG. 

Groundwater 

Source: Environment Agency  

Groundwater data (Tyne Carboniferous Limestone and Coal Measures): 

Chemical 2009 - Poor 

Chemical 2015 - Poor 

Quantitative 2009 - Good 

Quantitative 2015 - Good 

There has been no improvement in groundwater chemical or quantitative status. 

Priority Species 

 Willow Tit (Poecile montanus subsp. kleinschimdti) 

 Curlew (Numemius arquata) 

 Grey Partridge (Perdix perdix) 

 Lapwing (Vanellus vanellus) 

 Tree Sparrow (Passer montanus) 

 Yellow Wagtail (Motacilla flava subsp. flavissima) 

 Herring Gull (Larus argentatus subsp. argenteus) 

 Red squirrel (Sciurus vulgaris) 

 Suprano Pipistrelle (Pispistrellus pygmaeus) 

 Brown Long-eared Bat (Plecotus auritus) 

 Great Crested Newt (Triturus cristatus)  
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D Appendix - Data Monitoring  
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

1 Population Demographic 
change 

Estimate of total 
population 

ONS mid-year 
population 
estimates 

Combined population of more than 
500,000 

By 2030: 
assess 
population 
growth trend 
annually 

CS10 CSUC 1, 6 
SA10, 11 

2 Population by broad age 
group (0-15, 16-64 and 65 
and over) in absolute 
terms, and as a proportion 
of the total 

ONS mid-year 
population 
estimates 

Maintain 
or increase 
number of 
residents aged 
16-64 

Maintain 
or increase 
number of 
residents aged 
16-64 

Throughout 
plan period 

 CSUC 1, 6, 
SA10,11 

3 Employment Economic 
activity 

Business survival rate 
(annual VAT registrations 
minus de-registrations / 
10,000 population) 

Nomis Improve business 
survival rate 

Improve business 
survival rate 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS5 CSUC 2, 3 
SA 6, 10, 
11 

4 Total number of jobs Nomis Increase number 
of jobs 

Increase number 
of jobs 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS5, 6 CSUC 2, 3 
SA 10, 11 

5 Proportion of working-age 
residents in employment 

Nomis Increase 
employment 

Increase 
employment 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS5, 6 CSUC 2, 3 
SA 1, 2, 11 

6 Training 
agreements 

Number of targeted 
recruitment and training 
agreements linked to 
development schemes, by 
type 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Increase number 
of targeted 
recruitment and 
training 
agreements 

Increase number 
of targeted 
recruitment and 
training 
agreements 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS5 CSUC 2, 3 
SA 1, 2, 3, 
6, 10, 11 

7 Education and 
skills 

Proportion of working age 
population qualified to at 
least NVQ level 3 
equivalent 

Nomis Increase skills Increase skills Throughout 
plan period 

CS5 CSUC 1 
SA 1, 2, 3, 
10, 11 
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

8 Employment 
land and 
premises 

Employment 
floorspace 

Amount of employment 
floorspace approved, 
completed and lost by size 
(m2), location (including 
allocated employment 
land / key employment 
area), type (use class) and 
greenfield / brownfield 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Identify and allocate 150 ha of 
employment floorspace 
 
Provide a minimum of 512,000m2 of 
office floorspace 

By 2030: 
implemented 
progressively 
throughout the 
plan period 

CS5, 6 
UC1 

CSUC 2, 3 
SA 6, 10, 
11 

9 Employment 
land supply 

Amount of employment 
land (ha) available by type 
and location 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Maintain an adequate employment 
and land portfolio to 2030 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS5, 6 
UC1 

CSUC 2 
SA 6, 10, 
11 

10 Retail Retail 
developments 

Approvals, completions 
and losses of retail 
developments, by location 
(in/edge/out-of-centre, and 
rural) and gross internal 
floorspace (m2) 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Focus retail 
development in 
centres, in 
keeping with 
retail hierarchy 

Focus retail 
development in 
centres, in 
keeping with retail 
hierarchy 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS7, UC2 CSUC 3, 4 
SA 1, 2, 6, 
10 

11 Performance of 
retail 

Vitality and viability health 
checks of centres, 
including: total units and 
total floorspace (m2), and 
% vacant units and % 
vacant floorspace 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Improve vitality 
and viability 

Improve vitality 
and viability 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS7, UC2 CSUC 3, 4 
SA1, 6, 10 

12   Loss of primary retail 
frontages in Urban Core 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Minimise loss 
of primary 
retail frontage 

Minimise loss 
of primary 
retail frontage 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS7, 
UC2, 
NC1, GC1 

CSUC 3, 4 
SA 6, 10 

13 Leisure, Culture 
and Tourism 

Community, 
leisure and 
tourism 
developments 

Approvals, completions 
and losses of community, 
major sport, leisure and 
tourism 
developments, by location 
(in/edge/out-of-centre, and 
rural), type and size. 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Improve 
provision of 
facilities 

Improve 
provision of 
facilities 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS8, 9, 
UC3 

CSUC 3, 5 
SA 4, 6, 10 
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

14 Tourist numbers Number of overnight 
visitors in 
NewcastleGateshead 

Newcastle 
Gateshead 
Initiative 

Increase 
number of 
visitors from 
2010 levels 

Increase 
number of 
visitors from 
2010 levels 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS8, UC3 CSUC 3, 5 
SA 10 

15 Number of visitors to 
major attractions 

Newcastle 
Gateshead 
Initiative 

Increase 
number of 
visitors from 
2010 levels 

Increase 
number of 
visitors from 
2010 levels 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS8, UC3 CSUC 3, 5 
SA 5, 10 

16 Existing 
Communities 

Empty homes Number of vacant 
dwellings, and as a 
proportion of total housing 
stock. By total 
vacant and vacant for 
more than six months. 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Reduction of 
total vacancy 
to 3% across 
the district 

Reduction of 
total vacancy 
to 3% across 
the district 

By 2020, and 
maintained up 
to 2030 

CS9  
 

CSUC 6, 9 
SA1,8 

17 Resident 
satisfaction with 
homes 

Resident 
satisfaction with 
homes 

Resident satisfaction with 
(by location): 
• Their home as a place to 
live 
• The choice of housing in 
their area 
• The quality of housing in 
their area 

Residents' 
surveys 

Satisfaction at or 
above 2012 
levels 

Satisfaction at or 
above 2012 levels 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS9, 10, 
11, UC4 

CSUC 6, 9, 
10, SA 1, 2 

18 Housing 
Delivery 

Housing 
developments 
(within 
trajectory) 

Housing approvals, 
completions and losses by 
location, type, affordable 
and greenfield / brownfield 
(within trajectory showing 
net additional dwellings 
per year from the start of 
the plan period) 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Rate of delivery 
as set out in 
policy CS12 

Rate of delivery 
as set out in policy 
CS12 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS9, 10, 
11 

CSUC 3, 6 
SA1,6,8 
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

19 Housing land 
supply (within 
trajectory) 

Housing land supply 
(within trajectory showing 
projected net additional 
dwellings to the end of the 
plan period) 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

A minimum of 
five years 
housing land 
supply 

A minimum of five 
years housing 
land supply 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS3, 4, 
10, 11 

CSUC 3, 6 

20 Gypsy and 
traveller 
accommodation 

Number of 
spaces provided 

Net additional pitches 
provided in the reporting 
year, and total provision 
as a % of the identified 
need. 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Provision to meet 
Identified need 

Provision to meet 
Identified need 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS12 CSUC 6, 
10 
SA 5 

21 Transport and 
Accessibility 

Accessibility of 
residential 
development 

Amount of new residential 
development within 10, 20 
and 30mins travel time by 
public transport to a GP, 
hospital, primary school, 
secondary school, large 
employer, food stores, 
major retail 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Optimise 
accessibility of 
new residential 
development 

Optimise 
accessibility of 
new residential 
development 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS5, 7, 9, 
13, 14, 
UC7 

CSUC 4, 6, 
7, 8, 9 
SA 1, 2, 6, 
7a, 8, 11 

22 Cycling trips Number of cycling trips, 
indexed to base year 

Local authority 
transport 
teams 

Increase number 
of cycling trips 

Increase number 
of cycling trips 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS13, 14 
UC6 

CSUC 7, 
8, 9 
SA 4, 7a 

23 Traffic flows Weekday traffic flows, 
river crossings and inner 
and outer Newcastle 
cordons 

Local authority 
transport 
teams 

Minimise traffic 
flows 

Minimise traffic 
flows 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS13 
UC9 

CSUC 7, 8 
SA 7a, 8 

24 Commitment 
from new 
development to 
modal shift 

Planning permissions 
granted with 
implementation of a travel 
plan as a condition of 
development, by location, 
type and size of 
development 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Increase number 
of travel plans 
associated with 
new 
developments 

Increase number 
of travel plans 
associated with 
new 
developments 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS13 CSUC 7, 8 
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

25 Freight Planning permissions 
granted within the Freight 
Management Area with 
implementation of a 
Delivery Service Plan 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Not applicable Minimise number 
of planning 
permissions for 
major 
development 
within the Freight 
Management Area 
that do not have a 
Delivery Service 
Plan 

Throughout 
plan period 

UC8 CSUC 7, 8 

26 Public Transport 
Patronage 

Number of passengers 
boarding and alighting the 
Metro and number of 
passengers boarding 
buses in the Urban Core 

Nexus Increase levels of 
public transport 
patronage 

Increase levels of 
public transport 
patronage 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS13, 
UC7 

CSUC 7, 
8, 9 
SA 7a, 8 

27 Car Parking Short and long stay car 
parking provision in 
existing centres 

Local authority 
transport 
teams 

Minimise 
longstay parking, 
maximise short-
stay 

Minimise longstay 
parking, maximise 
short-stay 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS13, 
UC10 

CSUC 7, 8 
SA 7a, 8 

28 Wellbeing and 
Health 

Health trend Rank of health deprivation 
and disability score, by 
local authority 

Indices of 
Deprivation 

Improve health 
ranking 

Improve health 
ranking 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS14 CSUC 9, 
10, SA 1, 4 

29 Healthy 
lifestyles 

Adult participation in sport 
(% of total population) 

Active People 
Survey (Sport 
England) 

Increase 
participation 

Increase 
participation 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS14 CSUC 12 
SA1, 2, 4 

30 Satisfaction with 
area 

Proportion satisfied with 
their area as a place to 
live, by location, age, 
gender and ethnicity 

Residents' 
surveys 

Satisfaction at or 
above 2012 
levels 

Satisfaction at or 
above 2012 levels 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS14 CSUC 10 
SA1, 2, 5 

31 Air quality Mean reading (24hr / 
annual average) for NO2 
within AQMAs 

Local authority 
environmental 
health teams 

Maintain or 
improve air 
quality 

Maintain or 
improve air quality 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS14 CSUC 9, 
11 
SA4, 8, 9 
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

32 Place-making Quality of place, 
including public 
realm 

Significant buildings and 
housing scheme audit 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Increase quality 
of completed 
developments, as 
measured 
throughout audit 

Increase quality of 
completed 
developments, as 
measured 
throughout audit 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS15 
UC12, 13, 
14, 16 

CSUC 9 
SA 1, 2, 5, 
7a, 7b 

33 Historic Built 
Environment 

Change in the extent and 
quality of the historic built 
environment: 
• Number of scheduled 
monuments, grade I, II*, II 
listed buildings, 
battlefields, historic parks 
and gardens, conservation 
areas and other heritage 
assets; 
• Loss of, or addition to 
heritage assets 
• Additions or removals 
from the risk register 
• Recorded damage to 
heritage assets 

Heritage at 
Risk Register 
(Historic 
England) 

Minimise loss of, 
or damage to 
heritage assets: 
Minimise 
additions to, and 
increase 
removals from 
the risk register 

Minimise loss of, 
or damage to 
heritage assets: 
Minimise additions 
to, and increase 
removals from the 
risk register 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS15 
UC12, 13, 
14, 16 

CSUC 9 
SA 5, 9 

34 Public art Planning approvals for 
schemes which include 
provision of public art, by 
location and type 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Increase 
provision of 
public art 

Increase provision 
of public art 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS15 
UC17 

CSUC 5, 
10, SA 2, 
5, 9 

35 Climate Change CO2 Emissions Per capita CO2 emissions Local authority 
environmental 
health teams 

20% CO2 
reduction 

20% CO2 
reduction 

By 2020 
(review target 
after 2020) 

CS16 CSUC 9, 
11, SA 7a, 
7b, 8, 9 
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

36 Renewable 
energy 

Installed capacity of 
renewable energy 
generating development 
by type 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Increase 
provision of 
renewable 
energy 
generating 
development 

Increase provision 
of renewable 
energy generating 
development 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS16 CSUC 11 
SA7a, 7b, 
8, 9 

37 Sustainability 
standards 

% of new developments 
above relevant 
government scheme for 
sustainable development 
standards 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

No target set No target set N/A CS16 CSUC 11 
SA 2, 7a, 
7b, 8, 9 

38 Implementation 
of heat 
networks 

Capacity of decentralised 
energy networks, by 
installed capacity, and 
committed capacity 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Increase 
provision of 
decentralised 
energy networks 

Increase provision 
of decentralised 
energy networks 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS16 CSUC 11 
SA7a, 7b, 
8, 9 

39 Flooding and 
Water 

Flooding / water 
quality 

Number of planning 
permissions granted 
contrary to Environment 
Agency advice on grounds 
of flood risk or water 
quality 

Environment 
Agency 

Minimise number 
of planning 
permissions 
granted contrary 
to Environment 
Agency advice 

Minimise number 
of planning 
permissions 
granted contrary 
to Environment 
Agency advice 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS17 CSUC 6, 9 
SA 7b, 8 

40 Number and proportion of 
completed new 
developments which will 
be at risk from fluvial, tidal 
surface water and sewer 
flooding indicated by the 
SFRA 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Minimise new 
development at 
risk from flooding 
indicated by the 
SFRA 

Minimise new 
development at 
risk from flooding 
indicated by the 
SFRA 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS17 CSUC 6, 9 
SA 7b, 8, 9 
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

41 Surface water 
management 

Completed new 
developments which: 
• incorporate SUDS 
discharge surface water to 
a watercourse 
• discharge surface water 
to sewers and combined 
sewers 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Minimise and 
control surface 
water runoff 
according to 
hierarchy 

Minimise and 
control surface 
water runoff 
according to 
hierarchy 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS17 CSUC 6, 9 
SA 7b, 8, 9 

42 Green 
Infrastructure 
and the Natural 
Environment 

Ecology Changes in areas of 
ecological importance, 
comprising areas 
designated for their 
intrinsic ecological value, 
including sites of national, 
regional or local 
significance. 

Local authority 
natural 
environment 
teams 

Minimising 
adverse impacts 
on areas of 
ecological 
importance 

Minimising 
adverse impacts 
on areas of 
ecological 
importance 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS18 CSUC 9 
SA 7b, 9 

43 Allotments Number of allotment sites 
and plots 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Maintain or 
increase access 

Maintain or 
increase access 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS14 CSUC 9 
SA 1, 4, 6, 
8, 9 

44 Water quality % of river length assessed 
as fairly good or very good 
for chemical quality and 
biological quality, by river. 

Environment 
Agency 

Maintain or 
improve water 
quality 

Maintain or 
improve water 
quality 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS17 CSUC 9 
SA 7b, 8, 9 

45 Open space 
quality 

Proportion of residents 
satisfied with “Parks and 
green spaces” 

Residents' 
surveys 

Satisfaction at or 
above 2012 
levels 

Satisfaction at or 
above 2012 levels 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS19 CSUC 9, 
12 
SA1, 4, 5, 
6, 9 

46 Protecting the 
Green Belt 

Green Belt Green Belt additions and 
deletions 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Minimise 
deletions from 
the Green Belt 

Minimise deletions 
from the Green 
Belt 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS19 CSUC 9 
SA1, 8, 9 
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Ref Topic Area To Monitor Monitoring Framework 
(data collection) 

Source Gateshead 
Target 

Newcastle Target Target Date Monitors 
(policies) 
Core 
Strategy 

Plan / SA 
Objectives 

47 Planning applications and 
permissions advertised as 
departures from Green 
Belt policies 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Minimise 
inappropriate 
development 
within the Green 
Belt 

Minimise 
inappropriate 
development 
within the Green 
Belt 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS19 CSUC 6, 9 
SA1, 8, 9 

48 Minerals and 
Waste 

Mineral 
extraction 

Planning applications and 
approvals for mineral 
extraction by type, 
projected quantity and 
location 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

3.1m tonnes sand and gravel, 3m 
tonnes crushed rock for Tyne and 
Wear 

Between 2005 
and 2020: 
target 
reviewed after 
2020 

CS20 SA 8 

49  Waste 
management 

Amount (tonnes) of 
municipal waste arising, 
by management type and 
percentage of municipal 
waste sent to landfill 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Minimise amount of waste sent to 
landfill; Monitor waste capacity to 2030 

Throughout 
plan period 

CS21 SA 7a, 8 

50   Licensed and projected 
capacity of waste 
management facilities 
(existing and approved), 
by type. 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

Monitor waste capacity to 2030 Throughout 
plan period 

CS21 SA 8 

51 Delivery Infrastructure 
Delivery 

Annual update of the 
Infrastructure Delivery 
Plan 

Local authority 
planning 
teams 

N/A N/A  DEL 1  

52  Viability • Median House price, by 
type 
• Assumed office rents 

 +/- 10% from Adoption date of the plan Throughout 
plan period 

DEL 1  
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E Appendix - Scoping Consultation Report Table 

E.1 Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report Consultation Responses 
The previous consultation on the Sustainability Appraisal Scoping report: Making Spaces for Green 
Places took place for 5 weeks starting 23rd September 2015 to 30th October 2015. The SA statutory 
consultees; Historic England, Natural England and the Environment Agency, were notified by email. 
Only Natural England responded to the consultation. Table D-1 below details their response. 

 Table D-1:   2015 Consultation responses 

Consultee  Comments  
Natural England  Natural England broadly welcomes the approach taken in the Gateshead 

Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Reports for Making Spaces for Growing 
Places Development Plan Document and Metrogreen Area Action Plan 
which we consider sets out a good framework for the assessment of these 
documents. 

Natural England  We welcome the inclusion of the objective to protect and enhance the 
biodiversity and geodiversity of Gateshead, which is in line with the 
Environment White Paper Natural Choices – making space for nature, the 
Biodiversity 2020 Strategy and the NPPF. 

Natural England  The sub-objective in Objective 7 should be expanded to ensure there that 
as well as protecting and enhancing wildlife networks there is no net loss 
in extent or connectivity. 

Natural England  The SA objectives should deliver the Government’s Biodiversity 2020 
strategy, which should be referenced as a reviewed document. This 
supports the Environment White Paper Natural Choices – making space 
for nature, which identifies protection and improvement of the natural 
environment as a core objective of the planning system, places a value on 
nature (through the ecosystem services that it provides) and seeks to 
conserve and enhance biodiversity on a landscape scale, rather than the 
protection of individual sites in isolation. 

Natural England  Gateshead Council should consider the content of the National Character 
Areas (NCAs) which have been produced by Natural England. These 
NCAs provide valuable baseline information on the ecosystem services 
and potential opportunities for environmental change at a landscape scale. 
These opportunities should be considered when determining the SA’s and 
AAP’s objectives. 

 

On 4th December 2015, Gateshead Council received a letter from Natural England confirming the 
view that because the whole Core Strategy has undergone a Habitats Regulations Assessment and 
not found to have a significant effect on European designated sites, this Area Action Plan document 
is not likely to have a significant effect. 

E.2 MGSP Scoping Report Consultation Responses 
The previous consultation on the Sustainability Appraisal Scoping report: Making Spaces for Green 
Places took place for 6 weeks starting 24th May to the 30th June 2017. The SA statutory consultees; 
Historic England, Natural England and the Environment Agency, were notified by email. Only 
Natural England and Historic England responded to the consultation. The table below details their 
response. 

Table D-2:   2017 Consultation responses 
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Consulted Date Response – Brief Details Actions 
Natural 
England 

28 
June 
2017 

Review of other relevant plans, 
programmes and policies 
Provided a brief list of plans to be 
considered where relevant. 

Review plans, policies 
and programmes to 
make sure the plans are 
considered in GCC SA. 

Baseline Information 
If the MSGP includes specific allocations, 
this may allow for an assessment of impacts 
on Priority Habitats and Protected and 
Priority Species (including Annex 1 birds 
and regularly occurring migratory birds). 

Review sources listed in 
ANNEX A of response. 

Key sustainability issues 
It is unclear whether the Gateshead area 
contains any Best and Most Versatile 
Agricultural Land (BMVAL), but the 
‘Likelihood of Best and Most Versatile Land’ 
tool suggests that there are areas with high 
likelihood. If there are areas with BMVAL, 
reference will need to be made to this.  

Review ANNEX A (under 
soils) 

Next steps in the Sustainability Appraisal 
process 
It is important that any monitoring indicators 
relate to the effects of the plan itself, not 
wider changes. Bespoke indicators should 
be chosen relating to the outcomes of 
development management decisions.  

Review indicators, 
including those 
suggested by Natural 
England and update 
where appropriate. 

Historic 
England 

30 
June 
2017 

Para 2.3.2: Reference is made to Table 2-3 
– which we assume is Appendix B? 

Clarify the reference in 
the report 

Para 5.1: The commend is made that 
‘additional indicators and sustainability 
issues have been identified’, but there is no 
reference to where these came from, or 
how they were identified? 

Clarify 

Table 5.1: The only sustainability issue 
relating to heritage is listed as heritage at 
risk, as taken from Historic England’s 
Heritage at Risk (HAR) register. As the only 
sustainability issue identified, it is very 
limited. Does not include Grade II listed 
buildings, and will not identify indirect 
threats, such as impacts on setting. There 
may also be opportunities for enhancement, 
such as delivering heritage-led regeneration 
or improving awareness. 

Improve indicators 

Table 6.2: The sustainability objective SA5 
would be improved by referring to the need 
to manage the historic environment, as well 
as protect and enhance. 

Improve objective SA5 
(refer to the Historic 
England Advice). 

Appendix A: There are a number of 
documents relating to the historic 
environment which should be included 
within the list of policies, plans or 
programmes. A number of examples are 
listed in the letter along with the Historic 
England advice. 
For information, the National Planning 
Policy Framework appears to have been 
listed three times within the appendix? 

Reviews Appendix A to 
ensure the relevant 
policies have been 
included. 
Double check the 
duplication of the 
National Planning Policy 
Framework in the list. 
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Appendix B: The baseline information listed 
for Culture and Heritage would benefit from 
referencing the year for the Heritage Assets 
at Risk (the register is updated annually). 
The register also identifies trends, which 
might be helpful to record. There is no 
mention of the total number of designated 
assets within the borough, or any reference 
to local heritage assets? 

Update baseline 
information per the 
recommendations. Refer 
to the Historic England 
advice. 

We would strongly recommend that the 
relevant conservation staff and 
archaeological advisers are closely involved 
throughout the preparation of the SA of the 
plan. 

Consult with relevant 
GCC staff. 
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F Appendix - Allocation Sites Appraisal Criteria 

  



SA objective ++ + / - -- ? 
1. Promote strong 
and inclusive 
communities: 
Housing and 
development 

The site has the potential 
to effectively deliver a 
broad range of decent, 
suitable, and affordable 
housing and effectively 
deliver community 
facilities, including local 
centres, schools, green 
infrastructure, and other 
public facilities and benefit 
communities with existing 
deficiencies. 

The site has the potential 
to deliver adequate 
community facilities. 

The scale/nature of the 
site does not place 
increased pressure on 
existing community 
facilities and adequate 
community facilities 
already exist. 

The site will place 
increased pressure on 
existing community facilities 
and is dependent on existing 
limited community facilities 
available in the surrounding 
area and too few additional 
facilities are likely to be 
delivered as part of 
development. 

The scale of the site will 
result in the loss of 
community facilities or place 
significant increased 
pressure on existing 
community facilities and is 
unlikely to be able to deliver 
new community facilities as 
part of development. 

Effect 
unknown 

2. Ensure that 
equality, diversity, 
and integration are 
embedded in all 
future 
development. 

The site has the potential 
to effectively deliver a 
broad range of community 
facilities. Ensures equal 
access to all, and will 
contribute towards 
wellbeing and happiness in 
small communities. 

The site has the potential 
to deliver adequate 
community services and 
facilities. 

The scale/nature of the 
site does not place 
increased pressure on 
existing community 
services and facilities and 
adequate community 
services and facilities 
already exist. 

The site will place increased 
pressure on existing 
community facilities and is 
dependent on existing limited 
community services and 
facilities available in the 
surrounding area and too few 
additional facilities are likely 
to be delivered as part of 
development. 

The scale of the site will 
result in the loss of 
community facilities or place 
significant increased 
pressure on existing 
community services and 
facilities and is unlikely to be 
able to deliver new 
community facilities as part 
of development. 

Effect 
unknown 

3. Improve 
educational 
achievement and 
skill levels across 
Gateshead 

Site has the potential to 
deliver the development of 
higher skill level 
employment and can 
demonstrate accessibility 
to the site via sustainable 
transport systems to 
reduce barriers that 
prevent people from 
getting to work.  
 
Potential to contribute to 
Section 106 for education* 

Site has some potential to 
deliver adequate 
development of higher skill 
level employment and can 
demonstrate some 
accessibility to the site via 
sustainable transport 
systems.  
 
Potential to contribute to 
Section 106 for education* 

Overall neutral impact on 
improving educational 
achievement and skills 
levels across Gateshead. 

The site may negatively affect 
educational achievement 
across Gateshead, and the 
development of higher skill 
level employment. 

The site will contribute to the 
loss of educational 
achievement across 
Gateshead, and the 
development of higher skill 
level employment. 

Effect 
unknown 

4. Improve health 
and well-being and 
reduce inequalities 
in health 

Site has the potential to 
deliver significant health 
and wellbeing benefits for 
existing as well as future 
residents, (e.g. significant 
improvements in health 

Site has the potential to 
deliver health and 
wellbeing benefits for 
existing as well as future 
residents (e.g. significant 
improvements in health 

Either no impact on health 
and wellbeing or where 
impacts can be 
demonstrably evidenced 
to fully mitigate harm and 
which are considered 

Overall negative impact on 
health and wellbeing (e.g. site 
occupies a portion of 
recreational open space, 
places significant negative 
pressure on an existing health 

Overall negative impact on 
health and wellbeing (e.g. 
site fully occupies 
recreational open space, 
removes existing health 
facilities), and where 

Effect 
unknown 



SA objective ++ + / - -- ? 
facilities or publicly 
accessible open space) 
beyond catering for the 
site's residents, and where 
these measures are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable, 
likely to deliver necessary 
improvements and/or raise 
no further inappropriate 
consequences. 

facilities, publicly 
accessible open space), 
and where these measures 
are considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable, 
likely to deliver necessary 
improvements and/or raise 
no further Inappropriate 
consequences. 

feasible, proportionately 
affordable, likely to deliver 
necessary improvements 
and/or raise no further 
inappropriate 
consequences. 

facility), and where potential 
mitigation solutions are 
considered either not 
feasible, disproportionately 
costly, not likely to deliver 
necessary improvements 
and/or raise further 
Inappropriate consequences. 

potential mitigation solutions 
are considered either not 
feasible, disproportionately 
costly, not likely to deliver 
necessary improvements 
and/or raise further 
inappropriate consequences. 

5. Promote, 
enhance, and 
respect our 
culture, heritage, 
and diversity 

No negative impact on 
historic, cultural, and built 
environment interests 
together with additional 
measures to enhance 
current historic/ cultural 
interests to deliver wider 
than local benefits. The 
enhancement measures 
would need to 
demonstrate that they are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable, 
likely to deliver necessary 
improvements and/or raise 
no further inappropriate 
consequences. ** 

No negative impact on 
historic, cultural and built 
environment interests 
together with additional 
measures to enhance 
current historic/cultural 
interests to deliver local 
benefits to the extent of 
delivering an enhanced 
local status of 
historic/cultural interests. 
The enhancement 
measures would need to 
demonstrate that they are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable, 
likely to deliver necessary 
improvements and/or raise 
no further inappropriate 
consequences. ** 

Either no impact on 
historic, cultural, and built 
environment interests or 
where impacts can be 
demonstrably evidenced 
to fully mitigate harm and 
which are considered 
feasible, proportionately 
affordable, likely to deliver 
necessary improvements 
and/or raise no further 
inappropriate 
consequences. 

Overall, negative impact on 
historic, cultural, and built 
environment interests of local 
importance (e.g. 
Conservation Area, Historic 
Parks and Gardens, 
Archaeologically Sensitive 
Areas, or Locally Listed 
Building). Potential mitigation 
solutions are considered 
feasible to reduce impact on 
local historic, cultural or built 
environment interests. Also 
includes proposals where 
impacts relate to features of 
more than local importance 
but where impacts can be 
effectively reduced. 

Overall, significant negative 
impact on historic, cultural 
and built environment 
interests of more than local 
importance (e.g. Scheduled 
Ancient Monument or 
Nationally Listed Building). 
Potential mitigation solutions 
are considered either not 
feasible, disproportionately 
costly, not likely to deliver 
necessary improvements 
and/or raise further 
inappropriate consequences. 

Effect 
unknown 

6. Ensure good 
accessibility to 
jobs, facilities, 
goods, and 
services 

The site is very well 
located in relation to 
existing sustainable 
transport infrastructure 
and relatively low car 
generation.   

The site is well located in 
relation to existing 
sustainable transport 
infrastructure but would 
generate some additional 
car trips to the site. 

Reasonably-well located in 
relation to existing 
sustainable transport 
infrastructure. Would have 
significant impacts in 
terms of traffic generation 
and congestion but 
impacts could be 
managed. 

Poorly located in relation to 
existing sustainable transport 
infrastructure. Without 
significant mitigation site 
would lead to increased 
congestion and negative 
impacts on the network. 

Very poorly located in 
relation to existing 
sustainable transport 
infrastructure. Significant car 
trip generation and/or 
represents a car-based site 
with very limited potential to 
deliver wider strategic 
transport benefits. Would 
significantly increase 

Effect 
unknown 



SA objective ++ + / - -- ? 
congestion. Mitigation not 
feasible. 

7a. Adapt to and 
mitigate against 
the impacts of 
climate change:  
Reduce our 
contributions to 
the causes of 
climate change – 
Renewable energy  

The scale of development, 
and/or the site’s physical 
attributes and/or other 
opportunities present 
significant potential for 
renewable energy 
solutions. Key strategic 
sites might offer the 
opportunity for exemplar 
solutions, above those 
standards set out in 
national guidance. Further 
detailed work at the 
master planning stage is 
needed to fully assess the 
potential and viability of 
any renewable energy 
schemes.  

The scale of development, 
and/or the site’s physical 
attributes and/or other 
opportunities offer 
moderate potential for 
renewable energy 
solutions. Further detailed 
work at the master 
planning stage is needed to 
fully assess the potential 
and viability of any 
renewable energy 
schemes. 

No technical, physical, or 
financial constraints which 
may limit the opportunity 
for or feasibility of 
renewable energy 
solutions have been 
identified at this stage. 
Further detailed work at 
the master planning stage 
is needed to fully assess 
renewable energy 
opportunities and 
feasibility. 

Limited. Technical, physical or 
financial constraints may limit 
the potential or feasibility of 
renewable energy solutions. 
Further detailed work at the 
master planning stage is 
needed to fully assess the 
potential and viability of any 
renewable energy schemes. 

Very limited. Significant 
technical, physical, or 
financial constraints limit the 
opportunities for, or 
feasibility of delivering 
renewable energy solutions. 
Further detailed work at the 
master planning stage is 
needed to fully assess the 
potential and viability of any 
renewable energy schemes. 

Effect 
unknown 

7a. Adapt to and 
mitigate against 
the impacts of 
climate change:  
Reduce our 
contributions to 
the causes of 
climate change – 
Sustainable 
transport and 
development 

The site is very well 
located in relation to 
existing sustainable 
transport infrastructure 
and relatively low car 
generation.  
 
 

The site is well located in 
relation to existing 
sustainable transport 
infrastructure but would 
generate some additional 
car trips to the site.  
. 

Reasonably-well located in 
relation to existing 
sustainable transport 
infrastructure. Would have 
significant impacts in 
terms of traffic generation 
and congestion but 
impacts could be 
managed. 
 

Poorly located in relation to 
existing sustainable transport 
infrastructure. Without 
significant mitigation site 
would lead to increased 
congestion and negative 
impacts on the network. 
 

Very limited. Significant 
technical, physical, or 
financial constraints limit the 
opportunities for, or 
feasibility of contributing to 
the sustainable transport 
infrastructure. 

Effect 
unknown 

7a. Adapt to and 
mitigate against 
the impacts of 
climate change:  
Reduce our 
contributions to 
the causes of 
climate change – 
Flood risk 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b or in 
a site identified in the SFRA 
as being at risk. 
Additionally, a site-specific 
risk assessment has been 
undertaken. The site 
presents significant 
potential for SuDs that can 
support surface water 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b or in 
a site identified in the SFRA 
as being at risk. The site 
presents significant 
potential for SuDs that can 
support surface water 
flows from the 
development and 
surrounding land. 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b. 
Where located in a site 
identified by the SFRA as 
being at risk, impacts can 
be demonstrably 
evidenced to fully mitigate 
harm and which are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable 

The site is not located within 
Flood Zone 3b. Where 
located in a site identified by 
the SFRA as being at risk, 
impacts can be demonstrably 
evidenced to fully mitigate 
harm and which are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable, 

The site is located within 
Flood Zone 3b or in a 
location identified by the 
SFRA as being at risk and 
mitigation is not feasible.  

Effect 
unknown 



SA objective ++ + / - -- ? 
flows from the 
development and 
surrounding land. 

and/or raise no further 
inappropriate 
consequences. 

although they are likely cost 
more than is proportionate. 

7b. Adapt to and 
mitigate against 
the impacts of 
climate change: 
Adapt to the 
effects of climate 
change and 
mitigate against its 
impacts in future 
development 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b or in 
a site identified in the SFRA 
as being at risk. 
Additionally, a site-specific 
risk assessment has been 
undertaken. The site 
presents significant 
potential for SuDS that can 
support surface water 
flows from the 
development and 
surrounding land. 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b or in 
a site identified in the SFRA 
as being at risk. The site 
presents potential for SuDs 
that can support surface 
water flows from the 
development and 
surrounding land. 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b. 
Where located in a site 
identified by the SFRA as 
being at risk, impacts can 
be demonstrably 
evidenced to fully mitigate 
harm and which are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable 
and/or raise no further 
inappropriate 
consequences. The site 
presents potential for SuDs 
that can support surface 
water flows from the 
development. 

The site is not located within 
Flood Zone 3b. Where 
located in a site identified by 
the SFRA as being at risk, 
impacts can be demonstrably 
evidenced to fully mitigate 
harm and which are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable, 
although they are likely cost 
more than is proportionate. 
 
The site presents minimal 
potential for SuDs. Where 
possible, the SuDs cannot 
support the needs of the site. 

The site is located within 
Flood Zone 3b or in a 
location identified by the 
SFRA as being at risk and 
mitigation is not feasible. 
 
There is no possibility of 
SuDs on the site. 

Effect 
unknown 

8a. Live within 
environmental 
limits, both locally 
and globally: 
Flooding 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b or in 
a site identified in the SFRA 
as being at risk. 
Additionally, a site-specific 
risk assessment has been 
undertaken. 
 
The site presents 
significant potential for 
SuDs that can support 
surface water flows from 
the development and 
surrounding land. 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b or in 
a site identified in the SFRA 
as being at risk. 
 
The site presents potential 
for SuDS that can support 
surface water flows from 
the development and 
surrounding land. 

The site is not located 
within Flood Zone 3b. 
Where located in a site 
identified by the SFRA as 
being at risk, impacts can 
be demonstrably 
evidenced to fully mitigate 
harm and which are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable 
and/or raise no further 
inappropriate 
consequences. 
 
The site presents potential 
for SuDS that can support 
surface water flows from 
the development. 

The site is not located within 
Flood Zone 3b. Where 
located in a site identified by 
the SFRA as being at risk, 
impacts can be demonstrably 
evidenced to fully mitigate 
harm and which are 
considered feasible, 
proportionately affordable, 
although they are likely cost 
more than is proportionate. 
 
There is limited potential for 
SuDs. Where possible, the 
SuDs cannot support the 
requirements of the site.  

The site is located within 
Flood Zone 3b or in a 
location identified by the 
SFRA as being at risk and 
mitigation is not feasible. 
 
There is no possibility of 
SuDs on the site. 

Effect 
unknown 

8b. Live within 
environmental 
limits, both locally 

The site is made up 
entirely of derelict / 
previously developed land.  

Derelict / previously 
developed land forms a 
component of the site. 

Derelict / previously 
developed land may form 
a small component of the 

The site is entirely a 
greenfield site. 
 

The land is a greenfield site 
and / or part of the green 
belt / protected habitat. 

Effect 
unknown 



SA objective ++ + / - -- ? 
and globally: 
Sustainable 
development 

 
The scale of development, 
and/or the site’s physical 
attributes and/or other 
opportunities present 
significant potential for 
renewable energy 
solutions. Key strategic 
sites might offer the 
opportunity for exemplar 
solutions, above those 
standards set out in 
national guidance. Further 
detailed work at the 
master planning stage is 
needed to fully assess the 
potential and viability of 
any renewable energy 
schemes. 

 
The scale of development, 
and/or the site’s physical 
attributes and/or other 
opportunities offer 
moderate potential for 
renewable energy 
solutions. Further detailed 
work at the master 
planning stage is needed to 
fully assess the potential 
and viability of any 
renewable energy 
schemes. 

site. Most of the site is 
greenfield. 
 
No technical, physical or 
financial constraints which 
may limit the opportunity 
for or feasibility of 
renewable energy 
solutions have been 
identified at this stage. 
Further detailed work at 
the master planning stage 
is needed to fully assess 
renewable energy 
opportunities and 
feasibility. 

Limited. Technical, physical or 
financial constraints may limit 
the potential or feasibility of 
renewable energy solutions. 
Further detailed work at the 
master planning stage is 
needed to fully assess the 
potential and viability of any 
renewable energy schemes. 

 
Very limited. Significant 
technical, physical, or 
financial constraints limit the 
opportunities for, or 
feasibility of delivering 
renewable energy solutions. 
Further detailed work at the 
master planning stage is 
needed to fully assess the 
potential and viability of any 
renewable energy schemes. 

9. Protect and 
enhance our 
environmental 
assets and 
infrastructure 

The site has massive 
opportunity to enhance 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure; through the 
development of green 
infrastructure and 
contribution to nationally 
important environmental 
designations. 

The site has marginal 
opportunity to enhance 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure; through the 
development of green 
infrastructure and some 
contribution to locally 
important environmental 
designations. 

The site does not either 
contribute or damage 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure. There are 
no negative consequences 
to the local environment 
due to the construction of 
the site. 

The site negatively affects 
local environmental 
designations and does not 
contribute anything to the 
environmental infrastructure. 

The site negatively affects 
nationally recognised 
environmental designations 
and damages the local 
environmental 
infrastructure. 

Effect 
unknown 

10a. Strengthening 
our economy: 
Accessibility and 
infrastructure 

The site is very well 
located in relation to 
existing sustainable 
transport infrastructure 
and relatively low car 
generation.   

The site is well located in 
relation to existing 
sustainable transport 
infrastructure but would 
generate some additional 
car trips to the site. 

Reasonably-well located in 
relation to existing 
sustainable transport 
infrastructure. Would have 
significant impacts in 
terms of traffic generation 
and congestion but 
impacts could be 
managed. 

Poorly located in relation to 
existing sustainable transport 
infrastructure. Without 
significant mitigation site 
would lead to increased 
congestion and negative 
impacts on the network. 

Very limited. Significant 
technical, physical, or 
financial constraints limit the 
opportunities for, or 
feasibility of delivering 

Effect 
unknown 

10b. Strengthening 
our economy: 
Mineral extraction 

The site strongly 
safeguards finite mineral 
resources, and makes 
provision for mineral 

The site moderately 
safeguards finite mineral 
resources, and makes 
some provision for mineral 

The site neither safeguards 
or damages finite mineral 
resources and does not 
make provision for mineral 

The site has detrimental 
effects to finite mineral 
resources and does not make 
provision for mineral 

The site has devastating 
effects to finite mineral 
resources and negatively 
affects the provision for 

Effect 
unknown 



SA objective ++ + / - -- ? 
extraction to support 
economic development. 

extraction to support 
economic development. 

extraction to support 
economic development. 

extraction to support 
economic development. 

mineral extraction to support 
economic development.  

11. Improve access 
to a stable and 
sustainable 
employment 
market 

The site develops lots of 
employment 
opportunities, strongly 
contributes to reducing 
unemployment and 
massively increases the 
workforce diversity. 

The site develops some 
employment opportunities, 
marginally contributes to 
reducing unemployment 
and increases the 
workforce diversity. 

There are no new 
employment 
opportunities. 
Unemployment levels and 
the employment diversity 
remains the same. 

The site contributes to 
unemployment and 
decreases the workforce 
diversity. 

The site strongly contributes 
to increasing unemployment 
levels and there is no 
workforce diversity. 

Effect 
unknown 

*Cannot assess educational achievement on a local level. 
** Greenfield and some brownfield sites will not achieve this rank without detailed development proposals. Some brownfield sites dependent upon their condition may achieve this rank. 
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The Vigo Adj Arndale Ho
Birtley Adult Training 

Centre Site
Ravensworth Tce School

Bedford Avenue 

Community Centre
The Drive, Birtley

Hall building and open 

space, Holyoake Gdns
Land at Poretobello

Dobbies's Garden 

World, Durham Road

Ravensworth Tce Sch 

playing field

Bling Bling site, Durham 

Road

Area (ha) 0.22 0.06 0.73 0.28 0.31 0.2 0.43 1.65 1.94 0.86 0.09

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR): HLA1 HLA2 HLA3 HLA4 HLA5 HLA6 HLA8 HLA9 HLA10 HLA11 HLA12

Site Type SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development
/ / / - - / / / + - /

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.
/ / / - - / / / + - /

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
/ / / - / / / / / / /

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
/ - - / / - - + / - /

5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
/ / / / / / / / / / /

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services
+ + + + + + + + + + +

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

- - + - - - - + + + -

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development

+ + + + + + + + + + +

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk

/ / + / / / / + + + /

7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development

/ / + / / / / + + + /

8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
/ / + / / / / + + + /

8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
+ -- + + / + - + + / +

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
/ / / / / / / / / / /

10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure
+ + + + + + + + + + +

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction / / / / / / / / / / /

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market
/ / / / / / / / / / /

Comments: The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. There are a 

number of well served bus 

stops within walking 

distance. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. There are a 

number of well served bus 

stops within walking 

distance. The site is 

currently amenity grassland 

with potential community 

value. The site is adjacent 

to a listed building. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

There are a number of well 

served bus stops within 

walking distance. The site is 

partly amenity grassland 

with potential community 

value. The site is currently 

occupied by a company 

providing community 

fitness and entertainment 

services. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. There are a 

number of  bus stops within 

walking distance. The 

current building on site is 

quite old and backs on to a 

wooded area with potential 

ecological value. The site is 

currently in use as a 

primary school. The site is 

adjacent to a listed 

building. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific SFR required.

The site is currently the 

Barley Mow Village Hall 

and car park. Demolition of 

the Hall may reduce access 

to community facilities. The 

south-east corner of the 

site is located within the 

Birtley (Bedford Avenue) 

Area of Special Character. 

The side is adjacent to 

sustainable transport links. 

The size of the site may 

restrict renewable energy 

and SuDS options. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific SFR required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. There are a 

number of  bus stops within 

walking distance. The site is 

currently used as a car park 

and field for an education 

centre. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is green field and 

used by Scouts. There are 3 

listed buildings within 50m 

of the site including a 

Grade II listed building 18m 

west. The site will not 

directly impact the listed 

buildings however, they 

may be indirectly impacted 

as a result of construction 

activities. The size of the 

site will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables.. The site is 

identified as having 

potential for habitat 

improvement (deciduous 

woodland).  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific SFR required.

The size of the site may 

restrict renewable energy 

and SuDS options. There 

are a number of  bus stops 

within walking distance. 

The site appears to be 

brownfield but likely has 

ecological value. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific SFR required.

Site is located near bus 

links. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site may 

restrict renewable energy 

and SuDS options. There 

are a number of  bus stops 

within walking distance. 

The site is currently in use 

as school playing fields. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. There are a 

number of  bus stops within 

walking distance. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

Sustainability Score 3 -1 7 0 0 2 0 9 10 4 3
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Vacant site, Durham 

Road, Barley Mow
Rear of Harras Bank

S of Harras Bank open 

space
Leuchars Court Kestrel Court SureStart BAE Systems Bleach Green

Blaydon Bank / 

Litchfield Lane

Ramsay Street, 

Winlanton
Park Gate Farm

3.91 0.28 1.97 0.19 0.52 0.66 11.31 4.97 0.11 0.1 0.33

HLA13 HLA14 HLA15 HLA16 HLA17 HLA18 HLA19 HLB1 HLB2 HLB3 HBL4

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / - / + / / /

/ / / / / - / + / / /

/ / / / / / + / / / /

/ / -- / / / + / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

++ + + + + + + + + + +

+ - + - + + ++ ++ - - -

+ + + + + + + + + + +

-- / + / + + ++ ++ / / /

-- / + / + + ++ ++ / / /

-- / + / + + ++ ++ / / /

/ -- -- + + + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++

/ / / / / / + / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / + / / / /

The site is located partly in 

flood zone 3 and almost 

entirely within flood zone 

2. The site is likely to have 

moderate ecological value 

as it is well vegetated and 

adjacent to a watercourse. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation A - 

consider withdrawal, 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

(Avoid FZ3A (23.51% within 

FZ3A)).

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. There are a 

number of  bus stops within 

walking distance. The site is 

currently wooded and likely 

has ecological value. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

There are a number of  bus 

stops within walking 

distance. The site is 

currently amenity grassland 

with pathways, trees and 

bushes, likely to have 

community value. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely significantly restrict 

opportunities for SuDs and 

renewable energy options. 

The site is currently 

brownfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is approx 55m 

from the Church of St John 

the Evangelist and approx 

60m from the School 

House. The site is currently 

occupied by housing. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is on top of Birtley 

Children's Centre. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The sites location within a 

primary employment area 

will likely restrict any 

development of community 

supporting facilities. The 

size of the site may provide 

significant opportunities for 

SuDs and renewable energy 

options. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. 

The site is currently 

brownfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currently brownfield. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

-1 0 3 3 8 6 17 15 4 4 4
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Metrogreen - Derwent 

West Bank. Site 

allocations will be 

determined based upon 

Fountain Lane / Cochran 

St
Shibdon House Salt store Garden St

Land E of Derwenthaugh 

Marina

East Quarry Allotments 

etc
Horse Crofts Hallgarth Rd Axwell Hall

Scout hut and attached 

land

8.64 0.05 0.03 0.32 0.67 0.66 4.6 0.24 0.41 0.63 0.3

HLB5 HLB6 HLB7 HLB8 HLB9 HLB10 HLB11 HLB12 HLB13 HLB14 HLB15

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

+ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

-- / / / - / -- / / / -

/ / / / / / / / / + /

+ + + + + + + ++ + - /

++ - - - + + ++ - - + -

+ + + + + + + ++ + - /

- / / - + -- ++ / / + /

- / / - + -- ++ / / + /

- / / - + -- ++ - / + /

- + ++ ++ - ++ -- + / + -

+ / / + / + / / / + -

+ + + + + + + ++ + - /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The size of the site may 

provide opportunities for 

SuDs and renewable energy 

options, however the site is 

located within Flood Zone 2 

which may negatively 

impact options. The site is 

currenty primarily 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space.  The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation TBC in 

Metrogree AAP evidence 

base. Site allocations will 

be determined based upon 

the Area Action Plan 

evidence base and AAP SA. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

approx 20m from the 

Church of St Joseph and 

Presbytery Adjoining and 

approx 40m from St 

Cuthbert's Church. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The site 

is located within the 

Blaydon Conservation Area.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. Additionally, 

the site is within floodzone 

2 which may have a further 

impact on SuDs options. 

The site is approx 30m 

from the Bridge Over River 

Derwent and approx 100m 

from the Old Bridge End 

Cottage. The site is currenty 

brownfield.  The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located within 

the Blaydon Conservation 

Area. The site is currenty 

partially greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is approx 

35m from Blaydon West 

Infant and Junior Schools, 

Walls, Piers and Railings of 

the schools, approx 55m 

from St Cuthbert's Church 

and approx 90m from the 

Church of St Joseph and 

Presbytery Adjoining. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

within floodzone 3. The site 

is currenty brownfield.  The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation A - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

(Avoid FZ3A (8.55% within 

FZ3A)).

The site is currenty partially 

greenfield, the rest being 

allotments and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. There are a 

number of  bus stops within 

walking distance, as well as 

Blaydon railway station. 

The site is within walking 

distance of Blaydon 

shopping centre 'The 

Precinct'. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. There are 

houses on the rest of the 

site. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely restrict opportunities 

for SuDs and renewable 

energy options. The site 

overlaps Axwell Park and 

Steps is located on site, and 

is approx 10m from the 

Retaining Wall, Balustrade, 

Piers and Steps, and approx 

100m from the Dovecot at 

Axwell Park House Farm. 

The site presents the 

opportunity to enhance and 

protect the listed building 

located on site. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.  The site is 

currenty part greenfield, 

part brownfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is adjacent 

to a Nature Reserve. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Shibdon Dene field Churchill's Adj Churchill's Boulevard SW
Hawks Rd - Gateshead 

Quays Key Site (part of)
Pipewellgate Hudson St car park Freight Depot Gateshead Green

Tennyson and Newbolt 

Towers
Baltic Business Quarter

1.31 3.24 0.65 1.21 3.78 0.56 0.34 8.49 1.15 0.37 4.33

HLB16 HLB17 HLB18 HLC1 HLC2 HLC3 HLC4 HLC5 HLC6 HLC7 HLC8

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / / + / / /

/ / / / / / / + / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

-- / / - / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + / + + + + ++ + + -

+ ++ + + ++ + / ++ + / ++

+ + / + + + + ++ + + -

+ ++ + + ++ -- / ++ + / ++

+ ++ + + ++ -- / ++ + / ++

+ ++ + + ++ -- / ++ + / ++

-- ++ -- - + + + + + + ++

/ -- -- / + + + / / / /

+ + / + + + + ++ + + -

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / +

The size of the site will 

likely restrict opportunities 

for SuDs and renewable 

energy options. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is close to a Nature 

Reserve and approx 275m 

from a SSSI. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The area is currently a 

privately owned greenfield. 

The site is adjacent to a 

Nature reserve and approx 

130m from a SSSI. The site 

is adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty partially 

brownfield and greenfield 

and is providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is a pprox 

60m from the Chapel of St 

Edmund and Trinity Centre. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific SFR required.

The site is approx 10m 

from the Coal Drops.  The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely restrict opportunities 

for SuDs and renewable 

energy options. The site is 

approx 10m from High 

Level bridge. The site is 

within floodzone 3. The site 

is adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

(Avoid FZ3A (1.61% within 

FZ3A).

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

approx 10m from 36 & 38 

Half Moon Lane, approx 

40m from Railway Bridge 

and approx 50m from The 

Central Public House. The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

Gateshead Stadium Metro 

Station is located south of 

the site.The site is poorly 

connected to the existing 

sustainable transport 

infrastructure. The site is 

brownfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty partially 

brownfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required. 

As the site is located within 

the East Gateshead Primary 

Employment Area, the site 

will unlikely be able to be 

developped for housing or 

community facilities. 

Gateshead Stadium metro 

station is located south of 

the site, however, it is not 

currently easily accessible.

3 11 -4 5 13 0 5 17 8 4 8
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

King James Hospital
Sunderland Road 

playground
Windmill Hills School Old Town Hall area High Street area (NW) Jackson Street New Chandless Heaton paper Co Go-Ahead depot Tynegate blocks Tynegate green

0.52 0.69 1.51 1.82 0.44 0.85 7.34 0.41 1.56 0.92 1.32

HLC9 HLC10 HLC11 HLC12 HLC13 HLC14 HLC15 HLC16 HLC17 HLC18 HLC19

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / + / / / /

/ / / / / / + / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

-- / -- / / -- - / / / --

/ / / + / / / / / / /

+ + + - + + ++ - + + +

+ + + + / + + / + + +

+ + + - + + / - + + +

+ + + + / + ++ / + + +

+ + + + / + ++ / + + +

+ + + + / + ++ / + + +

+ ++ - ++ ++ ++ / - + + --

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + - + + - - + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The site includes the 

Hospital of King James. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely restrict opportunities 

for SuDs and renewable 

energy options. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is approx 15m 

from The Crown Public 

House and 30m from 2-5 

Barrington place. The site is 

currenty primarily 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely restrict opportunities 

for SuDs and renewable 

energy options. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site overlaps 

Gateshead Old Town hall, 

the Clock Tower in the 

Forecourt, Borough 

Engineering Department (i, 

ii, iii) and Muncipal 

Buildings, and is adjacent to 

Borough Housing 

Department and as such 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance and protect the 

listed buildings. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

approx 25m from Chapel of 

St Edmund and Trinity 

Centre. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site includes Boots 

Pharmacy. The site is 

approx 15m from St 

Joseph's Church and 

Presbytery, Lmbton Lodge 

and 5-23 Regent Terrace. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

brownfield and greenfield 

and is providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is currently 

privately owned greenfield. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is currenty 

primarily brownfield and 

partially privately owned 

greenfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty partially 

privately owned greenfield. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

subject to surface water 

based FRA.

6 9 4 4 5 7 9 -4 8 8 3
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Askew Road (east)
Hillgate - Gatesheads 

Quays Key Site (part of)
The Point Site of Northwood ApH Ochre Yards 92 Coatsworth Rd

Shipcote Funiture, 282-

284 High St, Gateshead
Sanderson Villas Howe Street Swallow Hotel

Gateshead Quays Key 

Site (part of)

0.59 1.98 1.05 0.2 5.02 0.04 0.02 1.28 0.73 0.62 2.32

HLC20 HLC21 HLC22 HLC23 HLC24 HLC26 HLC27 HLC28 HLC30 HLC31 HLC32

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / + / / / / / /

/ / / / + / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / -- /

/ + / / + / / / / / +

- + + + / + + + + + +

+ + + - ++ - - + + + ++

- + + + / + + + + + +

+ -- + / ++ / / + + + ++

+ -- + / ++ / / + + + ++

+ -- + / ++ / / + + + ++

- ++ + -- ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++

/ + + / + / / / / / +

- + + + / + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / + / / / / / /

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is currently a mix 

of privately owned 

brownfield and greenfield. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is within floodzone 

3. The site is adjacent to 

the wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk site if 

passes Sequential Test; 

(Avoid FZ3A (1.61% within 

FZ3A)). The site presents 

the opportunity to protect 

and enhance the listed 

buildings located on site.

The site is currently 

brownfield. The site is 

approx 55m from the High 

Level Bridge and approx 

75m from 36 & 38 Half 

Moon Lane. The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

site is located within the 

Bridges Conservation Area.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site overlaps the 

Former Boiler Shop of 

Greensfield Railway and is 

adjacent to the King 

Endward railway Bridge 

and High Level Bridge. The 

site presents the 

opportunity to protect and 

enhance the listed building 

on site. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is currently 

comprised of housing. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currently 

comprised of housing. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

(Avoid FZ3A (12.52% within 

FZ3A)).

The site overlaps a 

Pharmacy. The size of the 

site will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. The site it 

approx 15m from Durham 

Road Baptist Church and 

approx 100m from the 

Catholic Church of the Holy 

Name of Jesus. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site overlaps the Coal 

Drop and is adjacent to the 

Tyne Bridge, St Mary's 

Heritage Centre and Public 

Convenience at South End. 

The site presents the 

opportunity to protect and 

enhance the listed building 

on site. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

0 2 9 0 15 4 4 9 9 7 15
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Former Windmill Hills 

Nursing Home
"Hawks Mill" Hopper St Highfield Primary School

Rowlands Gill Infants' 

School

Former Victoria 

Institute
Middle Chopwell South Chopwell Highfield

Windsor Court, 

Rowlands Gill
Whinefield Ind Est W

0.29 0.2 0.05 1.1 0.69 0.19 3.79 7.74 3.19 0.31 1.36

HLC33 HLC34 HLC35 HLD1 HLD2 HLD3 HLD4 HLD5 HLD6 HLD7 HLD8

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / + + / / /

/ / / / / / + + / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / -- / / -- /

+ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + ++ + + + + + + + +

/ - - + + - ++ ++ ++ / +

+ + ++ + + + + + + + +

/ / / + + / ++ ++ ++ - +

/ / / + + / ++ ++ ++ - +

/ / / + + / ++ ++ ++ - +

++ + + -- / ++ -- -- -- -- +

/ + / / / / / + / + --

+ + ++ + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / + / / / + + / / /

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site 

overlaps Council Houses - 

The Department of 

Architectual Serv*, and is 

approx 20m of the George 

Hawks monument and 

approx 40m from Number 

72 with Forecourt Wall.  

The site presents the 

opportunity to protect and 

enhance the listed building 

located on site. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

located within the wildlife 

corridor and therefore 

presents the opportunities 

to include green 

infrastructure to support 

wildlife movement. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The area is partially 

brownfield, partially 

greenfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is currenty 

primarily greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

privately owned greenfield. 

The site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

privately owned greenfield. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.   The site is 

within floodzone 3. The site 

is currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation B/C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Squential Test; 

(Avoid FZ3A (0.74% within 

FZ3A)).

The site is adjacent to a 

Nature reserve and approx 

90m from a SSSI. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

6 4 7 5 7 4 10 13 9 -3 6
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

William Morris Ave 

garages
Barkwood Rd garages

Tay Street garages, 

Chopwell
West Thornley Farm Chopwell Heartlands Treetops

Former garage sites, 

South Rd

Allotments S of Forth 

Street

Site of Children's Home, 

Harlow Green

Former Harlow Green 

Infants' School

Petro filling station, 

Durham Rd

0.3 0.29 0.53 0.63 10.67 0.26 0.13 1.84 0.49 0.84 0.26

HLD9 HLD10 HLD11 HLD13 HLD14 HLD15 HLD16 HLD17 HLE1 HLE3 HLE4

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / ++ / / / / + /

/ / / / ++ / / / / + /

/ / / / / / / / / + /

/ - -- - -- - -- -- -- / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / + + + - + + + / +

/ / + + ++ / - + + + /

+ / + + + - + + + + +

/ / + + ++ / / + / + /

/ / + + ++ / / + / + /

/ / + + ++ / / + / + /

+ - -- - -- / -- -- - + +

/ / / + / / / / / / /

+ / + + + - + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / + / / / / / / / /

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty primarily 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation A - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation A - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water.

The site is currenty partially 

greenfield. The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space, 

composed of allotments. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site contains a house 

and surrounding 

greenfield/garden.  DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space.DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space, 

composed of allotments. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

primarily greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

Site is located near bus 

links. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site-specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

4 -2 4 6 11 -4 -2 3 1 10 4
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Former Three Feathers 

Pub
Rear Barford Court Clinic, Beacon Lough Rd Millbeck Gnds Garages Former Co-op Clara Vale

Garden House park 

depot
Crawcrook N Crawcrook S Charlie Street Sealburns Farm E of Broadway Centre

0.08 0.13 0.51 0.09 0.04 0.21 7.16 8.01 0.13 0.46 1.53

HLE5 HLE6 HLE7 HLE8 HLF1 HLF2 HLF3 HLF4 HLF5 HLF6 HLG1

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / -- / + / + + / / /

/ / -- / + / + + / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / -- -- / -- - - / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

- - + - - - ++ ++ - / +

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / + / / / ++ ++ / / +

/ / + / / / ++ ++ / / +

/ / + / / / ++ ++ / / +

+ + + -- + -- -- -- + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site contains Low Fell 

Clinic. Should the clinic be 

kept in place, the negative 

impact will not be as 

significant. The site is 

approx 40m from Knox's 

Buildings The Victoria 

Public House. The site 

contains publically 

accessible greenspace. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is located near a 

bus link, however the 

remote nature of the site 

may generate traffic, but 

the traffic will likely be 

minimal given the small size 

of the site. The size of the 

site will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water.

The site is currenty 

privately owned farmland. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

privately owned farmland. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty partially privately 

owned greenfield. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty brownfield. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

primarily brownfield with 

some greenfield. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

3 3 2 -2 5 -2 10 10 3 4 8
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

33-37 Deckham Tce High Fell WMC Swanway Chandos St Carr Hill Reservoir NE of Elgin Centre Medway Crescent Site of Deckham Hotel
Bayswater Rd W side, 

Deckham
Chelsea Gdns W end Kingston Rd N side

0.02 0.17 0.21 0.36 0.43 0.8 0.42 0.19 0.16 0.14 0.13

HLG3 HLG4 HLG5 HLG6 HLG7 HLG8 HLG10 HLG11 HLG12 HLG13 HLG14

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / -- / - / - - -- -- /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

- - - / / - / - - - -

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ ++ -- + -- + -- - -- -- /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The site 

is brownfield.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific SFRA required.

The site is already housing. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty privately owned 

greenfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty privately owned 

greenfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty privately owned 

greenfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty a mix of greenfield 

and brownfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

3 4 -2 4 0 3 0 0 -2 -2 2
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

SE of Deckham 

Community Centre
Humber Gdns Chiswick Gdns Dixon Street Clasper Village Foresters Arms West park ApU Jennings Ford Bridon site Derwentwater Road Meadow Lane, Dunston

1.28 0.25 0.15 2.87 6.8 0.11 0.21 2.42 2.45 1.09 0.1

HLG15 HLG16 HLG17 HLH1 HLH2 HLH3 HLH4 HLH5 HLH7 HLH8 HLH9

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / - / / / / /

/ / / / / - / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

-- -- -- / / - / / / -- --

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / + + + + + ++ ++ + /

+ + - ++ ++ - - + + + -

+ / + + + + + ++ ++ + /

+ + / ++ ++ / / -- - + /

+ + / ++ ++ / / -- - + /

+ + / ++ ++ / / -- - + /

-- -- -- - + + + ++ ++ -- --

/ / / / + / / + / / /

+ / + + + + + ++ ++ + /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The site is currenty partially 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

 The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently a car 

park for a medical practice. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is within floodzone 

3. The site is near a train 

station, allowing good 

transport connections. The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation A - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

(Avoid FZ3A (2.15 within 

FZ3A)).

The site is withing 

floodzone 2 which may 

impact SuDs options. The 

site is near a train station, 

allowing good transport 

connections. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test and 

Subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.  The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test and 

Subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA.

3 0 -2 10 13 0 3 4 6 3 -5
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Meadow Lane garages Railway St, Dunston Seymour Street
Play areas, Wolseley 

Close

Ravensworth Rd, 

Dunston
Staiths South Bank

Metrogreen - Riverside 

West

Metrogreen - Dunston 

W

Metrogreen - Dunston 

SW
Metrogreen - South

Metrogreen - Riverside 

West Central

0.09 0.2 0.12 0.9 2.67 15.15 11 19.8 10.75 19.18 13.9

HLH10 HLH11 HLH12 HLH13 HLH14 HLH15 HLH16 HLH17 HLH18 HLH19 HLH20

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / ++ / ++ ++ ++ ++

/ / / / / ++ / ++ ++ ++ ++

/ / / / / / + / / / /

/ - -- -- / + / + / + /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + ++ + / ++ ++ ++ ++

- - - + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++

+ + + + ++ + / ++ ++ ++ ++

/ -- / + ++ / - - - -- -

/ -- / + ++ / - - - -- -

/ -- / + ++ / - - - -- -

+ - -- -- / ++ + ++ ++ ++ ++

/ / / / / + + + + + +

+ + + + ++ + / ++ ++ ++ ++

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / + + + +

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

within floodzones 2 and 3. 

The site is currenty partially 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation A - 

Consider removal (52.78% 

within FZ3A), high risk of 

surface water flooding.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.  The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

Can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is near a train 

station, allowing good 

transport connections. The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

Part of the site is within 

floodzones 2 and 3 which 

may impact SuDs options. 

The site is adjacent to the 

River Tyne Dunston Coal 

Straithes. The site is close 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation A - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

(Avoid FZ3A (3.07% within 

FZ3A)).

Part of the site is located 

within Flood Zone 2 and 3 

which may impact SuDs 

options. The site is 

currently fully developped 

for employment and 

therefore could not offer 

futher employment. The 

site is supported by bus 

links, however the size of 

the site likely generates 

traffic. The site is located 

within the wildlife corridor 

and has the potential to 

include green infrastructure 

to support wildlife 

movement. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk 

Exception Test reuired; 

(Avoid FZ3A (1.76% within 

FZ3A)).

The site is within 

floodzones 2 and 3 which 

may impact SuDs options. 

The site covers the Former 

Parish School and is approx 

20m from White Gate. The 

site is near a train station, 

allowing good transport 

connections. The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation TBC in 

Metrogreen AAP evidence 

base. Site allocations will 

be determined based upon 

the Area Action Plan 

evidence base and AAP SA. 

The site is within floodzone 

2 which may impact SuDs 

options. The site is near a 

train station, allowing good 

transport connections. The 

site is close to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation TBC in 

Metrogreen AAP evidence 

base. Site allocations will 

be determined based upon 

the Area Action Plan 

evidence base and AAP SA. 

The site is within floodzone 

3. The site is near a train 

station, allowing good 

transport connections. The 

site is close to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation TBC in 

Metrogreen AAP evidence 

base.Site allocations will be 

determined based upon the 

Area Action Plan evidence 

base and AAP SA. 

The size of the site may 

provide significant 

opportunities for SuDs and 

renewable energy options. 

Part of the site is within 

floodzones 2 and 3 which 

may impact SuDs options. 

The site is near a train 

station, allowing good 

transport connections. The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation TBC in 

Metrogreen AAP evidence 

base. Site allocations will 

be determined based upon 

the Area Action Plan 

evidence base and AAP SA. 
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Metrogreen - Riverside 

East Central
Metrogreen - East

Metrogreen - Riverside 

South West

Tyne View School 

Playing Field

Karting North East 

Indoor Ltd
40 Johnson St Dun Cow, Dunston Waterside Central Nursery Dunston Hill School Chase park depot

2.94 5.63 5.03 1.47 1.1 0.04 0.06 0.84 7.81 0.73 0.39

HLH21 HLH22 HLH23 HLH24 HLH25 HLH26 HLH27 HLH28 HLI1 HLI2 HLI3

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ + / / / / + / ++ / /

/ + / / / / + / ++ / /

/ / + / / / / / / / /

/ -- / / / -- + / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / - /

++ ++ ++ + / + ++ - + + +

++ ++ ++ + + - - + ++ + +

+ ++ ++ + + / + - + + +

-- -- ++ + + / / - ++ + +

-- -- ++ + + / / - ++ + +

-- -- ++ + + / / - ++ + +

++ -- ++ -- ++ -- -- + / ++ ++

+ + + / + / / - + / /

+ ++ ++ + / + ++ - + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + / / / + / / / /

The site is within floodzone 

3. The site is near a train 

station, allowing good 

transport connections. The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation TBC in 

Metrogreen AAP evidence 

base. Site allocations will 

be determined based upon 

the Area Action Plan 

evidence base and AAP SA. 

The site is within floodzone 

3. The site is near a train 

station, allowing good 

transport connections. The 

site is currenty greenfield 

and is providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation TBC in 

Metrogreen AAP evidence 

base. Site allocations will 

be determined based upon 

the Area Action Plan 

evidence base and AAP SA. 

The site is located within 

the Dunston Primary 

Employment Area which 

will likely restrict the 

development of adequate 

facilities. The site is near a 

train station, allowing good 

transport connections. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation 

TBC in Metrogreen AAP 

evidence base. Site 

allocations will be 

determined based upon the 

Area Action Plan evidence 

base and AAP SA. 

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.  The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is  

green field and has the 

potential to offer a small 

area of open space such as 

a small park/outdoor 

eating space for local 

residents and employees to 

enjoy. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D.

Although there are 

sustainable transport links 

within a 10 minute walk of 

the site, they are not 

conveniently located and 

therefore, the site will likely 

generate additional traffic. 

The site is located in Flood 

Zone 2 which may impact 

SuDs options. The site is 

adjacent to a pond that 

may currently act as SuDs. 

The southern part of the 

site is located on the 

Dunston Pond LNR. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C.

The site is partially 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. The 

site is close to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site includes locally 

listed Dunston Hill School.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The school has been closed 

for a few years and should 

not impact local facilities.

The site is currently 

brownfield. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Dunston Hill parsimmon Washingwell Cottage
The Hall, Church Chare, 

Whickham

Part of Dunston Hill 

Hosp

LG Coffee Bar, The 

Gallery, Chuch Chare, 

Whickham

Brandling Village Rear of Pensher St East Acacia Rd 16 Crowhall Lane
Former Salvation Army 

premises
Croudace Row

14.71 0.44 0.06 1.39 0.06 8.71 0.84 1.71 0.04 0.12 0.3

HLI4 HLI5 HLI6 HLI7 HLI8 HLJ1 HLJ2 HLJ3 HLJ5 HLJ6 HLJ7

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

++ / -- / / -- / / / / +

++ / -- / / -- / / / / +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

-- / - / / / / / / / /

/ / / / + / / / / / +

+ + + + + + + + + - ++

++ + - + - ++ / + - - /

+ + + + + + + + + - ++

++ / / + / ++ / + / / /

++ / / + / ++ / + / / /

++ / / + / ++ / + / / /

-- / ++ ++ + -- + - + + +

+ + / + / / / / / + /

+ + + + + + + + + - ++

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / / / / / / / / / +

The site is primarily 

farmland. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. 

The site currently has a 

house built on it. The size of 

the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

close to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site 

includes St Mary's Centre 

and a house, and 

development of the site 

may result in the loss of 

publically accessibly 

facilities. The site is approx 

10m from 3 listed sites and 

approx 40m from St Mary's 

Church. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site includes a hospital, 

however the buildings are 

surplus to requirements. 

The site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. The 

sight is approx 35m from 

Dunston Hill Stables. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site contains a Grade II 

listed building (Restaurant 

and House opposite 

number 11) which presents 

the opportunity to protect 

and enhance the listed 

building. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site includes a 

community centre and 

development of the site 

may result in the loss of 

publically accessible 

facilities. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space, however the 

proposed development 

intends to re-provide 

openspace within the site. 

The site is approx 10m 

from Christ Church Felling. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currently brownfield. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currently 

greenfield and privately 

owned. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

approx 95m from the New 

Imperial Bingo Club. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

Can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is in part located 

within the Felling Town 

Centre Area of Special 

Character and provides the 

opportunty to maintain or 

enhance the area. The site 

is located within walking 

distance of Felling and 

Heworth Metro Stations. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Kwik Save Felling High 

Street
Coldwell Lane car park Felling park Depot

Land at Brewery Lane, 

Felling

Rear of Ridley Tce, 

Heworth

Oban Tce, Sunderland 

Rd
E of Coldwell Lane The Hall, Sunderland Rd Whitley Court Beacon Lough East

Ravensworth care home 

site

1.21 0.06 0.23 4.69 0.42 0.16 0.56 0.1 1.17 4.23 0.4

HLJ8 HLJ9 HLJ10 HLJ11 HLJ12 HLJ13 HLJ14 HLJ15 HLK1 HLK2 HLK3

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

+ / / / + / + / / / /

+ / / / + / + / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / -- / -- / - - -

+ / / / / / / + / / /

++ ++ + + ++ + ++ ++ + / +

+ - - ++ / - + - + ++ /

++ ++ + + ++ + ++ ++ + / +

+ / / ++ / / + / + ++ /

+ / / ++ / / + / + ++ /

+ / / ++ / / + / + ++ /

+ + - / - -- -- + + + --

/ / / / - / / / + + /

++ ++ + + ++ + ++ ++ + / +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + / / + / + + / / /

The site is in part located 

within the Felling Town 

Centre Area of Special 

Character and provides the 

opportunty to maintain or 

enhance the area. The site 

is located within walking 

distance of Felling and 

Heworth Metro Stations. 

There are listed buildings 

adjacent to the site that will 

require mitigation 

measures to protect the 

buildings should there be 

construction on site.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is located within 

walking distance of Felling 

and Heworth Metro 

Stations. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

approx 5m from the 

Gateshead District Housing 

Offices and approx 40m 

from St Patrick's Catholic 

Church. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is partially on a 

private greenfield site. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currently green 

space that is publically 

accessible. The site is 

adjacent to Heworth Metro 

Station and is also 

supported by bus links. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

located within the wildlife 

corridor and as it is 

currently entirely green 

field, development on the 

site may negatively impact 

the wildlife corridor.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space, however there are 

also areas of better quality 

greenspace within the 

surrounding area. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently 

publically accessible green 

space. The site is walking 

distance to Felling and 

Heworth Metro Stations. 

The size of the site may 

offer limited opportunties 

for SuDs and renewable 

energy option (outside of 

solar panels).  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is a Grade II listed 

building and reuse of the 

building may offer 

additional protection to 

avoid any future 

degredation. The site is 

within walking distance of 

Felling Metro Station and is 

also supported by bus links. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D.

The site is currenty 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

aprox 25m from St John's 

Church. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Lyndhurst Centre
Wrekenton Multi-

purpose Centre

Aycliffe Avenue shops 

etc

Former pavilion and 

Youth Club, Whitehouse

St Edmund Campion 

school site

cnr Sheriff's Highway / 

Church Rd
Elisabethville 4-10 Springwell Ave BAE Systems Kibblesworth East Farm Seaham Gdns

1.27 0.33 0.15 0.29 3.98 0.18 2.89 0.12 11.31 0.64 0.15

HLK4 HLK5 HLK6 HLK7 HLK8 HLK9 HLL1 HLL2 HLL3 HLL4 HLL5

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / / / ++ / /

/ / / / / / / / ++ / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ - - / - - - / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + - + + + + + +

+ / - / ++ - ++ - ++ + -

+ + + + - + + + + + +

+ / / / ++ / ++ / ++ + /

+ / / / ++ / ++ / ++ + /

+ / / / ++ / ++ / ++ + /

+ - -- + -- -- + + ++ + ++

/ + / + + / / / / + +

+ + + + - + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The site includes redudant 

school buildings. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty partially greenfield 

and is providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

currenty greenfield and is 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. The 

site is poorly connected to 

the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

aprox 100m from St John's 

Church. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is currenty 

providing an area of 

pubically accessible green 

space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site may 

provide significant 

opportunities for SuDs and 

renewable energy options. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to East 

farmhouse and 

Kibblesworth Lodge 

Specialist Care Centre.  The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

8 2 -1 5 3 -4 11 3 17 9 5
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Kibblesworth NW Kibblesworth SW High Eighton Farm
Rockwood pigmets / 

Albion Chemicals

Northside (part of) - Cell 

C

Northside (part of) - 

phase II Birtley JV

Northside (part of) - N 

end of site

Site NW of former 

Elementis pigments
Hambleton Green Hedley Hall Cotts

Rear of Walmer Tce, Eighton 

Banks

9.55 3.69 0.36 17.64 5.31 7.52 5.11 3.49 0.39 0.13 0.11

HLL6 HLL7 HLL9 HLL10 HLL11 HLL12 HLL13 HLL14 HLL15 HLL16 HLL17

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

+ / / / + + + / / / /

+ / / / + + + / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / + -- - / / -- / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ - + + + + / - + - +

++ ++ + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ / - -

+ - + + + + / - + - +

++ ++ / ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ / / /

++ ++ / ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ / / /

++ ++ / ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ / / /

/ -- + ++ -- + / ++ + + /

+ / + + / / / + + / /

+ - + ++ + + / - + - +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / + / / / / / / /

The site is close to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is in agricultural 

use. The site is poorly 

connected to the existing 

sustainable transport 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The sites location within a 

primary employment area 

will likely restrict any 

development of community 

supporting facilities. The 

site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site partially currently 

provides publically 

accessible green space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

This site appears to have 

recently undergone housing 

development already. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation A - 

Subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water. 

The site currently provides 

publically accessible green 

space. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is greater than a 20 

minute walk to the nearest 

bus link and therefore 

would likely be reliant on 

the private car. However, 

the small size of the site 

will not generate signficant 

traffic. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D -subject 

to surface water drainage 

based FRA.

The northern half or the site is 

publically accessible open space, 

however it is currently overgrown 

and used by residents to park their 

vehicles and is therefore not 

currently in a condition to be easily 

utilised by the public. The site is 

supported by bus links. The size of 

the site will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro renewables. 

The site is located in the wildlife 

corridor; development of the 

overgrown part of the site may 

negatively impact wildlife 

movement. However, the impact is 

likely to be limited due to the 

surrounding area being forested 

and agricultural land. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to LPA/LLFA 

approval.

14 3 6 17 9 13 10 8 3 -3 2
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Liddle Tce Askew Road (West)
Sports pitch, Fountain 

View
Laurelwood Gdns Oakwood Gdns

Former Library site, 

Cuthbert St
Low Fell Sidings King St Saltwell House Cuthbert St Belle Vue Motors

0.27 2.61 0.88 2.61 0.27 0.33 4.09 0.09 0.37 0.11 0.47

HLM1 HLM2 HLM4 HLM5 HLM6 HLM7 HLM8 HLM9 HLM10 HLM11 HLN1

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / + / / + / / + /

/ / / + / / + / / + /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / -- -- -- / / / / - /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + - + + + - + + + -

/ ++ + ++ / / ++ - / - /

+ + - + + + - + + + -

/ ++ + ++ / / ++ / / / /

/ ++ + ++ / / ++ / / / /

/ ++ + ++ / / ++ / / / /

+ ++ + -- -- + ++ ++ ++ - ++

/ + / / / / + / / / +

+ + - + + + - + + + -

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / + / / / / / + /

The site is approximately 

40m from Bensham Grove 

Community Centre listed 

building. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C/D - 

Subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water. 

The site is adjacent to the 

Grade II listed King Edward 

Railway Bridge. The site is 

adjacent to the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site occupies 

recreational open space. 

The site is adjacent to 

Fountain at Entrance to 

Former Gateshead Union 

listed building. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site occupies 

recreational open space. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currenty 

greenfield and is providing 

an area of pubically 

accessible green space. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

Poorly supported by public 

transport. The site appears 

to be a brownfield site. The 

southern tip of the site is 

located within the wildlife 

corridor and the site 

presents the opportunity to 

incorporate green 

infrastructure to support 

wildlife movement. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

Subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water. 

The site is publically 

accessible open space. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

4 14 0 10 -1 4 10 4 5 3 0
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Eslingston Villa Dryden Centre Saltwell Road S Albert place
Gateshead Outdoor 

Activity Centre

Queen's Head Sheriff's 

Highway
Jordan Engineering

Queen Victoria Street, 

Pelaw

Lanchester Wines Depot 

Central

Lanchester Wines Depot 

South
Stonehills

0.74 1.59 1.26 0.08 0.16 0.03 0.88 0.73 4.25 1.28 2.54

HLN2 HLN3 HLN4 HLN5 HLN6 HLN7 HLO1 HLO2 HLO3 HLO4 HLO5

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / / / + / /

/ / / / / / / / + / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / -- / - / / / + / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + - - ++

+ + + - - - + + ++ + ++

+ + + + + + + + - - +

+ + + / / / + + ++ + ++

+ + + / / / + + ++ + ++

+ + + / / / + + ++ + ++

+ + - + + + + + ++ ++ +

+ / + / / / / / + + /

+ + + + + + + + - - ++

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The site is partly located in 

the wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

 The site appears to be 

currently in use as council 

offices.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site currently provides 

open green space in the 

wildlife corridor.  The site is 

located in the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is approximately 

25m from Home House 

listed building. The size of 

the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is currently 

occupied by a company 

that provides access to 

outdoor activities for 

children under the age of 

13. TThe size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site may 

provide opportunities for 

delivering community 

facilities.  The site is located 

in the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is near to Pelaw 

Metro Station. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

S of pelaw Way
S of pelaw Metro 

station
Bill Quay Riverside Colegate W

N end of Lanchester 

Wines site

Wynn Gdns garages, 

pelaw

Fairfield Industrial 

estate (W)
N of Bill Quay Ryton Stella South Jolly Fellows, Ryton

0.38 0.98 2.52 0.42 0.42 0.13 7.59 7.01 32.39 18.44 0.13

HLO6 HLO7 HLO8 HLO9 HLO10 HLO11 HLO12 HLO13 HLP3 HLP6 HLP7

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / + - + + /

/ / / / / / + - + + /

/ / / / / / / / + + /

/ / / -- / / + + + + /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

++ ++ - + - + - -- + - +

/ + ++ / / - ++ ++ ++ ++ -

++ ++ - + - + - - + - +

/ + -- / / / -- ++ ++ -- /

/ + -- / / / -- ++ ++ -- /

/ + -- / / / -- ++ ++ -- /

+ + + -- + + + -- -- / +

/ / + / + + + + / + /

++ ++ - + - + - - + - +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The site is near to Pelaw 

Metro Station. The size of 

the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

Subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water.

The site is adjacent to 

Pelaw Metro Station. The 

size of the site may provide 

opportunities for SuDs and 

renewable energy options. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is partly located 

within Flood Zones 2 and 3. 

The size of the site may 

provide opportunities for 

SuDs and renewable energy 

options. The site is located 

in the wildlife corridor and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation B - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

Avoid FZ3A (13.28% within 

FZ3a)).

The site is grennfield and 

currently provides 

publically accessible open 

space. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

located in the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

located in the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is partly located 

within Flood Zones 2 and 3. 

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation B - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

Avoid FZ3A (10.61% within 

FZ3a)).

The site is occupied entirely 

by green field agricultural 

land. The site is large 

enough to support facilities 

and businesses, however 

the site is not well 

supported by a road system 

and would likely generate 

traffic in the residental area 

if the site is developped for 

anything outside of housing 

or outdoor recreation. The 

site is located within the 

wildlife cooridor and offers 

the potential to improve 

wildlife movement and 

habitat within the area. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is greenfield. The 

size of the site provides 

significant opportunities for 

delivering community 

facilities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The majority of the site has 

already been developed for 

residential purposes. The 

site is poorly connected to 

the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is within Flood 

Zone 2 and 3. The size of 

the site provides 

opportunities for delivering 

community facilities. The 

site is partly located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

Avoid FZ3A (19.59% within 

FZ3a)).

There are 7 listed buildings 

within 100m of the site. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.
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2017s-5644  Sustainability Appraisal Report Draft 20



Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Fairmead, Holburn Lane
The White House, Stella 

Rd

Tipping Gears 

Engineering
Land at Stella Rd East Grange Old Co-op, Crookhill Ryton Park Hotel

Alexandra Gardens, 

Crookhill
Kelvin Grove Springs Health Club Hyde park

0.17 0.31 0.64 0.51 0.25 0.12 0.19 0.09 1.34 0.41 1.55

HLP8 HLP9 HLP10 HLP11 HLP12 HLP13 HLP14 HLP15 HLQ1 HLQ2 HLQ3

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / / / / -- +

/ / / / / / / / / -- +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / -- /

/ / / / / / / + / / /

- + + + + + + + + - +

- / + + / - - - + / +

- + + + + + + + + - +

/ / + + / / / / + / +

/ / + + / / / / + / +

/ / + + / / / / + / +

+ + + + ++ ++ + - ++ + ++

/ / / / / / / / / / /

- + + + + + + + + - +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is supported by bus 

links. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

located within the 

Crookhill/Hedgefield/Stella 

Area of Special Character 

and provides the 

opportunity to enhance the 

character in the area. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is adjacent to 

Presbyterian Church Hall 

and 150m from Church of 

St Chad listed buildings. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is currently in use 

as a community sports and 

leisure centre. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is approximately 

30m from Former Joicey 

Road Open Air School listed 

building. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is approximately 

100m from Presbyterian 

Church Hall and 150m from 

Church of St Chad listed 

buildings.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Gateshead College W of Saltwell Rd JV site Edendale Tce
65-69 Bewick Road, 

Bensham
Thorne Ave garage block Wardley Colliery

cnr Kirkwood Gdns / 

Sunderalnd Rd
Alderwyk garages Clavering Rd, Swalwell Swalwell Depot ex LES Brewery Bank

4.04 1.88 0.63 0.05 0.13 5.66 0.05 0.06 0.11 1.07 0.04

HLQ5 HLQ6 HLQ7 HLQ8 HLR1 HLR2 HLR3 HLR4 HLS1 HLS2 HLS3

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

+ / / / / + / / / / /

+ / / / / + / / / / /

+ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / -- / / + / / / / /

/ / / / / - / / / / /

+ + + + + - + - + - +

++ + + - - ++ - - - + -

+ + + + + - + - + - +

++ + + / / ++ / / / + /

++ + + / / ++ / / / + /

++ + + / / ++ / / / + /

/ ++ / + + + -- ++ + ++ +

/ / / / / + / / / + /

+ + + + + - + - + - +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

 The site appears to have 

been recently development 

for residential purposes. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The site appears to be 

currently in use as 

publically accessible open 

space and sports courts. 

The site is adjacent to 

Shipley Art Gallery, Church 

of St George and a war 

memorial listed buildings. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is located on the 

footprint of a Scheduled 

Ancient Monument, 

however, mitigation 

measures may limit 

negative impacts. The site is 

poorly connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is partly located in 

the wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

TThe size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site may 

provide opportunities for 

delivering SuDs and 

renewable energy options. 

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor. It presents 

the opportunity to enhance 

the corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

Subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Whickham Front St Sch 

old buildings

Whickham Front St Sch 

new buildings

South West Farm (a) 

(Farm House)

Derwentside Nursing 

Home

Fife Engineering front 

part
Holme Rise garages

South West Farm 

Cottage

Land W of Whickham 

Bank, Swalwell

South West Farm Yard 

non-Green Belt

South West Farm Yard 

Green Belt

Ex Fred Kain builder's 

yard, Swalwell

0.32 0.41 0.36 0.47 1.58 0.09 0.11 2.58 0.15 0.11 0.07

HLS4 HLS5 HLS6 HLS7 HLS9 HLS10 HLS11 HLS12 HLS13 HLS14 HLS15

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + - - +

/ / / / + - - ++ - - -

+ + + + + + + + - - +

/ / / / + / / ++ / / /

/ / / / + / / ++ / / /

/ / / / + / / ++ / / /

+ + ++ ++ + + + -- ++ ++ +

/ / / / + / / / + + +

+ + + + + + + + - - +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The school is closed and has 

been replaced. The site is 

approximately 80m from 

the listed building at 67 

Front Street. The size of the 

site will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The school is closed and has 

been replaced. The site is 

approximately 80m from 

the listed building at 67 

Front Street. The size of the 

site will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation A - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is approximately 

40m from the listed 

building at 67 Front Street. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site appears to be 

currently greenfield.   

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

partly located within a 

wildlife corridor. It presents 

the opportunity to enhance 

the corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor. It presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

approximately 30m from a 

listed building. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor. It presents some 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

Subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Thirwell's Coaches site, 

Woodhouses Lane

Pringle site, 

Woodhouses Lane

Metrogreen - Derwent 

East Bank
Acrews Allotments Rear of fire station Regent Garage

Knox-Wilkin Grain 

Merchants etc

Fife Engineering back 

part
B & Q / Wynsor Shoes Kipling Avenue garages

Crowley Rd / Richmond 

Ave

0.3 0.25 7.2 2.52 0.92 0.31 0.19 2.19 1.62 0.28 0.13

HLS17 HLS18 HLS19 HLS20 HLS21 HLS22 HLS23 HLS24 HLS25 HLS26 HLS27

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / + + / / / + / / /

/ / + + / / / + / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / + -- / / / + - / /

/ / / + / / / / / / /

+ + - + + - + - / + +

/ / ++ ++ + / - ++ + / -

+ + - + + - + - / / /

/ / -- ++ + / / ++ + / /

/ / -- ++ + / / ++ + / /

/ / -- ++ + / / ++ + / /

+ + + -- -- ++ ++ ++ + ++ ++

+ + + / + / / + + / /

+ + - + + - + - / + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / + / / / / / /

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

partly located within a 

wildlife corridor. It presents 

the opportunity to enhance 

the corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor. It presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is within Flood 

Zone 2 and 3. It is poorly 

connected to the existing 

sustainable transport 

infrastructure. The size of 

the site provides 

opportunities for delivering 

community facilities, SuDs 

and renewable energy 

options. The site is located 

within a wildlife corridor. It 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation TBC in 

Metrogreen AAP evidence 

base. Site allocations will 

be determined based upon 

the Area Action Plan 

evidence base and AAP SA. 

The site is entirely occupied 

by allotments that have 

been allotments since as 

early as 1862 (green field 

site). The site is adjacent to 

the Whickham (Broom 

Lane) Area of Special 

Character and therefore 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the area. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site appears to be 

greenfield, however it does 

not appear to be publically 

accessible. The size of the 

site may provide limited 

opportunities for delivering 

SuDs and renewable energy 

options. The site is partly 

located within a wildlife 

corridor. It presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The site is located 

approximately 50m from a 

war memorial that is a 

listed building. The site is in 

flood zone 2.  The size of 

the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A/B - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; also 

subject to high risk flooding 

from surface water. Subject 

to surface water drainage 

based FRA.

The site is located 

approximately 30m from a 

war memorial that is a 

listed building. The size of 

the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site may 

provide opportunities for 

delivering community 

facilities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA, site at 

high risk of surface water. 

Part of the site is currently 

in use as a gym and health 

facility. The site is in Flood 

Zone 2.  The site is partly 

located within a wildlife 

corridor. It presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Bar 3T, Swalwell Sunniside NE Sunniside SE Marley Hill School High park Farm Starling Walk
Garages, Gladeley Way, 

Sunniside

Garages, Blackthorn 

Close, Sunniside

Gladeley Way / 

Blackthorn Close, 

Sunniside

Farm buildings, 

Burnthouse Lane
Bowes Close, Sunniside

0.03 2.12 4.27 0.81 1.07 0.2 0.14 0.11 0.04 0.07 0.22

HLS28 HLT1 HLT2 HLT3 HLT4 HLT5 HLT6 HLT7 HLT8 HLT9 HLT10

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / + / / / / / / / /

/ / + / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / + / / -- / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / / + - + + + + - +

- ++ ++ + + - - - - - -

+ / / + - + + + + - +

- ++ ++ + + / / / / / /

- ++ ++ + + / / / / / /

- ++ ++ + + / / / / / /

+ + + / + - + + - + ++

/ / + / / / / / / / /

+ / / + - + + + + - +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

The size and location of the 

site may provide limited 

opportunities for delivering 

SuDs and renewable energy 

options. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is approximately 

100m from a listed 

building. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site may 

provide opportunities for 

delivering community 

facilities. The site is 

approximately 100m from 

a listed building. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

 The site is a dissused 

school.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is not well 

supported by sustainable 

transport. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently an area 

of recreational open space. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is poorly connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

The Grange, Marley Hill Sea View, Windy Nook Whittleburn
Woodwynd 

allotments/stables
Materials Lab White Oaks Opposite Coltsfoot Gdns Hopper Road Heworth Colliery Crossfield Skate park W of Heworth Colliery

0.43 0.51 0.28 2.09 0.44 5.54 1.62 0.29 8.95 1.11 1.54

HLT11 HLU1 HLU2 HLU3 HLU4 HLU5 HLU6 HLU7 HLU8 HLU9 HLU10

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

/ / / -- + + / / + / /

/ / / -- + + / / + / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ -- -- / / -- -- -- + -- /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + - + + + + + - +

/ + / ++ / ++ + / ++ + +

+ + + - + + + + + - +

/ + / ++ / ++ + / ++ + +

/ + / ++ / ++ + / ++ + +

/ + / ++ / ++ + / ++ + +

- - - / + -- -- - + - +

/ - / / / + - / + - -

+ + + - + + + - + - +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / / / + / / / / / /

The site is supported by 

several bus links. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C

The site is entirely 

publically accessible open 

space. The size of the site 

will likely limit renewable 

energy and SuDs options. 

The site is greenfield and 

adjacent to Windy Nook 

Nature Park. Development 

of the site will probably 

negatively impact the 

Nature Park as the site is 

currently greenfield and 

likely plays a roll in 

supporting the park. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently an area 

of recreational open space. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently in use 

as allotments and provides 

a facility to the community. 

The site is not particularly 

well connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

Can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is currently an area 

of recreational open space. 

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently an area 

of recreational open space 

and is immediately adjacent 

to and surrounded by 

Windy Nook Local Nature 

Reserve. The site is within a 

wildlife corridor. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently an area 

of recreational open space. 

The site is approximately 

200m from Windy Nook 

Local Nature Reserve. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site provides 

significant opportunities for  

delivering community 

facilities, green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently an area 

of recreational open space. 

The site is approximately 

200m from Windy Nook 

Local Nature Reserve and is 

partly located within a 

wildlife corridor. It presents 

the opportunity to enhance 

the corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. The size of 

the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is approximately 

200m from Windy Nook 

Local Nature Reserve. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Albion Street, Windy 

Nook
Derwent View Garages Winlaton Care Village 57-59 Front St Winlaton Hookergate School Barlow Rd Winlaton Clinic

High Spen Industrial 

Estate
Hallgarth High Spen East High Spen West

0.43 0.09 4.02 0.02 2.36 0.19 0.05 0.85 0.83 6.3 1.64

HLU11 HLV1 HLV2 HLV3 HLV4 HLV5 HLV6 HLV7 HLV8 HLV9 HLV10

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA

+ / + / / / / / / + /

+ / + / / / / / / + /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

- / + / / / -- / / + /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + - + / + + / + + +

/ - ++ - ++ - - + + ++ +

+ + - + / + + / + + +

/ / ++ / ++ / / + + ++ +

/ / ++ / ++ / / + + ++ +

/ / ++ / ++ / / + + ++ +

- ++ ++ ++ + + + / + + +

+ / -- / / / / + / / /

+ + - + / + + / + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / / / / / / / / / /

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. The site is 

publically accessible green 

space. The site is adjacent 

to the Windy Nook LNR and 

likely already contributes to 

the LNR. Development of 

the site offers opportunity 

to incorporate green 

infrastructure to 

maintain/improve that 

contribution. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is not particularly 

well connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

The size of the site provides 

opportunities for delivering 

community facilities. The 

site is approximately 300m 

from Thornley SSSI. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is a dissused 

school. The site is not 

particularly well connected 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently in use 

as a health clinic. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is not particularly 

well connected to the 

existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site provides 

opportunities for delivering 

community facilities. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

5 4 8 4 9 3 1 5 8 15 8
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Bute Rd doctor's surgery Ethel Tce garages W of Beda Hill Strothers Rd
High Spen Industrial 

Estate

May Avenue garages, 

Winlaton Mill
Colliery waste heap

Car park off Garth Farm 

Road, Winlaton
Winlaton Social Club

Spen Excelsior Club, 

High Spen

Car park adjacent U238 

Dukesway

0.1 0.13 0.58 0.07 0.42 0.35 4.51 0.19 0.26 0.05 0.07

HLV11 HLV12 HLV13 HLV14 HLV15 HLV16 HLV17 HLV18 HLV19 HLV20 E57

SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA SHLAA ELR

/ / / / / / + / - + /

/ / / / / / + / - + /

/ / / / / / / / / / +

/ / / / / / - / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / + /

+ + + + + + + + + / +

- - + - / - ++ - / - -

+ + + + + + + + + / +

/ / + / / / ++ / / / /

/ / + / / / ++ / / / /

/ / + / / / ++ / / / /

+ + + + + + + ++ + + +

/ / / / + + + / / / +

+ + + + + + + + + / +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / + +

The size of the site will 

significantly restrict SuDs 

and renewable energy 

options. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The size of the site will 

significantly restrict SuDs 

and renewable energy 

options. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is partly located 

within a wildlife corridor 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. The size of 

the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and in 

close proximity to a SSSI, 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. The size of 

the site will likely restrict 

SuDs and renewable energy 

options. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site appears to 

currently provide publically 

accessible open space. The 

size of the site provides 

opportunities for delivering 

community facilities. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site appears to be 

currently in use as a social 

club. The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is located within 

the High Spen Area of 

Special Character and 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the area. The site 

is supported by bus links, 

however access to the city 

centre is difficult by 

transport and therefore, 

the site may generate some 

traffic. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D.

The size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but should 

be able to accommodate micro 

renewables. Site supported by 

sustainable transport (bus) and is 

not near the flood zones. As the 

site is located in the Team Valley, 

it must support the SWMP 

however, the size of the site may 

restrict options.  The site is 

primarily previously developped 

land (depends if the strip of trees 

are included). Site located near 

priority habitat, therefore has the 

potiential to contribute to 

environmental assets with green 

infrastructure (eg. Green roofs). 

DRAFT SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - Can be 

allocated on flood risk grounds 

subject to LPA/LLFA approval.

3 3 8 3 5 4 14 4 2 4 6
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Marian Engineering / 

plot 1A, Queensway 

North

Car park adj Victory 

House, Fifth Avenue

Impress N.E. Ltd. Bridge 

End, MGM House 

Newburn Bridge Road 

Blaydon On Tyne Tyne 

W. Mcgovern & Co Ltd Elgin / Broadway Centre
Oakwell park, Travellers 

Site

MU3 - Fife Engineering, 

Long Rigg
F256 C, Kingsway North

Bellway House, Fifth 

Avenue

Car park of Bellway 

House, Fifth Avenue

Kielder House, Lakeside 

Court, Fifth Avenue

0.98 0.06 0.25 0.7 1.37 0.78 5.22 0.19 0.17 0.1 0.09

G503 E75 G437 G429 G91a G271 G108 E22 E23 E24 E26

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / + / + / / / /

/ / / / / / + / / / /

+ + + + / + + + + + +

/ / / / + / + / + / +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + - + - / / + + + +

+ - - + + + ++ - - - -

+ + - + - / / + + + +

- / / + + + ++ / / / /

- / / + + + ++ / / / /

- / / + + + ++ / / / /

+ + + + + + ++ + + + +

+ + + + + / + / + / /

+ + - + - / / + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ + / + + + + + / + +

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. Located 

in Flood Zone 2, the soil on 

site is Clay which may 

impact SuDS options. The 

site is located in the wildlife 

corridor and therefore, has 

the opportunity to enhance 

wildlife movement. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

Location in Team Valley 

restricts development of 

health facilities. There is 

little opportunity to 

enhance the site to support 

the wildlife corridor outside 

of the demolition of the 

current structures and 

construction of buildings 

that incorporate green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

located in the Team Valley, 

it must support the SWMP. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located in an 

industrial area. The site is 

not centrally located and 

would require several buses 

to be accessed from the 

centre. Site is located in 

former Newburn Ford 

Battlefield area, however 

has already been previously 

developped. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is previously 

developed land. The site is 

located in the wildlife 

corridor and provides the 

opportunity to wildlife 

movement through the 

inclusion of green 

infrastructure.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

The site is located in the 

middle of a residential area 

adject to a daycare and 

near a school. Does not 

appear to be located near 

sustainable transport. Site 

currently overgrown and 

likely supporting local 

wildlife. Site not in Flood 

Zone 3b. The location of 

the site makes it less likely 

to be suitable for industrial 

development.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to a 

LWS. Although the site is 

not located on a site of 

historical significance. The 

site is currently a Traveller 

site. Building on the site will 

reduce the number of 

Traveller sites in 

Gateshead. Not located in a 

Flood Zone. The site is 

located in the wildlife 

corridor so there is the 

potiential to incorporate 

green infrastructure. 

However, the site is located 

near a LNR and depending 

on the development, it may 

negatively impact the LNR. 

Not in a primary 

employment area, but 

located near the Dunston 

Primary Employment Area.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site isn't located in a 

primary employment area, 

meaning the new 

developments aren't as 

restricted.  The site is 

located adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and 

presents the opportunity to 

expand/enhance the 

corridor through the 

inclusion of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. 

The site is located on 

entirely previously 

developped land. If the site 

is currently in use, a new 

development will not likely 

provide any additional 

employment opportunities. 

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP.  The 

site is located in the wildlife 

corridor; however, unless 

the current structure is 

replaced, there is minimal 

opportunity to support 

wildlife movement outside 

of the current green 

space/landscaping that 

would benefit from being 

protected.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

Location in Team Valley 

restricts development of 

health facilities. There is 

little opportunity to 

enhance the site to support 

the wildlife corridor outside 

of the demolition of the 

current structures and 

construction of buildings 

that incorporate green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

located in the Team Valley, 

it must support the SWMP. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

Location in Team Valley 

restricts development of 

health facilities. There is 

little opportunity to 

enhance the site to support 

the wildlife corridor outside 

of the demolition of the 

current structures and 

construction of buildings 

that incorporate green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

located in the Team Valley, 

it must support the SWMP. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

4 6 -1 7 7 7 16 5 6 5 6
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Fell Bank
Merlin House, Princes 

Park
Penshaw Way

Next to Craster Court, 

Earlsway
Dukesway

Express Engineering, 

Rede Street, Kingsway 

North

Sevcon, Kingsway South, 

Team Valley Trading 

Estate

Impress Group, Ryton 

Industrial Estate

The Willows Business 

Centre

Stargate Industrial 

Estate, Stargate Lane, 

Ryton

Screen Services Ltd 

Cartmel Business Centre 

Shields Road Heworth 

Gateshead Tyne And 

0.07 0.23 0.45 0.41 0.64 0.67 0.48 0.39 0.18 0.07 0.36

E10 G533 E9 G524 G526 G528 E149 E37 E38 E64 G257

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / / / / / / +

/ / / / / / / / / / +

+ + + + + + + + + + /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + / ++

- - / - + + - / - - /

+ + + + + + + + + / ++

/ / / - + + - / / / /

/ / / - + + - / / / /

/ / / - + + - / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / + / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + / ++

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + / /

Direct bus routes to the site 

from the centre. The size of 

the site limits the use of 

renewable energy outside 

of PV panels. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. 

Location in Team Valley 

restricts development of 

health facilities. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The 

size of the site and the fact 

that the site is located in 

Flood Zone 2 may restrict 

SuDs options and increase 

flood risk. The size of the 

site may restrict renewable 

energy options. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located adjacent to the 

wildlife network and offers 

the opportunity to further 

support the network 

through the inclusion of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The 

size of the site at the fact 

that it is located in Flood 

Zone 2 may increase flood 

risk. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA and 

DIArequired.

The site is located on the 

former Newburn Ford 

Battlefield area and there 

may be archaeological 

relics. However, given that 

the site has been previously 

developped, the impact is 

likely to be minimal or able 

to be mitigated. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017). 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located on the 

former Newburn Ford 

Battlefield area and there 

may be archaeological 

relics. However, given that 

the site has been previously 

developped, the impact is 

likely to be minimal or able 

to be mitigated. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

There is no available soils 

information. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The 

size of the site and the 

potential for sand and 

gravel based soils presents 

the potential for SuDs. The 

site is currently in use and 

therefore may not provide 

additional employment. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

5 5 6 2 10 11 2 6 5 1 9
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

West part Of Former 

Rolls Royce, Industrial 

Controls premises

The Post Office

Zytronic Displays 

Limited, Transbritannia 

Business park

Neilson Road, 

Saltmeadows (also 

NEBS)

Former UBU, 

Derwenthaugh Ecoparc

Stonehills Industrial 

Estate

Stonehills Industrial 

Estate
1 Earls Park North

Adjacent to British Lion, 

Carlisle Street

International House, 

Addison Estate

Land Including Nest 

Road Conveyor

1.9 0.08 1.46 1.19 2.17 4.81 1.4 1.05 0.1 0.9 1.11

G328 G418 G448 G465 G470 G488a G488b G502 G510 G515 G383

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ + / / / + / / / / /

/ + / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + / + +

+ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + / / + +

+ - + + + ++ + + - + +

+ + + + + + + / ++ + +

+ / + + -- ++ + + / + +

+ / + + -- ++ + + / + +

+ / + + -- ++ + + / + +

+ + + + ++ ++ + + + + +

/ / / + + / / + / + +

+ + + + + + + / ++ + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + / + + + / + / + +

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. As the 

site already contains sports 

facilities, it can be 

developped into similar 

facilities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is located 

immediately outside of the 

Low Fell Conservation Area 

and could potentially 

impact the conservation 

area. However, the impacts 

can likely be mitigated. The 

soil on site is clay. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

T Site is currently occupied 

and therefore may not 

provide additional 

employment. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. 

The site is located on the 

edge of the wildlife corridor 

and has the potential to 

support wildlife movement 

through the inclusion of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located in Flood 

Zones 2 and 3. The 

proposed use would need 

to assessed against SFRA 

and sequential and 

exception test and any site 

specific FRA required. 

Highly vulnerable 

development not 

acceptable in Flood Zone 3. 

Only more vulnerable 

subject to FRA/Exception 

test (Hospitals, 

residential/non residential 

uses). DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

Avoid FZ3b. 

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and offers 

the opportunity to support 

wildlife movement through 

the incorporation of Green 

Infrastructure. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

Site currently in use 

indicating it may not 

provide additional 

employment. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

Although located in the 

Team Valley, the site is not 

close to public transport. As 

the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located in the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance 

wildlife movement through 

the incorporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

Addison village woodland is 

located on the southern 

boundary of the site. 

Priority habitat is also 

identified to the west. The 

site offers the potential to 

support the wildlife 

associated with the local 

wildlife site through the 

incorporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located partly 

within the wildlife corridor, 

in particular the 

undevelopped part of the 

site (east). The 

undeveloped side of the 

site offers a good location 

for wildlife enhancement 

due to potential 

accessibility issues. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

11 7 9 11 3 16 9 8 4 11 11
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Clarke Chapman Works Z333, Dukesway Court Car park Fifth Avenue
St Helier Building, 

S310ab, Foster Court

Construction House, 

Kingsway South

North of Thermon UK 

LTD, Queensway

Unit 1, Earls Court, Fifth 

Avenue

Protector Security 

Services Ltd, Earlsway

Units 1-16 of Whickham 

Industrial Estate
Shibdon Business park Saltmeadows Road

6.51 0.07 0.16 0.09 0.27 0.07 0.05 0.11 0.59 0.35 0.14

G495a E73 E74 E72 G529 E68 E27 G451 E44 E36 E80

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / / + / / / /

/ / / / / / + / / / /

+ + + + + + + + / + +

/ / / / / / + / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + ++ +

++ - - - / - - - + / -

+ + + + + + + + + ++ +

++ / / / / / / / + / /

++ / / / / / / / + / /

++ / / / / / / / + / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

+ / + / / / + + + / +

+ + + + + + + + + ++ +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / + / / /

The site is located within an 

area of archaeological 

interest. The site is adjacent 

to the wildlife corriord 

which offers the 

opportunity to support and 

enhance the corridor 

through the inclusion of 

green infrastructure. Site is 

currently in use, therefore 

reducing opportunity of 

increased employment. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is currently occupied and 

will not contribute further 

to employment. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP.The site 

is located in the wildlife 

corridor and offers the 

opportunity to support 

wildlife movement through 

the inclusion of green 

infrastructure. The site is 

currently occupied and 

therefore will not likely 

contribute additional 

employment. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is not located in a flood 

zone. As the site is 

currently in use, it is not 

likely to contribute further 

to employment. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. Site is 

currently occupied and 

therefore is not likely to 

contribute further 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site has planning 

permission granted for D1 

use. As the site is located in 

the Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. Site 

currently in use, therefore a 

new development is not 

likely to increase 

employment opporunities. 

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and can 

contribute to wildlife 

movement through the 

inclusion of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located along a stretch of 

landscaping that could be 

converted into additional 

green space to contribute 

to SuDs and the adjacent 

wildlife corridor. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located partly in 

the wildlife corridor and 

offers the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the inclusion of 

green infrastructure. As the 

site is currently occupied, 

redevelopment is unlikely 

to increase employment 

opportunties. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

Site is located a short walk 

from Blaydon Station.  As 

the site appears to be 

occupied, it us unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

Can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located on the 

boundary of the wildlife 

corridor and can contribute 

to enhancing the corridor 

through the incorporation 

of green infrastructure. As 

the site appears to be 

currently occupied, it is 

unlikely to contribute 

additional employment 

opportunties. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

14 4 5 4 5 4 8 6 9 8 5
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Saltmeadows Road
Former Night Owl truck 

Stop

Land Adj North East 

Counties Hydraulics

Depot, Saltmeadows 

Road

Land behind Harraton 

Terrace
Nest Road Depot

Washington Metal 

Works Ltd, Bath Road
Abbotsford Road

Centenary Court, 

Seventh Avenue

South of North House, 

Birtley Lane

Kings park, Fifth 

Avenue, Team Valley

0.21 3.86 0.18 0.4 7.46 0.87 1.42 1.46 0.85 0.16 0.3

E83 G184 G425 G516 E5 E95 G446 G475 E16 E8 E152

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / + / / / / + /

/ / / / + / / / / + /

+ + + + + + + + + / +

/ / / / + / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + / / + + + +

- ++ - / ++ + + + + - /

+ + + + + / / + + + +

/ ++ / / ++ + + + + / /

/ ++ / / ++ + + + + / /

/ ++ / / ++ + + + + / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

+ / / + + + / + + / +

+ + + + + + / + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ + / + ++ + / + / + +

The site is located on the 

boundary of the wildlife 

corridor and can contribute 

to enhancing the corridor 

through the incorporation 

of green infrastructure. As 

the site appears to be 

currently occupied, it is 

unlikely to contribute 

additional employment 

opportunties. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is currently 

occupied, a new 

development will be 

unlikely to bring in 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

wildlife corridor, there is 

the opportunity to enhance 

the corridor through the 

inclusion of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The location provides an 

opportunity for facilities to 

support the community.  

Although not located within 

the wildlife corridor or 

adjacent to a designated 

site, the location presents 

the opportunity to support 

the green space within the 

area (including space to the 

west although not located 

in Gateshead) and offer 

accessible open space to 

residents that also supports 

wildlife. However, the area 

does not appear to have a 

shortage of accessible 

green space. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. 

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is currently in 

use, it will unlikely offer 

additional employment if 

redevelopped.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located in a 

primary employment area 

which restricts the 

development of health 

facilities. The site is located 

within the wildlife corridor 

which presents the 

opportunity to include 

green infrastructure to 

support wildlife movement. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located near the wildlife 

corridor and 7th avenue 

forms a green corridor, 

therefore development on 

the site can enhance the 

wildlife corridor. As the site 

is currently occupied, it is 

not likely to provide further 

employment opportunities 

if redevelopped. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

Can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located in the wildlife 

corridor and provides the 

opportunity to enhance the 

wildlife corridor through 

the inclusion of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

5 14 4 7 19 9 6 11 10 6 7
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

3 Bamburgh Court

Newcastle College Rail 

Academy, William 

Street

A B Garden Service, 

Newburn Bridge Road

Former Owen pugh 

properties, Factory Road

Karting North East 

Indoor Ltd, Forge Road

Brama Teams Industrial 

park, Ropery Road
Unit 1, Clockmill Road

Revolution House, Land 

Bounded By Team Street 

and Clockmill Road

Coupe Construction Ltd, 

Station Lane

H R Supplies Ltd, 

Newcon Depot
Heworth Interchange

0.15 2.03 0.07 1.2 1.1 1.69 1.23 0.3 0.12 0.25 2.13

G474 G519 G468 E154 G250 G32 G434 G452 G449 G305 G491

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + / + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ - - + + + + + + + ++

-- ++ - + + + + / - - ++

+ - / + + + + + + + ++

-- ++ / -- + -- -- -- -- - ++

-- ++ / -- + -- -- -- -- - ++

-- ++ / -- + -- -- -- -- - ++

+ + + + + + + + + + +

+ / / + + + + + / / +

+ - / + + + + + + + ++

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / + + + + + + + + /

The site is located in Flood 

Zone 2 and on the 

boundary of Flood Zone 3. 

The site is located within 

the wildlife corridor and 

can enhance the corridor 

through the inclusion of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; also 

subject to high risk flooding 

from surface water. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As most of the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located 

immediately adjacent to 

Flood Zones 2 and 3. The 

site is located in the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk.

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located in Flood 

Zones 2 and 3. The 

proposed use would need 

to assessed against SFRA 

and sequential and 

exception test and any site 

specific FRA required. 

Highly vulnerable 

development not 

acceptable in Flood Zone 3. 

Only more vulnerable 

subject to FRA/Exception 

test (Hospitals, 

residential/non residential 

uses). The site is located in 

the wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test.

The site is located in Flood 

Zones 2 and 3. The 

proposed use would need 

to assessed against SFRA 

and sequential and 

exception test and any site 

specific FRA required. 

Highly vulnerable 

development not 

acceptable in Flood Zone 3. 

Only more vulnerable 

subject to FRA/Exception 

test (Hospitals, 

residential/non residential 

uses). The site is located in 

the wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation A - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test.

The site is located in Flood 

Zones 2 and 3. The proposed 

use would need to assessed 

against SFRA and sequential 

and exception test and any 

site specific FRA required. 

Highly vulnerable 

development not acceptable 

in Flood Zone 3. Only more 

vulnerable subject to 

FRA/Exception test (Hospitals, 

residential/non residential 

uses). The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor through 

the incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A - site 

specific FRA required. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less likely 

to have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located in Flood Zones 2 

and 3. The proposed use would 

need to assessed against SFRA and 

sequential and exception test and 

any site specific FRA required. 

Highly vulnerable development not 

acceptable in Flood Zone 3. Only 

more vulnerable subject to 

FRA/Exception test (Hospitals, 

residential/non residential uses). 

The site is located in the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the incoporation 

of green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - consider site 

layout and design around the 

identified flood risk if site passes 

Sequential Test. The size of the site 

will likely reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface water 

flood risk. A small site is less likely 

to have decentralised energy, but 

should be able to accommodate 

micro renewables.

The site is located in Flood 

Zone 2. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site would require 

comprehensive re-

development of the 

transport interchange. 

Potential implications for 

the setting of the nearby 

listed church. The site is 

located in the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Car park adj J243, 

Earlsway
Wardley Colliery No 2

Former Wardley Colliery 

Offices

Rowlands Gill Infants 

School

B&Q plc, The Sands 

Industrial Estate

Highfield primary 

School, Rowlands Gill

Land Between Nest 

Road and Felling Shore 

(East of Baltic Road)

Employment land at 

Newburn Bridge Road
Blaydon Business Centre BAE Systems

High Spen Industrial 

Estate

0.43 4.14 1.51 0.66 1.67 1.06 1.92 0.91 2.03 11.12 0.91

E19 G188 G245 G90 G373b G76 G68 G17 G441 G181 G354

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / - -- / / / / + /

/ / / - -- / / / / + /

+ + + + + + + + + + /

/ + + / / / / / / + /

/ - / / / / / / / / /

+ - - + + + + - ++ + +

/ ++ + + + + + + ++ ++ +

+ - - / + + + - ++ + +

/ ++ + + - + + + ++ ++ +

/ ++ + + - + + + ++ ++ +

/ ++ + + - + + + ++ ++ +

+ + + + + + + / + ++ /

+ + + / + / + + - + +

+ - - / + + + - ++ + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / / + / + + + / ++ /

Location in Team Valley 

restricts development of 

health facilities. There is 

the opportunity to enhance 

the site to support the 

wildlife corridor through 

the incorporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

located in the Team Valley, 

it must support the SWMP, 

however, the site is located 

along the edge of Flood 

Zone 2. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located on the 

footprint of a Scheduled 

Ancient Monument, 

however the design may 

mitigate negative impacts. 

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to a 

Scheduled Ancient 

Monument and 

development on this site is 

likely to affect the setting 

of the Scheduled Ancient 

Monument. The site is 

located adjacent to the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is currently in use 

as a retail and leisure 

development and provides 

community services. As 

most of the site is occupied, 

it is unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. The site is 

located in Flood Zone 2. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

Although not located within 

the wildlife corridor or 

adjacent to a designated 

site, the location presents 

the opportunity to support 

the green space within the 

area. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is located in the 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located adjacent 

to broadleaved woodland 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

area through the 

incorporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to a 

Local Wildlife Site and 

approximately 280m from 

a SSSI. As most of the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

Part of the site has been 

developed for residential 

use, making the vacant part 

of the site difficult to 

access. The site is partly 

located in the wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Saltwell Business Park
Empty plot, princesway 

North
Land at Brewery Lane AEI Cables Shadon Way

Land Adjacent To 

Senate Electrical

Former Huwoods 

Factory, Kingsway North
Mondi / plot 3

Former Coast and 

County premises, Green 

Lane

Derwenthaugh 

Industrial Estate
Fifth Ave Business park

0.75 4.41 4.69 10.12 0.42 0.06 2.87 0.7 0.86 0.9 1.88

E102 E115 G165 G185 G394 G433 G49a G506 G518 G494 G395

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / / + / / / / / / -

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + / +

+ ++ ++ ++ / - ++ + + + +

+ + + + + + + + + / +

+ ++ ++ -- / / ++ + + + +

+ ++ ++ -- / / ++ + + + +

+ ++ ++ -- / / ++ + + + +

/ + + ++ / + + + + + /

- / + / / + + + + + +

+ + + + + + + + + / +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + ++ + / + + + + +

The site located partly 

within a greendfield site 

with braodleaved 

woodland priority habitat. 

Development of the site 

would likely affect the 

setting of the nearby listed 

building. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - Layout 

and design requires 

consideration of TVTE 

Surface Water 

Management Plan 

integrating SuDS and Team 

Valley Flood Alleviation 

Masterplan.

The site is located adjacent 

to a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located in Flood 

Zones 2 and 3. The 

proposed use would need 

to assessed against SFRA 

and sequential and 

exception test and any site 

specific FRA required. 

Highly vulnerable 

development not 

acceptable in Flood Zone 3. 

Only more vulnerable 

subject to FRA/Exception 

test (Hospitals, 

residential/non residential 

uses). DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; also 

subject to high risk flooding 

from surface water.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

Can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation E - Can be 

allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located adjacent 

to a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. As the 

site is located in the Team 

Valley, it must support the 

SWMP. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - Layout 

and design requires 

consideration of TVTE 

Surface Water 

Management Plan 

integrating SuDS and Team 

Valley Flood Alleviation 

Masterplan.

The site is located in a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. As the 

site is located in the Team 

Valley, it must support the 

SWMP. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located adjacent 

to a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Land at Green Lane, 

Pelaw
Bath Road Queensway North Former N power site

Elementis pigments 

Factory, Mary Avenue
T252 A&B, Dukesway

Warehouse in Blaydon 

Industrial park
Imex properties

Whinfield Industrial 

Estate

Felling Business Centre, 

Green Lane (also NEBS)

Council Yard, Cowen 

Road

0.18 1.45 0.45 1.95 1.75 0.62 1.19 1.53 5.7 1.13 1.25

E161 G496 E153 E151 E121 E13 E99 G268 G353a G466 G472

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ + + + + / + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / + / /

/ / / / / / + / / / /

++ + + + + - + + / + +

- + / + + + + + ++ + +

++ + - + + - + + / + +

/ + / + + + + + ++ + +

/ + / + + + + + ++ + +

/ + / + + + + + ++ + +

+ + + + / + + + + + +

/ + + / / / / / -- / -

++ + + + + - + + / + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + / / + / + /

The site is well connected 

with the transport network, 

being a short walk from 

Pelow metro station. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is partly located 

within a wildlife corridor 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. The size of 

the site presents 

opportunities for 

renewable energy and SuDs 

options. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The 

edge of the site is partly 

located within Flood Zone 

2. The site is located within 

a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - Layout 

and design requires 

consideration of TVTE 

Surface Water 

Management Plan 

integrating SuDS and Team 

Valley Flood Alleviation 

Masterplan.

 DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is not well 

connected to the existing 

suitable transport 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site currently contains 

a locally listed buidling and 

therefore provides the 

opportunity to protect and 

enhance the building as a 

part of the development. 

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to a 

Local Wildlife Site and a 

SSSI. The site is partly 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to a 

Local Nature Reserve and in 

the vicinity of a SSSI. As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - 

subject to FRA as site area 

>= 1ha.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Kingsway Third Avenue
Warehouse Shibdon 

Road/ Chainbridge Road
Former Finning Uk Ltd

O293, Redwood House. 

Ninth Avenue East

Kings Court, Kingsway 

South
Building at Earlsway

Hammond Expanders 

UK, Unit 1 Derwent 

Court

Eastern Avenue, TVTE 

(also NEBS)

Fells Road, Team Valley 

(also NEBS)

part Unit D, Euro House, 

Earlsway

Western Avenue/ princesway 

Central

1.32 3.31 3.9 0.06 0.75 0.07 1.44 1.18 0.41 0.84 2

G504 G71b G439 E60 E61 E63 G291 G459 G462 E114 E12

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + / + / + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

+ ++ ++ - + - + + / + ++

+ + + + + + + + + + +

+ ++ -- / + / + + / + --

+ ++ -- / + / + + / + --

+ ++ -- / + / + + / + --

+ + + + + + + + + + +

+ -- / / / + + / / + /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / + / + / / / / / /

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site has the potential to 

affect the setting of listed 

buildings. The site is 

adjacent to a Local Nature 

Reserve and in the vicinity 

of a SSSI. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is located in Flood 

Zones 2 and 3. The 

proposed use would need 

to assessed against SFRA 

and sequential and 

exception test and any site 

specific FRA required. As 

the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; also 

subject to high risk flooding 

from surface water.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP.  As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the Team 

Valley, it must support the SWMP. 

The site is located in Flood Zones 2 

and 3 and there is surface water 

flood risk. The proposed use would 

need to assessed against SFRA and 

sequential and exception test and 

any site specific FRA required. Highly 

vulnerable development not 

acceptable in Flood Zone 3. Only 

more vulnerable subject to 

FRA/Exception test (Hospitals, 

residential/non residential uses). As 

the site is occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - Layout 

and design requires consideration of 

TVTE Surface Water Management 

Plan integrating SuDS and Team 

Valley Flood Alleviation Masterplan.
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Warehouse East NE 

Fruit and Vegetable 

Market

Automotive Centre of 

Excellence, Kingsway 

South

Units 11-20 of 

Enterprise House
Shadon Way

Imperial park Industrial 

Estate, Factory Raod

Blaydon Business 

park/Fairfield Industrial 

park, Bill Quay

Former Dunlop 

Hydraulic Vacant 

Factory/Warehouse

Units 1 to 33 on 

Earlsway, Team Valley 

Business Centre

Mayflower House, Fifth 

Avenue
Foster Court Blaydon Trade park

0.25 0.57 0.57 0.95 0.77 9.28 2.56 0.89 0.72 0.72 0.86

E20 G30 E25 E7 E79 G422 G426 G513 G530 G534 G438

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / + / / / / /

/ / / / / + / / / / /

+ -- + + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / + / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

- + + + + ++ ++ + + + +

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ - + + + ++ - + + + +

/ - + + + ++ - + + + +

/ - + + + ++ - + + + +

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / + / + + + + + + +

+ + + + + + + + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located in Flood Zone 2. 

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. 

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is partly located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is adjacent to Flood 

Zone 3. The site is located 

within a wildlife corridor 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The edge of the site is located in 

Flood Zone 3. The proposed use 

would need to assessed against 

SFRA and sequential and 

exception test and any site 

specific FRA required. Highly 

vulnerable development not 

acceptable in Flood Zone 3. Only 

more vulnerable subject to 

FRA/Exception test (Hospitals, 

residential/non residential 

uses).The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it presents 

the opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. The size of the 

site can provide opportunities 

for renewable energy and SuDs 

options. As the site is occupied, 

it is unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site specific 

SFRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located in Flood Zone 2. 

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

4 0 10 9 10 17 5 10 10 10 10
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Chatfields Tyne Tees
Former Victoria 

Institute

Birtley Building 

products Ltd, Mary 

Avenue

Rockwood pigments
Midland Steel Traders 

Ltd.
Factory Road

UK Land Estates,  Earls 

park North

Former Stadium Service 

Station, park Road

Unit 12, Station Lane 

Industrial Estate
Dobbies Garden World

Depot, Chainbridge 

Road Industrial Estate

1.7 0.78 4.86 8.95 1 0.25 0.95 0.32 0.67 1.94 1.38

G430 E128 G450 G497 G427 E45 G436 G31 E96 G158 G535

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / + / / / / / / /

/ / / + / / / / / / /

+ + + + + / + / / / +

/ / / + / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + / + + + +

+ + ++ ++ + - + / + + +

+ + + + + + / + + + +

+ -- ++ ++ + / + / + + +

+ -- ++ ++ + / + / + + +

+ -- ++ ++ + / + / + + +

+ + + + + - / ++ + + +

/ / / + / - + / / / -

+ + + + + - / + + + +

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / + / / /

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. The size of 

the site will likely restrict 

renewable energy and SuDs 

options. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test.

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is partly located 

within a wildlife corridor 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure.  As the site 

is occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

The northern boundary of 

the site is located in Flood 

Zones 2 & 3. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is partly located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. As the 

site is occupied and has 

been recently developed, it 

is unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely restrict renewable 

energy and SuDs options. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is occupied by a 

garden centre, it is unlikely 

to provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is located close to a 

Local Nature Reserve and a 

SSSI. As the site is occupied, 

it is unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

9 0 13 17 9 -2 6 6 8 8 8
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Former Blaydon 

Creamery

Car park adjacent Reflex 

Labels, Queensway
J403 Fifth Avenue

part Unit D Euro House 

Earlsway

Former ARM Services 

LTD, Earlsway

North of N269, 

Queensway

Site adjacent to 

Sainsbury's, Eleventh 

Avenue

Anson Ltd N205, 

Seventh Avenue

R386, Tenth Avenue 

West

Rubbs Building, 

Dukesway

Former factory/warehouse, 

Earlsway

3.35 0.36 0.09 0.65 0.1 0.14 0.78 2.51 1.14 1.03 0.36

G326 E18 E28 E30 E52 E62 G19 G241 G43 G464 G471

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / / / + / / +

/ / / / / / / + / / +

+ / / + + / + + + / /

+ / / / / / / + / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + - + - + + + + +

++ / - + - - + ++ + + /

+ + + - + - + + + + +

++ / / - / / - ++ + + -

++ / / - / / - ++ + + -

++ / / - / / - ++ + + -

+ / + + + + ++ + + + +

/ / + + / / / + / + +

+ + + - + - + + + / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ + + + + + + + + / /

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The size is located in Flood 

Zone 2. As the site is 

located in the Team Valley, 

it must support the SWMP. 

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. The 

site is poorly located in 

relation to the existing 

sustainable transport 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

Location in Team Valley 

restricts development of 

health facilities.  There is 

little opportunity to 

enhance the site to support 

the wildlife corridor outside 

of the demolition of the 

current structures and 

construction of buildings 

that incorporate green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

located in the Team Valley, 

it must support the SWMP. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is poorly located in relation 

to the existing sustainable 

transport infrastructure. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is partly located 

within Flood Zone 2. As the 

site is located in the Team 

Valley, it must support the 

SWMP. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - Layout 

and design requires 

consideration of TVTE 

Surface Water 

Management Plan 

integrating SuDS and Team 

Valley Flood Alleviation 

Masterplan.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the Team 

Valley, it must support the SWMP. 

The site is partly located in Flood 

Zones 2, with an edge on zone 3. The 

proposed use would need to assessed 

against SFRA and sequential and 

exception test and any site specific 

FRA required. The site is located 

within a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to enhance 

the corridor through the incoporation 

of green infrastructure. The size of 

the site can provide opportunities for 

renewable energy. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - consider 

site layout and design around the 

identified flood risk if site passes 

Sequential Test; (small % within 

FZ3B). The size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and the site will 

have to be well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A small site 

is less likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able to 

accommodate micro renewables.

14 4 5 -1 5 -2 5 18 10 8 3
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Maingate phase IIA, 

Queensway N
Loblite

Seventh Avenue / 

Queensway
Saltmeadows Road

Dukesway Court, 

Dukesway

Eighth Avenue, 

Dukesway

Former Morrisons 

Depot

B&Q plc, Units 1-14 The 

Sands Industrial Estate
Works Site, Station Lane

Fendorhansen, Heworth 

House, William Street

North East Wholesale 

Fruit and Veg Market, 

Derwent Avenue, 

Earlsway

2.49 0.64 0.68 0.31 0.35 0.66 5.55 0.56 0.34 0.88 1

G501 G505 G509 G517 G525 G527 G180 G373a E6 E146 G521

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

+ / / / / / + / / / /

+ / / / / / + / / / /

+ / / / / / + + / + /

/ / / / / / + / / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + / / / ++ / / ++ /

++ + + / / + ++ + / + +

+ + + / / / ++ / / ++ /

- - + / / + ++ - -- + +

- - + / / + ++ - -- + +

- - + / / + ++ - -- + +

+ + + + + + + + / + +

+ + / + / / + + + / +

+ + + / / / ++ / + ++ /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / / + / + / / + / +

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located in Flood Zone 2. 

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is located in Flood Zone 2. 

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation c - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The 

edge of the site is partly 

located in Flood Zone 2. As 

the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

  The site is fairly poorly 

located in relation to the 

existing sustainable 

transport. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and is adjacent to 

a Local Nature Reserve, and 

it presents the opportunity 

to enhance the corridor  

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP.  As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is very well 

connected to sustainable 

transport links, with bus 

stops and Heworth Metro 

and railway station nearby. 

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located in flood 

zone 2. The site is located 

within a wildlife corridor 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

Part of the western edge of 

the site is located within 

flood zone 3b and the rest 

of the site is located within 

flood zone 3a. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; also 

subject to high risk flooding 

from surface water. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is very well 

connected to sustainable 

transport links, with Felling 

and Heworth Metro 

stations nearby. As the site 

is occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP.  The 

site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

7 3 8 3 1 6 20 1 -3 12 7
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Council Depot, 

Shearlegs Road

Council Depot, park 

Road

Land south of 

Portobello Trade Park

Land on North Side of 

Station Approach 

between 2 Industrial 

Buildings

Fairfield Industrial 

Estate

Site of Former 

Chemicals Factory, 

North of Elementis 

Pigments

West of Follingsby Way
Follingsby Avenue, 

North
White Rose Way

Site west of Woodside 

Walk
Land at Whinfield

2.61 1.7 1.2 0.9 7.59 3.75 1.78 0.92 3.3 1.03 0.51

E160 E159 G300b G456 G130 E148 G391 G392 G384a G353b G20

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / - + / / / + / /

/ / / - + / / / + / /

+ + + + + / + + + + +

/ / / - + / / / + / /

/ / / / / / / / / - /

/ / + + - - / / / - -

++ + + + ++ ++ + + ++ + +

/ / + + - - / / / - -

++ + + + -- ++ + + ++ + +

++ + + + -- ++ + + ++ + +

++ + + + -- ++ + + ++ + +

+ + + / + + + + + / /

/ / / + + - + + / - -

/ / + + - - / / / - -

/ / / / / / / / / / /

/ / + + / / + + + / +

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. The site is 

close to the urban core, but 

sustainable transport 

options are not very close. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA and DIA 

required.

As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. The site is 

close to the urban core, but 

sustainable transport 

options are not very close. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA and DIA 

required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP.  The 

site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. Site 

consists of green open 

space used for sports. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

Part of the site is within 

flood zone 3. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

Access to the site is poor. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

  As the site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. The site is 

adjacent to a wildlife 

corridor, but contains an 

area of trees and grassland 

in its southern portion. 

Access to site and 

sustainable transport 

options are fairly poor. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA.

The site is partly located 

within a wildlife corridor 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. The 

presence of a pond on site 

may mean development 

negatively affects the 

environment. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located adjacent 

to a SSSI and LNR. It also 

contains a SAM within the 

site boundary. The site may 

be designed in a way that 

could minimise negative 

impacts to the SAM.  As the 

site is occupied, it is 

unlikely to provide 

additional employment 

opportunities. Access to the 

site is via residential 

streets. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located adjacent 

to a SSSI and LNR. Access to 

the site is via residential 

streets. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

10 6 10 7 -1 5 8 8 14 0 2
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Heworth Metro - Long 

stay car park

premier Inn / Esso, 

Derwenthaugh Road
Clasper Way

Land Adjacent to 

Whickham Industrial 

Estate

palmerston Walk, 

Clasper Village

Land at Follingsby 

Avenue, Follingsby park

part of Clockmill Road 

Works

Derwentwater Road, 

Bensham (also NEBS)

Former Council Depot, 

Swalwell Bank

Princesway Central / 

Centralway

Land North of MGM 

House

3.64 1.53 3.31 0.14 1.72 0.76 0.12 1.78 0.85 1.28 0.18

E147 E156 E157 G453 E138 E150 E42 G461 G201 G396 G424

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

+ / / / + / - + + / /

+ / / / + / - + + / /

+ / / / + + / + + + /

- / / / + / - + / / /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

++ - / / + / + ++ + + -

++ + ++ / + + - + + + -

++ - / / + / + + + + /

++ - - / + + -- -- + + /

++ - - / + + -- -- + + /

++ - - / + + -- -- + + /

+ + + / + / + + + / +

+ + + / + + + + + / +

++ - / / + / + ++ + + -

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / / + + + / + + + /

The site is very well 

connected to sustainable 

transport links, adjacent to 

Heworth Metro station.  

The size of the site provides 

opportunities for 

renewable energy and SuDs 

options. The site is located 

within a wildlife corridor 

and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

Part of the site is within 

flood zone 2. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA and DIA 

required.

Part of the site is within 

flood zone 2. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. As the site is 

occupied, it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA and DIA 

required.

 The size of the site will 

likely restrict renewable 

energy and SuDs options. 

The site is partly greenbelt 

and  is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. Access 

is via a narrow road. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

 The size of the site will 

likely restrict renewable 

energy and SuDs options. 

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

 The size of the site will 

likely restrict renewable 

energy and SuDs options. 

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA and DIA 

required.

The site is currently 

occupied by a youth club, 

offering community 

services and a basketball 

court. The site is located in 

flood zone 2 and partly 

within flood zone 3. The 

size of the site will likely 

restrict renewable energy 

and SuDs options. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation C - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test.

Part of the site is within 

flood zone 2. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. The site has 

good sustainable transport 

links, close to Dunston 

station. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A - site 

specific FRA required.

The size of the site provides 

opportunites for renewable 

energy and SuDs options.  

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. There 

are reasonable sustainable 

transport links nearby. The 

size of the site provides 

opportunites for renewable 

energy and SuDs options. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

The size of the site will 

likely restrict renewable 

energy and SuDs options. 

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. There 

are limited options for 

sustainable transport 

nearby. The site is in 

Newburn Ford battlefield 

area. DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation E - 

can be allocated on flood 

risk grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval.

19 -3 1 1 14 7 -5 7 13 9 -1
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Baltic Business Centre / 

Clark Chapmans Works
Derwenthaugh Marina

Kingsway Interchange, 

Chowdene
Queensway/Third Ave

Units 1 and 2 Durham 

Road Trading Estate

Old Fold, Land at East 

Gateshead
Portobello Trade Park

Vance Court/ Storey 

Court, Blaydon Haughs 

Industrial Estate

Car park, Ninth Avenue/ 

Kingsway South

Car park, Ninth Avenue 

East

Land West of 

Derwenthaugh Road

2.8 0.28 0.1 0.17 0.36 18.26 3.09 1.55 0.71 0.41 9

G495b E155 E34 G385 E158 G73 E124 G443 E14 E15 G193

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

+ - / / / - + / / / /

+ - / / / - + / / / /

+ / / / + + + + + + +

+ - / / - -- / / / / -

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / + + + ++ + + + + /

++ / - - / ++ ++ + + / ++

+ / + + + ++ + + + + /

++ - / - / ++ ++ + + / --

++ - / - / ++ ++ + + / --

++ - / - / ++ ++ + + / --

+ + + / / / + + + + --

+ + + / / / / + / / --

+ / + + + ++ + + + + /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ / + + + + / / + + +

The size of the site provides 

opportunites for renewable 

energy and SuDs options.  

The site is located adjacent 

to a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. The 

site is close to Gateshead 

Stadium Metro station. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site is located on the 

boundary of flood zone 3. 

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. There 

are some sustainable 

transport links nearby, but 

access is along a narrow 

unmarked road. Site is 

currently occupied and is 

used by sea cadets. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA and DIA 

required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The 

size of the site will likely 

restrict renewable energy 

and SuDs options. The site 

is located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure.   DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA and DIA 

required.

The site is located within 

flood zone 2, but as it is in 

the Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The 

size of the site will likely 

restrict renewable energy 

and SuDs options.  DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation A - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is currently grassed 

and may have some 

amenity value to the local 

community.  DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA and DIA 

required. The size of the 

site will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is close to 

Gateshead Stadium Metro 

station. The site is currently 

used for sports facilities 

and amenity 

grassland/open space.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is currently 

occupied it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

As the site is currently 

occupied it is unlikely to 

provide additional 

employment opportunities. 

The site is located adjacent 

to a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation C - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located partly in 

flood zone 3 and almost 

entirely within flood zone 

2. It is close to Shibdon 

Pond LNR and SSSI and is 

designated as a LWS due to 

its potential value as 

wetland habitat. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation A - 

Withdrawal of site - 

functional floodplain.

18 -4 5 0 4 12 15 10 10 6 -7
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Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Land Between A.E.I. Car 

park And London-

Edinburgh Railway

Store Yard, Low Fell 

Sidings

Land on West Side of 

Dukesway between 

Fourth Avenue and Don 

Street

North of Thermon UK 

LTD, Queensway
Station Lane, Birtley

Bill Quay Industrial 

Estate

part of High Spen 

Industrial Estate
Tyne Marshalling Yards

Land west of Heworth 

Way, Green Lane 

Industrial Estate

Land East Of, 

Derwenthaugh Marina, 

Derwenthaugh Road

Land Between River 

Tyne And, Banks & 

pearson Courts

2.9 3.75 1.91 0.5 0.13 3.95 1.3 34.74 0.69 0.66 0.65

G269 G28 G457 E17 E48 G21 G393 G190 G38 G22 G26

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

+ + / / / + + + / / /

+ + / / / + + + / / /

+ + + + / + / + / / +

/ / - / / / / + / / /

/ / / / / / / - / / /

+ / / + + - / - + - /

++ ++ + + - + + ++ + + +

+ - / + + - / - + - /

-- ++ -- + / -- + ++ + -- +

-- ++ -- + / -- + ++ + -- +

-- ++ -- + / -- + ++ + -- +

/ + - + + / - + + + /

- + / / / - / - / + /

+ / / + + - / - + - /

/ / / / / / / / / / /

+ + + + + + + + + + +

The site is located partly in 

flood zone 3 and almost 

entirely within flood zone 

2. The site is likely to have 

moderate ecological value 

as it is well vegetated and 

adjacent to a watercourse.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation A - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; also 

subject to high risk flooding 

from surface water.

There are some sustainable 

transport links nearby, but 

road access to the site is 

very poor. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located partly in 

flood zone 3 and almost 

entirely within flood zone 

2. As the site is located in 

the Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

is used as amenity open 

space and contains 

grassland and mature trees.  

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation A - 

Withdrawal of site - 

functional floodplain.

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation C - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located partly in 

flood zones 2 and 3. A 

significant portion of the 

site is woodland, and it also 

lies adjacent to a LWS. 

Access and sustainable 

transport is limited. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation A - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located adjacent 

to a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. The 

site is greenfield and may 

have some 

community/amenity value. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

The site intersects with a 

SAM and the design of the 

site could be done in a way 

to mimise negative 

impacts. The site severs 

two areas of greenbelt and 

lies adjacent to Longacre 

Wood LWS.  Sustainable 

transport options and 

access is poor. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

 Road access is poor, 

however the site is located 

close to Pelaw Metro 

station. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is within flood zone 

3. Pedestrian access from 

the nearest bus stop 

involves crossing the 

railway at an unsignalled 

level-crossing. The site is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor and it presents the 

opportunity to enhance the 

corridor through the 

incoporation of green 

infrastructure. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A - site 

specific FRA required.

The site is located adjacent 

to a wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure, 

however the site has 

significant tree 

cover.DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required.

2 13 -5 10 4 -5 6 9 9 -5 6

2017s-5644  Sustainability Appraisal Report Draft 46



Area (ha)

Site Number (Housing) /Site Reference (ELR):

Site Type
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities: 

Housing and development

2. Ensure that equality, diversity, and integration are 

embedded in all future development.

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Newcastle
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health
5. Promote, enhance, and respect our culture, 

heritage, and diversity
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods, 

and services

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Renewable energy

7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Sustainable transport and 

development
7a. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change – Flood risk
7b. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change: Adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 

development
8a. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Flooding
8b. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 

globally: Sustainable development
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure
10a. Strengthening our economy: Accessibility and 

infrastructure

10b. Strengthening our economy: Mineral extraction

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market

Comments:

Sustainability Score

Land on West Side of 

Queensway North, 

North Junction with 

Fifth Avenue

Land on East Side of 

Queensway North, 

North of Junction with 

Fifth Avenue

Land to the west of 

Flogas Depot

Land west of Galaxy 

Business Park

Land north of Latham 

James
Land at Stoneygate Lane

Vacant land adjacent to 

South Follingsby Farm

Former Pelaw Shirt 

Factory

Regent Garage Ltd, 

Crowley Works Hexham 

Road

Land North of 

Stoneygate Close

0.91 1.57 0.45 0.43 0.36 0.54 1.29 1 0.31 2.51

G454 G455 G62 G514 E163 G421a G310a G221 G288 G421

ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR ELR

/ / / / / / / + / /

/ / / / / / / + / /

+ + + + + / + / / +

- - / / / / / / / /

/ / / / / / / + / /

+ + - - + ++ / / + ++

+ + / / / + + + / ++

+ + - - / ++ / ++ + ++

+ - / / / + + + - ++

+ - / / / + + + - ++

+ - / / / + + + - ++

- - + + + + + + + +

/ / / / + + + / / +

+ + - - / ++ / ++ + ++

/ / / / / / / / / /

+ + / / + + + + / +

As the site is located in the 

Team Valley, it must 

support the SWMP. The site 

contains a number of 

mature trees and is located 

within a wildlife corridor. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation A - 

subject to surface water 

drainage based FRA.

The site is located in Flood 

Zones 2 and 3. As the site is 

located in the Team Valley, 

it must support the SWMP. 

The site contains a number 

of mature trees and is 

located within a wildlife 

corridor. Likely to have high 

amenity and ecological 

value. DRAFT SFRA 

(October 2017) 

recommendation A - 

consider site layout and 

design around the 

identified flood risk if site 

passes Sequential Test; 

(Avoiding FZ3B (13.38% 

within FZ3B).

The site is located within 

the Newburn Ford 

battlefield area. Site is 

currently occupied and 

therefore may not provide 

additional employment. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located within 

the Newburn Ford 

battlefield area. Site is 

currently occupied and 

therefore may not provide 

additional employment. 

DRAFT SFRA (October 

2017) recommendation D - 

site specific FRA required. 

The size of the site will 

likely reduce SuDs options 

and the site will have to be 

well designed to handle 

surface water flood risk. A 

small site is less likely to 

have decentralised energy, 

but should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and 

adjacent to a LWS. It 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance these features 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. DRAFT 

SFRA (October 2017) 

recommendation D - site 

specific FRA required. The 

size of the site will likely 

reduce SuDs options and 

the site will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. The 

site is close to Heworth 

Metro station and is served 

by a number of buses. Can 

be allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval. The size 

of the site will likely reduce 

SuDs options and the site 

will have to be well 

designed to handle surface 

water flood risk. A small 

site is less likely to have 

decentralised energy, but 

should be able to 

accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is located within a 

wildlife corridor and it 

presents the opportunity to 

enhance the corridor 

through the incoporation of 

green infrastructure. Can 

be allocated on flood risk 

grounds subject to 

LPA/LLFA approval

The Heworth Metro Station 

is within walking distance 

of the site. The site is 

adjacent to the 

Pelaw/Heworth Area of 

Special Character and 

presents the potential for 

the new development to 

enhance the area.

The site is located in Flood 

Zone 2. The site is currently 

developped. The size of the 

site will likely reduce SuDs 

options and the site will 

have to be well designed to 

handle surface water flood 

risk. A small site is less 

likely to have decentralised 

energy, but should be able 

to accommodate micro 

renewables.

The site is supported by 

Heworth Metro Station. 

The size of the site will 

likely support SuDs and 

renewable energy options, 

however that would 

require the demolition of 

the developments currently 

on site. The site is located 

within the wildlife corridor 

and offers the opportunity 

to incorporate green 

infrastructure to support 

wildlife movement. 
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Gateshead Council Development Plan Policies (MSGP) Sustainability Appraisal (SA) Matrices 

This assessment is based on the MSGP received 27th July 2017 and links to a separate site assessment and amendments to the MSGP policy received 29th September 2017 which will feed into the 
main SA report. 

It’s based on following matrix. 

Impact significance 
 

Impact Symbol 

Significant positive impact ++ 

Minor positive impact + 

 Neutral impact / 

Minor negative impact - 

Significant negative impact -- 

Uncertain impact ? 
 

Key Headlines from policy summaries  

 There is the need for a policy addressing renewable energy for new housing and employment developments could be strengthened by establishing links between MSGP policies 1,10,13,25 and 29 and 
CSUCP policies CS15 and CS16. 

 The benefits of using derelict or previously developed land should be highlighted in the overall summary of the sites appraisal assessment 
 Sustainable design, and surface water drainage requirements should be incorporated into allocation requirements for employment and housing to help achieve adaptation to climate change. Using the 

evidence form the SFRA and the requirements for all major development to accommodate SuDs, is in accordance with national policy and SuDs SPD referred to in supporting text of MSGP policies 30 and 31. 
Needs to be reflected in wording of MSGP policy 30 because MSGP only refers to requirements for SuDs in critical drainage areas where technical feasible. The avoidance of development within the 
floodplain should help to mitigate and adapt to impacts of climate change. There is a sequential test report which forms part of the evidence of the MSGP. This would indicate XXX MSGP 30 does not prevent 
development in the floodplain. 

 There is the need for a number of MSGP policies to draw the linkages of sustainable development and design and linkages to CSUCP. 
 The allocation of employment land uses will help to directly strengthen the diversity of economic growth in the long term, ensuring access to jobs and benefiting from existing transport network infrastructure. 
 Avoidance of allocations on flood plains should help to adapt to climate change minimising vulnerability to flood risks 
 The River Tyne policy links well to sustainable place making of Newcastle and Gateshead and adaptation to climate change through avoidance of development within the river corridor and maximising 

connectivity of pedestrian and cycle routes to and from work. 
 Key linkages existing between MSGP policies within the SEA topics will be identified within the report 

 

Economic Prosperity 
 
Policy MGSP 1. Employment Land Supply 
Sites with capacity for 34.69 hectares of net developable employment land are allocated for B1, B2 and B8 uses, as represented in the Policies Map. 
A minimum supply of 24 hectares of deliverable employment land, capable of meeting quantitative and qualitative needs over a rolling five year period will be maintained for B1, B2 and B8 uses. 
 
Sites allocated for employment use provide a diverse range of available sites that are likely to come forward for development within the plan period.  Sites are allocated to meet quantitative and qualitative needs for 
development over the plan period, providing a range of development opportunities capable of meeting future business needs across anticipated growth sectors.  The availability of employment land will be kept 
under regular review to ensure that an appropriate supply is maintained to meet short term needs.  Appendix X identifies sites allocated for employment uses (within use classes B1, B2 and B8).  Sites are also 
represented on the Policies Map accompanying the Plan. 
 
Sites have also been allocated for employment use within the CSUCP at the Urban Core, and at Follingsby South.  The Urban Core is the priority location for new office floor space in Gateshead, while Follingsby 
South provides a strategic development site capable of supporting growth in the distribution and logistics sector.  The Council is currently working with developers and other stakeholders to bring forward 
development at these locations. 
 
A summary of the sites assessment is provided separately. 
 
Summary 
Social: + 



The protection of uses within existing employment areas should ensure that employment land is retained for a range of business/employment uses. The key employment areas in Gateshead provide employment in 
many areas of Gateshead’s deprived areas. They are areas which are also served by existing transport links minimising any increase in traffic and helping to minimise greenhouse gas emissions that can affect air 
quality and human health.  Whilst deprivation is not a defined equality issue under the Equality Act, 2010, areas of deprivation tend to be characterised by higher levels of poor health than elsewhere and retaining 
employment land provides job opportunities for residents in these areas. The total ha of allocation of these B1, B3 and B8 will provide a similar size provision to Newcastle 22.6ha planned provision. The provision 
of employment land which is accessible will increase workforce diversity and ensure equality of opportunities. 
 
Environmental: + to – 
There are some MSGP1 sites located within Flood zones 2 and 3 and therefore those sites will be at increased risk of flooding. The sequential test report was not available at time of this review. The application of 
policy MSGP 30 (Flood Risk Management) and approach set out in sequential test could help to mitigate the risks. This policy (MSGP1) could directly benefit from an update to MSGP 30 to restrict development in 
Flood Zone 3b and promotion of sustainable design and sustainable drainage should help to minimise surface water flood risk. Protection of certain uses on employment land provision could maintain range and 
diversity of employment land provision. The indirect negative impacts/some positive impacts on natural and historic environment could be mitigated with the application of CSUCP policies CS15, CS16, CS17 and 
CS18, as well as MSGP policies MSGP17 (Transport aspects of the design of new development), MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management), MSGP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) and MSGP40 (Open 
Space/Accessible Natural Greenspace/Allotments/Sports Pitches). Promotion of low carbon and renewable energy sources for these employment areas should be encouraged within the policy to help adapt and 
mitigate to climate change impacts. It’s not clear within this policy appraisal whether the allocated sites form derelict or previously developed sites.  
  
Economic: + 
The new employment land should directly provide development opportunities for new and existing businesses. Existing businesses within the employment areas may have the opportunity to expand into adjacent 
land or move onto larger employment sites. The protection of these sites by policy MSGP1 should ensure there is a range of quality sites available and retain existing employment.  
Without the enhancement of the infrastructure presently in place in Team Valley Trading Estate and Follingsby Park, it is possible that the addition of employment land within the two locations could lead to an 
increase in localised traffic/degradation of local infrastructure. However, this impact could be mitigated through the simultaneous application of policy MSGP 17 (Transport aspects of the design of new 
development). The provision of employment land (MSGP1) will support the need for 512,000 square metres of office space by 2030 (20% Gateshead and 80% Newcastle) identified in the CSUSCP. The urban core 
is a priority location for new office space and will accommodate 75% of Gateshead and Newcastle’s office growth and support the continued evolution of regionally significant office location. 25% of office sites will 
be taken forward in the defined centres of Metrogreen, Team Valley and Newcastle International Airport.  
The provision of land for employment opportunities limited to B1, B2 and B8 uses should help to directly maintain the range of employment land uses, sustaining economic growth and jobs. Many of the sites are 
located within key employment areas which benefit from existing transport network system. 
 
This policy accords with the CSUCP Policy CS5 Employment and economic growth priorities and CS6 Employment land and will help to achieve strategic objective S02 (CSUCP) to increase in our economic 
performance, resilience, levels of entrepreneurship skills and business formation by promoting Gateshead and Newcastle as the strong economic focus and ensuring the supply of suitable flexible and diverse 
business accommodation. 
 
Add sites summary. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The supporting text of the policy could help to 
strengthen policy by making explicit links to CSUCP 
policies CS5, CS6 CS15, CS16, CS17 and CS18 and 
MSGP policies MSGP17, MSGP30, MSGP38 and 
MSGP40. 

 

Typo in the summary of economic impacts refers to B2, B3 and B8 – should be B1, B2 and B8 uses 

Not sure what’s meant by the sentence beginning “As many of the sites are located within…” – doesn’t 
relate to the preceding sentence, and seems to contradict what’s said the assessment of MSGP2 
against SA objective 4? 

Not sure what’s meant by the suggestion of “Stronger linkages in policy back to CSUCP…”  Relevant 
policies were considered in assessing the suitability of sites (as detailed in the ELR), but it would not be 
appropriate for MSGP1 to repeat the content of other policies? 

Only employment sites within Team Valley Trading Estate are at high risk of flooding (FZ 2 E153 
Queenway North and G19 Eleventh Ave). There are no alternative developable sites in TVTE given the 
restricted capacity and extensive flood risk. Flood risk in TVTE will be mitigated through Team Valley 
Flood Alleviation Scheme (safeguarded sites identified in Policy MSGP32) and development having to 
consider TVTE SMWP and Team Valley flood masterplan (MSGP30 Policy). 

Some minor changes to policy and headlines.  

 

 

 

Economic Prosperity 
 
Policy MSGP 2. Key Employment Areas 



Team Valley Trading Estate and Follingsby Park are our Key Employment Areas which make a significant contribution to the economy of Gateshead, and to the wider region.  Their continued 
success will be supported by ensuring that a suitable range of land and premises in Key Employment Areas are available for businesses operating within B1, B2 and B8 uses. 
 
MSGP2.1 Team Valley Trading Estate Key Employment Area 
Development and change of use proposals within the Team Valley Trading Estate will support the sustainable growth of Gateshead’s economy, particularly through advanced manufacturing, 
engineering, and the low carbon and renewable technology sectors.  
 
Development and change of use proposals for B1, B2 and B8 uses, and other business activities that complement industrial areas, will be permitted.  
 
All development and change of use proposals for B1a office development must demonstrate an operational reason for locating within the Team Valley and be compatible with existing business 
activity on the estate. 
 
MSGP2.2 Follingsby Park Key Employment Area 
The Follingsby Park Key Employment Area will accommodate growth in the distribution and logistics sectors.  Development and change of use proposals for B8 uses within the Key Employment 
Area will be supported.  Within the northern part of the Key Employment Area (areas north of Follingsby Lane), proposals for B1b, B1c, and B2 uses will be supported where it can be demonstrated 
that they would be compatible with Follingsby Park’s role as a strategically important distribution park. 
  
Gateshead’s Key Employment Areas have made a significant contribution to economic growth in the Borough over recent years, and these locations offer the most commercially attractive and strategically 
appropriate locations for future business growth in Gateshead outside of the Urban Core.  The continued success of Team Valley Trading Estate and Follingsby Park in accommodating new and expanding 
businesses operating in the B use classes will be critical in supporting growth in key sectors of Gateshead’s economy.   
 
Team Valley Trading Estate is the region’s premier industrial estate, identified in CSUCP policies CS3 and CS5 as a Key Employment Area that will continue to play an important role in supporting the expansion of 
the advanced manufacturing and engineering sector in Gateshead.  Policy CS6 also identified Team Valley as an appropriate location for office development that cannot be accommodated within the Urban Core.  
Follingsby Park has accommodated considerable expansion in the distribution and logistics sector in the past, and was identified as a Key Employment Area in CSUCP policies CS4 and CS5.  It has excellent 
access to the Strategic Road Network providing an attractive location for new and expanding businesses, primarily those operating in B8 use.  The potential to accommodate anticipated medium / long term growth 
in the distribution and logistics sector resulted in the allocation of the South of Follingsby Lane site for B8 use within CSUCP policy KEA2.  Sites within the northern part of Follingsby Park (north of Follingsby Lane) 
are likely to be most attractive to businesses operating within the distribution and logistics sector.  However, policy E2 provides flexibility for new and expanding businesses at this part of Follingsby Park.  Where 
applicants are able to demonstrate that proposals would be compatible with the location’s primary function as a distribution park, proposals that seek to provide or incorporate B1b, B1c and/or B2 uses may be 
acceptable where such uses are required to meet the diverse needs of businesses. 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing community cohesion 

and the promotion of strong, inclusive communities. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and 
integration. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective 
so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because by supporting 
economic development in Gateshead, the policy may assist in the development 
and retention of a skilled work force. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

/ M, L  Access to the key employment area of Team Valley) relies heavily on the 
private car despite them being supported by sustainable bus transportation 
because of the large provision of free car parking and layout and proximity.  
By increasing development within the employment areas, the policy may 
negatively impact air quality and human health. However, simultaneous 
application of MSGP4 (Loss of employment land) supports mixed use in 
employment areas that may decrease the number of trips people take that 
could help to improve air quality. This policy may benefit from the provision of 
subsidised public transport services. This policy relates to CSUCP policy CS13 
Transport. 
The employment sites relate well to key employment areas and existing public 
transport system and there is provision for land to improve the transport system 
in MSGP18. 



 Access to employment can benefit health and wellbeing of existing communities 
and quality of place making. 

 There is one additional healthcare facility proposed by MSGP45 in South 
Gateshead. There are no further provisions for facilities to wards in North of 
Gateshead which are within an overall rating of 10% most deprived IMD 
(DCLG, 2015) and 10% most deprived wards in Gateshead. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage 
and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and 
diversity. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective 
so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

+ S, M, L  By ensuring the viability of the key employment areas, the policy is supporting 
the SA objective as it is ensuring good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and 
services in Gateshead.  

 Additionally, the key employment areas are supported by sustainable transport, 
which may reduce reliance on the private car; however, currently there is still a 
heavy reliance private cars.  Because of ample free car parking and layout of 
these areas. 

 The policy can be strengthened by reducing the amount of car parking in key 
employment areas to the amount required for the development to operate. 
Whilst recognising the benefits of car use by disabled people to gain access to 
work opportunities. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate 

change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
 
 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change 

and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

/ S, M, L  Follingsby Park supports the objective as it is not located within a Flood Zone.  
 In terms of reducing contributions to climate change, this policy could be 

strengthened by the promotion of energy efficiency, sustainable design, 
promotion of low carbon and renewable energy sources and promotion of 
sustainable drainage systems. 

  
/ S, M, L  Follingsby Park supports the objective as it is not located within a Flood Zone.  

 The Team Valley is at risk of flooding as the park is located in Flood Zones 2 
and 3 associated with the Team River and Black Burn. Simultaneous 
application of sequential test report and MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) 
should mitigate some of the negative impacts. The evidence base for the 
MSGP includes team valley integrated flood model flood risk for TVTE. There is 
also a Team Valley Flood Alleviation scheme. 

 New developments will not impact on wildlife corridors and open space 
network. The simultaneous application of MSGP30 and MSGP38 could help 
mitigate negative impacts.  

 Reduction in tree coverage and permeable areas for infiltration could make 
development more susceptible to increases in temperature and increased 
surface water flood risk associated with climate change impacts, 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  Follingsby Park supports the objective as it is not located within a Flood Zone.  
 The Team Valley is at risk of flooding as the park is located in Flood Zones 2 

and 3 associated with the Team River and Black Burn. Simultaneous 
application of MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) should mitigate some of the 
negative impacts. 

 Both key employment areas are well established and benefit from a flood 
alleviation scheme, SFRA and sequential test report evidence and relate well to 
previously developed land and existing public transport system. 

 The policy supports the SA objective as there is the opportunity to develop on 
derelict / previously developed land. 

 There is the opportunity to require new developments to utilise sustainable 
construction methods and design and clean technologies. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/ S, M, L  There are no developments within key employment areas which could impact 
on wildlife corridors and simultaneous application of MSGP38 (Biodiversity and 
Geodiversity) should mitigate negative impacts. 



Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy ++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports economic growth by providing improved 

opportunities for new and existing businesses. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly nurtures economic growth and improved opportunities for 

new and existing industrial businesses which could improve employment 
opportunities and reduce unemployment. 

 
Summary 
Social: +   and /  
The policy has been judged as having neutral and positive effects on the social sustainability objectives. The policy will have a neutral effect on objectives 1, 2 and 5 as the policy does not have any clear 
relationship or influence on objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
 
The policy will have a positive effect as a result of supporting good accessibility to jobs, goods, services and facilities, and the development and retention of a skilled work force. Additionally, the key employment 
areas are supported by sustainable transport, which may reduce reliance on the private car; however, currently there is still a heavy reliance private cars because of the large provision of free car parking in Team 
Valley. This policy could be strengthened by incorporating requirement for subsidised public transport services  
 
The policy can be strengthened by reducing the amount of car parking in key employment areas to the amount required for the development to operate and provide access for all. Making linkages in the policy 
supporting text to CSUCP policy CS13 Transport. The policy may have a negative impact on objective 4 because access to the key employment areas relies heavily on the private car despite them being supported 
by sustainable transportation. By increasing development within the employment areas, the policy may negatively impact air quality and human health. However, simultaneous application of MSGP4 (Loss of 
employment land) supports mixed use in employment areas that may decrease the number of trips people take; this could help to improve air quality. 
 
Environmental: + and / 
The policy has been assessed as having positive and negative effects. The positive effects are associated with Follingsby Park not being located within a Flood Zone. However, the Team Valley is located in Flood 
Zones 2 and 3. Simultaneous application of MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) should mitigate some of the negative impacts. Incorporation of sustainable design, surface water drainage and local low carbon or 
renewable energy sources could help improve positive impacts of development in these existing key employment areas. There is the opportunity to require new developments to utilise sustainable construction 
methods and design and clean technologies. The evidence base for the MSGP includes team valley integrated flood model flood risk for TVTE. There is also a Team Valley Flood Alleviation scheme. The policy 
supports the SA objective as there is the opportunity to develop on derelict / previously developed land. 
 
Economic: + + 
The policy will have a positive effect because by revising the boundaries of the employment areas, the policy supports economic growth and provides improved opportunities for new and existing industrial 
businesses which could improve employment opportunities and reduce unemployment. 
 
This policy accords with the CSUCP spatial strategy for sustainable growth CS1 and CS5 Employment and economic growth priorities where Team Valley and Walker Riverside are identified to accommodate 
clusters of engineering and environmental technologies which complement the focus on professional and financial services, creative industries and media in the urban core and healthcare linked to our hospitals, 
Centre for life and universities. CS5 recognises the importance to maintain the attractiveness of our Employment areas to business through improvements to the road network enhancement of green infrastructure, 
improvements to public transport provision and the pedestrian and cycle networks and refurbishment of existing premises. It also recognises the importance of remaining competitive in a changing economy to 
support our growing knowledge and creative industries, access to high speed broadband and digital infrastructure. This policy links with MSGP 9 Digital Infrastructure, MSGP18 Safeguarded land for transport 
improvements, MSGP 33 Maintaining, protecting and enhancing green infrastructure. The emphasis from CS5 would suggest strong links with CSUCP policies CS13, CS15 and CS18. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Incorporation of sustainable design, surface water 
drainage and low carbon or renewable energy sources 
should help to improve positive environmental and social 
impacts of adaptation to climate change. 
 
The policy can be strengthened by reducing the amount 
of car parking in key employment areas to the amount 
required for the development to operate and provide 
access for all. 

Assessment against SA objective 4 could consider application of 
CS11 and MSGP policies on transport? 

7b: development within TVTE in compliance with CS17, along with 
the TV flood alleviation project (not given an MSGP policy) has 
potential to reduce flood risk in the TVTE? 

Reference to wildlife corridor impacts here, and in comments on 
SAO 9 double-count potential ecological impacts (which could be 
mitigated through application of other policies anyway).   

Objective 7/8 should mention Team Valley Integrated Flood model 
flood risk for TVTE.  
 
Team Valley Trading Estate will be mitigated as per Team Valley 
Flood Alleviation Scheme (safeguarded sites identified in Policy 

 



MSGP32) and development having regard to TVTE SMWP and 
Team Valley flood masterplan (MSGP30 Policy). 

 

Economic Prosperity 
 
Policy MSGP 3. Other Employment Areas 
The ability of Gateshead’s other Employment Areas to provide a range of land and premises capable of accommodating the needs of new and existing businesses operating within B1b, B1c, B2 and 
B8 uses will be supported.  Main Employment Areas are identified at: 

MSGP3.1 Addison 
MSGP3.2 Blaydon / Derwenthaugh 
MSGP3.3 Durham Road, Birtley   
MSGP3.4 East Gateshead 
MSGP3.5 Felling 
MSGP3.6 Portobello, Birtley 

Local Employment Areas are identified at: 
MSGP3.7   Stargate 
MSGP3.8 Teams 
MSGP3.9 Whickham 
MSGP3.10 Whinfield 

Changing needs for employment land have made it necessary to revise the boundaries of some employment areas that were allocated within the 2007 UDP.  The boundaries of main and local employment areas 
now identified on the Policies Map provide well-defined industrial areas, and include land which is suitable for B class uses.   
 
Gateshead’s Main Employment Areas cover a total of 300 ha of employment land.  Cumulatively they constitute a significant asset for the region’s economy, and have contributed to Gateshead’s relatively strong 
economic performance over past years.  Situated in accessible locations across the Borough, Main Employment Areas offer a range of land and premises for industrial uses, supporting the needs of local 
businesses, as well as attracting larger-scale investment.  Local Employment Areas are smaller in scale.  They primarily serve to meet the needs of local businesses, particularly in rural areas, and provide 
employment opportunities close to Gateshead’s existing residential communities. 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing community cohesion and 

the promotion of strong, inclusive communities. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity 
and integration are embedded in 
all future development 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and 
integration. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so 
the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

3. Improve educational 
achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

+ S, M, L  By revising the boundaries of the employment areas, the policy indirectly supports 
the SA objective as it should enable employment opportunities that may contribute 
towards developing and retaining a skilled workforce. 

4. Improve health and well-being 
and reduce inequalities in health 

/+ ?  There may be some types of industrial development, which could have a negative 
impact to health and well-being of residents in the surrounding area. The provision 
of employment opportunities is likely to make a positive contribution to health and 
wellbeing, via improved access to employment and amenity issues considered by 
other MSGP and CSUCP policies. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect 
our culture, heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and 
diversity. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the 
effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective because revising the boundaries of the 
employment areas should enable increased employment opportunities, improving 
access to jobs across Gateshead. 

 
Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 

impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change 

+ S, M, L  By revising the boundaries of the employment areas to encourage industrial 
activities in designated areas, the policy will be supporting the SA objective as the 
developments can rely on sustainable transport systems already in place thus 



b. Make sure we adapt to the 
effects of climate change and 
mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

helping to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. This policy also supports sustainable 
design. 

 Should the development place additional pressure on the transport system, 
simultaneous application of MSGP16 (Mitigating impacts of development on the 
transport network) should mitigate negative impacts. 

 The location of these sites and flood risk are supported by SFRA and sequential test 
report and other Local Plan evidence. 

8. Live within environmental limits, 
both locally and globally 

+ S, M, L  By revising the boundaries of the employment areas to encourage industrial 
activities in designated areas, the policy will be indirectly supporting the SA objective 
as the developments can rely on sustainable transport systems already in place. 
This policy also supports sustainable design. 

9. Protect and enhance our 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective because by revising the currently boundaries, 
the policy may reduce the demand to expand in other areas that may negatively 
impact wildlife movement and biodiversity/geodiversity. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  By revising the boundaries of the employment areas, the policy directly supports 

economic growth and improved opportunities for new and existing industrial 
businesses. 

11. Improve access to a stable and 
sustainable employment market 

++ M, L  By revising the boundaries of the employment areas, the policy directly supports 
economic growth and improved opportunities for new and existing industrial 
businesses that could improve employment opportunities and reduce 
unemployment. 

 
Summary 
Social: +? and + 
The policy has been judged as having neutral and positive effects on the social sustainability objectives. The policy will have a neutral effect on objectives 1, 2 and 5 as the policy does not have any clear 
relationship or influence on objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
 
The policy should have a positive effect as a result of improving employment opportunities and access to jobs across Gateshead. 
 
The policy should have a largely positive impact on objective 4 (health and well-being) and whilst some impacts will depend on the type of industrial developments. The provision of employment opportunities is 
likely to make a positive contribution to health and wellbeing, via improved access to employment and amenity issues considered by other MSGP and CSUCP policies. 
 
Environmental: + 
The policy has been assessed as having a broadly positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives as a result of developments being able to rely on the current sustainable transport network. Should 
the development place additional pressure on the transport system, simultaneous application of MSGP16 (Mitigating impacts of development on the transport network) should mitigate negative impacts. 
 
Additionally, by revising the currently boundaries, the policy indirectly reduces the demand to expand in areas that may negatively impact wildlife movement and biodiversity/geodiversity. 
  
Economic: + to ++ 
The policy will have a positive effect because by revising the boundaries of the employment areas, the policy should facilitate economic growth and improved opportunities for new and existing industrial businesses 
that could improve employment opportunities and reduce unemployment. 
 
CSUCP policy CS5 recognises the importance of providing a supply of land for business and industry is essential for achieving the vision of the core strategy of a flourishing economy. The importance of places 
providing a portfolio of economic land, to provide a range and quantity of sites flexible enough to accommodate circumstances and respond to market demands whilst supporting emerging sectors and 
entrepreneurship with sustainable locations. Policy CS6 requires sufficient land is provided for B1, B2 and B8 uses. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
No recommendations. 4: providing employment opportunities is likely to make a positive contribution to 

health and wellbeing?  Almost all health indicators are improved by access to 
employment.  Amenity issues would be considered, assessed using relevant 
(other) policies. 

Refers to “further information is required to assess this” – I’m not sure what this 
means in practice (proposals for different uses will come forward in due course 
and be assessed against Local Plan policies, and policies / regulations that fall 

Reworded. 



outside the local plan, such as environmental health), but it could suggest that we 
haven’t provided the consultants with sufficient information, which would be an 
unfair criticism. 

 

Economic Prosperity 
 
Policy MSGP 4. Loss of Employment Land 
1.Within Key Employment Areas development or change of use proposals for uses other than B1, B2 or B8 class uses will not be permitted unless:  

a) The site is not currently occupied, and there is evidence of unsuccessful marketing for employment use with at least one recognised commercial agent at local market rental levels, over a 
continuous period of at least 30 months, and; 

b) The proposed use would not negatively affect the activities of other businesses within the Key Employment Area, and; 
c) The proposed use would not detract from the industrial character of the Key Employment Area, and; 
d) The proposed development would not prejudice the future development of employment uses in the area, and; 
e) The proposed development would not adversely affect the availability of a sufficient variety and quantity of employment land / premises necessary to accommodate short-term growth within 

the Key Employment Area 
 
2.Within Main Employment Areas development or change of use proposals for uses other than B1, B2, or B8 class uses will not be permitted unless: 

f) The site is not currently occupied, and there is evidence of unsuccessful marketing for employment use with at least one recognised commercial agent at local market rental levels, over a 
continuous period of at least 24 months, and; 

g) The proposed use would not negatively affect the activities of other businesses operating within the Main Employment Area, and; 
h) The proposed development would not prejudice the future development of employment uses in the area. 

 
3.Exceptions may be made for development and change of use proposals that seek to provide: 

i. Complementary supporting retail/food and drink uses (A1, A2, A3, A4 and A5), creches/nurseries, and gyms, with internal floor area of no more than 200sqm, where it can be demonstrated 
that there is a local need arising from workers and visitors at the Employment Area, and where the proposal would not negatively affect the activities of nearby businesses operating within 
B1, B2 or B8 uses 

ii. Non-residential education or training centres, where providing such a facility within the Employment Area would complement the activities of nearby businesses and there is an 
operational need for locating there. 

 
Policy E4 seeks to protect valuable land within employment areas which will be necessary to accommodate anticipated growth in B class uses outside of the Urban Core, while also providing flexibility to allow other 
uses where demand arises.  This flexibility allows for changing market conditions, and the re-use of some sites where there is no reasonable prospect of them being occupied for industrial uses within the Plan 
period.  If their activities cannot be accommodated within town centre locations, businesses operating outside the B class uses sometimes consider the potential use of vacant land or premises within existing 
employment areas.  In such circumstances, development or change of use proposals in Key Employment Areas and Main Employment Areas will be required to demonstrate that the proposed activities would not 
negatively affect the activities of other businesses, nor prejudice the future development of employment uses in the area.  Applicants are expected to take into consideration the activities that would be associated 
with the proposed use, in addition to the specific factors related to the site in question (including location, access arrangements etc.).  Key Employment Areas play a particularly important role in supporting 
Gateshead’s economic growth through the clustering of key growth sectors; consequently, proposals for non B class uses in these areas will also be required to demonstrate that the proposed use would not 
detract from the industrial character of the area, nor adversely affect the availability of a sufficient variety and quantity of employment land / premises necessary to accommodate anticipated short-term growth 
within the Key Employment Area.   
 
Accommodating business growth in a variety of commercial sectors will be important if Gateshead is to make the most of opportunities to increase economic activity in the Borough over the Plan period.  
Accordingly, where proposals for commercial development that would result in the loss of employment land are not acceptable when considered against the requirements of policy E4, the Council will work with 
developers at the earliest opportunity to identify suitable alternative locations.  In particular, Metrogreen provides a sustainable and attractive location for commercial and leisure facilities.  Those locations, which 
are no longer within defined employment areas following the revision of employment area boundaries established within the 2007 UDP, may also provide suitable and accessible sites for other commercial uses.  
Workers within Gateshead’s larger employment areas generate a considerable demand for supporting facilities close to where they work.  Within Key Employment Areas and Main Employment Areas, 
complementary supporting facilities may be provided where it can be demonstrated that the proposed use would meet a need arising from workers within the employment area.  These facilities should not 
undermine the vitality and viability of existing centres in Gateshead, and should minimise the potential loss of land or premises within employment areas for B class uses.  Facilities should therefore be small in 
scale, with internal floor space of no more than 200sqm per unit.  Education or training facilities often complement the activities of businesses located within employment areas, providing easy access to facilities 
which will improve the skills of employees.   
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing community cohesion 

and the promotion of strong, inclusive communities. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 



2. Ensure that equality, diversity 
and integration are embedded in 
all future development 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective by allowing the opportunity for 
facilities to utilise under-used land, the policy may lead to an increase in access 
to facilities. 

 This could be further supported by creating a hierarchy in areas identified to be 
deficient in facilities. 

3. Improve educational 
achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

+ M, L  By allowing the development of new educational facilities within the employment 
areas, the policy indirectly supports increased education, training and lifelong 
learning and improved educational achievement in Gateshead.  

 There is the opportunity to give priority to training facilities in areas identified as 
having a shortage. 

4. Improve health and well-being 
and reduce inequalities in health 

/+ 
 
 

S, M, L  As access to the employment areas relies heavily on the private car, further 
development will likely lead to a decrease in air quality. Without any 
improvements to the Borough’s transport infrastructure, the policy could lead to 
an increase in private transport. However, simultaneous application of policy 
MSGP 17 will likely improve access via sustainable transport.  

 By allowing mixed use within the employment areas, this could lead to a 
reduction in the need to travel which could help to improve overall air quality 
across the borough by reducing need to travel and greater accessibility to jobs. 
Retention of employment land within key employment areas which are highly 
accessible in Felling, East Gateshead, Blaydon, Birtley and other employment 
areas have relatively/very good public transport links and are close to residential 
areas. The overall impact is neutral to positive impacts. 
 

5. Promote, enhance and respect 
our culture, heritage and 
diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and 
diversity. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so 
the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to 
jobs, facilities, goods and 
services 

+ M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it enables the employment areas to 
adapt to a changing market; that would help facilitate better access to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services. 

Environment 

7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 
impacts of climate change:  

a. Reduce our contributions to the 
causes of climate change 
 

b. Make sure we adapt to the effects 
of climate change and mitigate 
against its impacts in future 
development 

+ S, M, L  There is the opportunity to promote sustainable construction and design for new 
developments but there is no direct MSGP policy for this just an SA objective. 

 The protection of employment land will help to maintain use of existing transport 
infrastructure and reduce contributions to causes of climate change. 

/+ 
 

S, M, L  Several of the employment areas are located within Flood Zones 2 and 3. Should 
the new development fall within a flood zone, there will be an increased flood 
risk. Policy MSGP 30 (Flood Risk Management) should help minimise the 
identified flood risk. However, the policy can be strengthened by rewording to 
include Flood Zone 3. 

 There is the opportunity to promote sustainable construction and design for new 
developments. 

 Although the permitted developments will be relatively small in size, there is the 
possibility that new developments may impact the wildlife network as several of 
no sites are proposed which would impact on wildlife corridors. Policy MSGP 38 
(Biodiversity and Geodiversity) addresses any significant adverse effects of any 
single development. However, cumulatively, the impact could be larger should 
mitigation measures not be required by all developments.   

8. Live within environmental limits, 
both locally and globally 

+ M, L  Development locations whilst they relate well to the existing system will require 
improvements in public transport to make them more sustainable. Simultaneous 
application of policy MSGP 17 (Transport aspects of the design of new 
development) will mitigate the overall negative impacts predicted. 

 By allowing mixed use within the employment areas, it could lead to a reduction 
in the need to travel which could help to improve overall air quality across the 
borough.  



 Several of the employment areas are located within Flood Zones 2 and 3. Should 
the new development fall within a flood zone, there will be an increased flood 
risk. Policy MSGP 30 (Flood Risk Management) should help minimise the 
identified flood risk.  However, the policy can be strengthened by rewording to 
include Flood Zones. 

 There is the opportunity to promote sustainable construction and design for new 
developments in this policy by drawing on linkages of CSUCP CS15 and CS16. 

 The employment areas are heavily built up, and there is little opportunity for the 
environment in the employment areas to adapt to the effects from the change in 
climate. Policy MSGP 30 (Flood Risk Management) mitigates much of the flood 
risk.  

 There is the opportunity to limit development in flood zones as is an SA objective 
by MSGP30 and sequential test and naturalise/create green space in the flood 
zones in the areas not already developed.  

 There is also the opportunity to include green space (including green roofs) in all 
new developments or a contribution towards green space creation or 
enhancement and align with MSGP33 (Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing 
Green Infrastructure). 

9. Protect and enhance our 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

+ M, L  Although the majority of the permitted developments will be relatively small in 
size, there is the possibility that new developments may impact the wildlife 
movements, no sites are proposed on wildlife corridors. The protection of key 
employment areas will help to negate requirement for alternative sites which 
could have more significant adverse impacts. Policy MSGP 38 (Biodiversity and 
Geodiversity) addresses any significant adverse effects of any single 
development. However, cumulatively, the impact could be larger should 
mitigation measures not be required by all developments.   

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it supports economic growth 

and should improve opportunities for new and existing businesses. 
11. Improve access to a stable and 

sustainable employment market 
++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the objective as it supports the development of 

employment opportunities.  
 The increase in employment opportunities may contribute towards a reduction in 

unemployment. 
 
Summary 
Social: + and / 
The policy has been judged as having a neutral and positive effect on the social sustainability objectives. The policy will have a neutral effect on objectives 1 and 5 as the policy does not have any clear relationship 
or influence on objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy will also have a neutral effect on objective 4 as a result of positive and negative impacts. Many of the employment 
areas are located within Flood Zones 2 and 3 that may increase risk of flooding if developments are allowed within the Flood Zones; however, simultaneous application of policy MSGP 30 (Flood Risk Management) 
will mitigate most of the associated flood risks. However, the policy can be strengthened with rewording to include Flood Zone 3. Additionally, access to employment areas relies heavily on private cars which is 
likely to lead to increased CO2 and decreased air quality. However, simultaneous application of policy MSGP 17 is likely to improve access via sustainable transport. Additionally, by allowing for mixed use within 
the employment areas, the policy may result in reduced travel and improved air quality. The policy should have a positive effect on objectives 2, 3 and 6 as a result of the policy allowing for the employment areas to 
adapt to a changing economy and to develop on underutilised land; indirectly improving access to goods, services, jobs and facilities. Additionally, the policy indirectly supports improving skill and educational levels 
in Gateshead. 
 
Environmental: / to + 
The policy has been assessed as having a broadly neutral to positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives as a result of the employment areas being located in flood zones 2 and 3 that will increase 
flood risk for proposed developments. Simultaneous application of policy MSGP 30 (Flood Risk Management) may mitigate most of the associated flood risk. However, the policy can be strengthened by rewording 
to include Flood Zones. As access to the employment areas relies heavily on the private car, further development will likely lead to a decrease in air quality. Simultaneous application of policy MSGP 17 (Transport 
aspects of the design of new development) should mitigate the impacts. By allowing mixed use within the employment areas, it could lead to a reduction in the need to travel that could help to improve overall air 
quality across the borough.  
 
Whilst the employment areas are heavily built up, and there are opportunities for the for the retention of key employment areas to adapt to the effects from the change in climate and build sustainable growth. Policy 
MSGP 30 (Flood Risk Management) mitigates much of the flood risk impacts to new development and the prevention of further development in flood zones would positively contribute to minimising increases to 
flood risk and adaptation to climate change. There are opportunities to naturalise/create green space in the flood zones in the areas that are not already developed. There may also be the opportunity to incorporate 



sustainable building construction and design methods, which includes green roofs, and rainwater harvesting and temperature control features in all new developments  There is the opportunity to promote 
sustainable construction and design for new developments. 
  
Economic: + to ++ 
The policy will have a positive to very positive effect as the policy is intended to support economic growth and improve opportunities for new and existing businesses. The policy directly supports the development of 
employment opportunities and may indirectly contribute to a reduction in unemployment.   
 
The protection of employment land/prevention in this MSGP4 policy will directly support CSUCP policies CS5 Employment and economic growth and CS6 Employment land and indirectly support the place making 
policy of CS15.  This protection of employment land will further support strategic objective SO2 of the CSUCP to increase economic performance. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Policy needs phrasing changes to 
deal with Flood Zones specifically. 
This policy is very difficult to 
understand because of the double 
negative. 
 
Linkages to sustainable design 
policies within CS15 and CS16 
required within supporting text. 
 
 
This is supported by policy MSGP33 
(Maintaining, Protecting and 
Enhancing Green Infrastructure). 

4 refers to “by allowing mixed use within the employment areas”.  This may mean a 
mix of uses, rather than mixed-use developments (on a single site)?  The policy 
doesn’t refer to mixed-use development. 

Potential impacts of 7a, 7b and 9 are shown as “/”, but shaded red?  Should they be 
shaded amber? 

7a and 7bseems to criticise the policy for omitting reference to sustainable 
construction and design, but these are considered within CS16 and other relevant 
policies? 

The assessment against objective 8 seems unduly critical.  MSGP4 aims to protect 
allocated employment land, serving communities across the borough, and several 
employment areas are relatively (for industrial areas) highly accessible.  Felling, East 
Gateshead, Blaydon, Birtley and other employment areas have relatively very good 
public transport links, and are close to residential areas.  There’s also inconsistency 
in the assessments, as other elements of the SA mark-down employment sites as 
they’re situated close to residential areas? 

Not sure of the relevance, or exactly what’s being said by the last bullet in the 
assessment against SAO 8?  If this bullet is suggesting we de-allocate employment 
land to provide flood risk mitigation, consideration would need to be given to the 
resulting requirement to identify / allocate other employment sites (likely to have their 
own environmental constraints) elsewhere to accommodate an appropriate quantity 
of employment land in the Borough 

Policy permits small changes of use related to certain types of development. 
 
 
 
Re-coloured. 
 
 
Linkages to supporting text need to be added. 
 
 
 
Re-worded. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Linkages to sustainable design of CSUCP CS15 and CS16 needs to be flagged in 
support text of the policy. 
 
Last two bullets made clearer in terms of impacts on flood risk. 

 

 

 

Economic Prosperity 
 
Policy MSGP 5. Tyne Marshalling Yard 
Development of previously developed land at the Tyne Marshalling Yard for rail-related purposes will be supported, provided: 

a) The rail-related uses cannot be satisfactorily accommodated on a site which serves the North East Local Enterprise Partnership area and is not in the Green Belt; 
b) Very special circumstances supporting rail-related development clearly outweigh the harm to the Green Belt; 
c) Improvements to the road access and junction on to Lamesley Road are secured; and 
d) The proposals include a strong landscape framework.  

 
The Tyne Marshalling Yard covers an area of 35 hectares within a strategically important Green Belt gap at Lamesley, bridging the gap between the urban areas of Gateshead and the urban area comprising 
Birtley, Washington and Chester-le-Street.  It is currently used as a railway marshalling yard.  However, there is a considerable amount of surplus land within the marshalling yard and it offers an opportunity for 
development for a rail-related use which requires direct access to the East Coast Main Line, such as specialist rail freight uses or an industrial use that relies upon rail-based deliveries.   



 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing community cohesion 

and the promotion of strong, inclusive communities. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral.  

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and 
integration. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective 
anticipated so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

3. Improve educational achievement and 
skill levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational 
achievement and skill level. There are, however no anticipated negative effects 
on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and 
reduce inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being 
and inequalities in health. However, by protecting the Green Belt, the policy is 
preventing urban sprawl and access to the countryside, protecting the 
environment and health and wellbeing of places. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our 
culture, heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues that address the cultural heritage 
and diversity of the area. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on 
this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services 

/+ S, M, L  The policy may result in a slight increase in traffic, however the Tyne 
Marshalling Yard is supported by public transport and should have a relatively 
neutral impact. The policy enhances connectivity for rail-related developments 
which require direct access to the East Coast Main Line, such as specialist rail 
freight uses or an industrial use that relies upon rail-based deliveries.  This 
allows for efficient use of current infrastructure without requiring the construction 
on new rail lines 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 

impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes 

of climate change 
 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of 

climate change and mitigate against its 
impacts in future development 

+ S, M, L  Re use of a previously developed site reducing our contributions to cause of 
climate change. 

 This policy could be further strengthened by part d) to incorporate sustainable 
design, energy efficiency and construction and low carbon renewable energies 
within the rail development/storage or use of the site. 

 
+ S, M, L  The Tyne Marshalling Yard is not located within a flood zone and therefore 

there are no concerns regarding flood risk now or in the future as a result of 
climate change. Surface water drainage measures should be incorporated 
within the development of the site to prevent surface water runoff. 

 The Tyne Marshalling Yard is located within a key area of the wildlife corridor, 
there is an increased likelihood that any developments there would cause a 
negative impact on the wildlife corridor, but there is no development proposed 
within the corridor itself. However, that would be dependent upon the size and 
nature of the developments. Policy MSGP 38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) 
will likely mitigate any negative impacts. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both 
locally and globally 

+ 
 

S, M, L  The development supports the objective as the Tyne Marshalling Yard is not 
located within a flood zone, therefore minimising flood risk. 

 This site would encourage the reclamation of an existing previously developed 
site. 

 
9. Protect and enhance our environmental 

assets and infrastructure 
/ S, M, L  Negative impacts could result from allowing for further development within the 

wildlife corridor which could negatively impact biodiversity and ecological 
connectivity. However, Policy MSGP 38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) should 
likely mitigate any negative impacts. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + M, L  The policy supports the objective as it should facilitate economic growth, 

improving opportunities for new and existing businesses.  



 The policy enhances connectivity for rail-related developments which require 
direct access to the East Coast Main Line, such as specialist rail freight uses or 
an industrial use that relies upon rail-based deliveries.  This allows for efficient 
use of current infrastructure without requiring the construction on new rail lines. 

11. Improve access to a stable and 
sustainable employment market 

+ L  By allowing for the development of new businesses the policy has the potential 
to indirectly reducing unemployment. 

 Additionally, the policy contributes the supporting the creation of diverse 
employment opportunities. 

 
Summary 
Social: 0 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the majority of the social sustainability objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. However, the policy does 
indirectly protect air quality through protection of the overall Green Belt. The policy is trying to secure the use of this rail site as a strategic Green Belt Gap, thus recognising its role and use in the rail freight industry 
and economy and jobs.  
 
Environmental: / to + 
The policy has been judged as having an overall neutral to positive impact on the environmental sustainability objectives. The positive impacts are as a result of the site not being located within Flood Zones. The 
policy recognises the potential use of the site and need for very special circumstances, given its Green Belt location. There are opportunities to strengthen the rail development of the site through the promotion of 
sustainable design, energy efficiency and low carbon renewable technologies. 
 
The policy could have negative impacts on the wildlife corridor, there are no sites allocated on wildlife sites and the simultaneous application of policy MSGP 37 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) should mitigate 
against any impacts. 
  
Economic: + 
The policy will have a positive effect on the economy as the policy will directly contribute to the strengthening of existing rail freight and employment use of the site and the creation of diverse employment 
opportunities. Enhancing rail and freight connectivity is important to sustained growth of economy. It is not clear how this policy relates to CSUCP policy UC8 Freight and servicing policy. 
 
The location of the Tyne Marshalling Yard is difficult to identify on current draft proposal map 2.  
The relationship of this yard to other policies on green infrastructure MSGP32 and 33, as well as the conservation and enhancement of heritage assets MSGP26. It’s not clear what impacts this site would have on 
conservation area, local wildlife site and scheduled ancient monument. This is required to demonstrate compliance with part of the strategic objective SO2 ensuring the development and use of land protects, 
sustains and enhances the quality of the natural, built and historic environment, making the Urban Core a high-quality exemplar for Gateshead and Newcastle and ensuring our communities are attractive, safe and 
sustainable. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
It’s not clear whether Green Belt Gap is 
total gap or a strategic gap that can be 
semi-protected and whether this is an 
existing gap in the Green Belt. 
Clearer linkages between CSUCP UC8 
Freight and servicing policy. 
Impacts on conservation are, local wildlife 
site and scheduled ancient monument. 
 
 

It seems incongruous that the SA should find issues with so many of the 
potential environmental impacts of MSGP4 – a policy which seeks to protect, 
and encourage the re-use of existing employment land (thereby reducing the 
need for greenfield development), but the identification of Tyne Marshalling 
Yard, an isolated, attenuated Green Belt site within a wildlife corridor, close to 
LWSs and a conservation area, with very poor road access gets a clean bill of 
health? 

Comparison between the assessment of potential impacts of MSGP4 and 
MSGP5 against SAOs 7a/b, 8 and 9 suggests inconsistencies in the 
assessment? 

Objective 7/8 should consider flood risk identified by Team Valley Integrated 
Model which affects surrounding area, also may need consider the impact of 
Policy MSGP32 – Lamesley Pastures – flood management/GI safeguarding and 
Team Valley Flood Masterplan (MSGP30).  Development will need to consider 
River Team catchment management approach to ensure no negative 
environmental impact. 

 

 

Policy MSGP 6. Targeted recruitment and training requirements 



Targeted recruitment and training will be required to be delivered on all major developments, where appropriate, during the construction and occupation of development.   
 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S, 
M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + /  Providing locally targeted recruitment and training should help improve employment opportunities for residents in 

their locality thus helping to promote strong and inclusive communities. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 

embedded in all future development 
/+ /  Whether the policy impact is positive or not depends very much on how it is implemented.  If recruitment is targeted 

at local residents with a focus on access to all, it is possible that it could have a positive impact on this objective.  
There are unlikely to be any negative impacts on specific groups. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

++ M, L  The policy directly supports the objective as it aids in the development and retention of a skilled workforce. 
 The policy is creating opportunities for training and supporting the improvement of educational achievement. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being and inequalities in health. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage 
and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues that address the cultural heritage and diversity of the area. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate 

change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change 

and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing impacts of climate change. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing the objective to live within environmental limits. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and infrastructure. There are, however 
no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective as it aids in the attraction/development and retention of a skilled 

workforce. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the objective as it plays an active role in reducing unemployment. 

 The policy can also increase workforce diversity. 
 
Summary 
Social: 0 to ++ 
The policy should have a positive impact on social sustainability objectives providing targeted recruitment and training opportunities are focused on local residents and provide access to all.  However, with no 
supporting text, there is insufficient information regarding the implementation of the policy to be conclusive.  
 
Environmental: 0 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the environmental sustainability objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
 
Economic: + to ++ 
The policy will have an overall positive very positive effect on the economy and it will both directly and indirectly improve skill level of the residents in Gateshead. Unemployment is one of the key sustainability 
issues affecting Gateshead in terms of economic growth and prosperity and strategic objective SO2 within the CSUCP and policy CS5. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Lack of detailed explanation and supporting text of policy 
content and proposed implementation limits the scope of 
this assessment. 

No comment.  

 

Policy MSGP 7. Retail and other uses in centres 



In considering proposals for changes of use from retail to other uses within District and Local Centres, particular regard will be had to the effect the loss of A1 retail units would have on the vitality 
and viability of the centre. Any proposal for a non-retail use should not dominate or fragment the centre.  
 
District and Local Centres in Gateshead form part of the retail hierarchy, as set out in CSUCP Policy CS7, and provide a focus for shopping, service and community facilities at a local level. The boundary of each 
centre has been reviewed and adjusted where required to reflect where new development has emerged or where centres have changed over time, as set out in supporting evidence (Retail Health Check and 
Frontage Reports).  
 
In recent times the rise of out-of-centre and internet shopping, increased levels of disposable income and the importance attached to leisure activities, have all contributed to the changing role of centres. Thus, 
District and Local Centres are increasingly characterised by a range of other service uses including banks, estate agents, cafes and restaurants, which, in addition to retail provision, attract custom, provide a more 
diverse offer and encourage linked trips. The aim of this policy is to protect the shopping role of a centre while providing flexibility for other uses where they would support the role and function of centres 
contributing to their vitality and viability.  
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + /  The policy is intended to sustain the vitality and viability of district and local centres; these are important in 

facilitating strong and inclusive communities and therefore the policy should have a positive impact. 
Protection of retail and other use within District and Local Centres will positively benefit the local communities and 
local retail economy and facilities 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ S, M, L  Ensuring the vitality and viability of local and district centres should mean that local services are available for local 
people thus helping to meet this equality, diversity and integration objective. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, 
however no negative effects on this objective anticipated so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

/+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being and inequalities in health; however, 
maintaining services in local and district centres will be of benefit to those local residents that cannot travel far due 
to health issues so may have positive impacts. There are no anticipated negative effects on this objective. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues that address the cultural heritage and diversity of the area. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ S, M, L  By allowing for the development of mixed use centres, the policy supports improved access to jobs, facilities and 
goods and services.  

 The policy allows for centres to adapt to changing demands to ensure their viability in a changing economic 
climate. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

+ L  By allowing for the development of mixed use centres and supporting the sustainability of local and district 
centres, the policy should help support a reduction in travel (sustainable design), particularly in the long term. This 
will result in decreased greenhouse gas emissions.  

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

+ L  By allowing for the development of mixed use centres, and supporting the sustainability of local and district 
centres, the policy should help support a reduction in travel that should lead to a long-term improvement in air 
quality.  

9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues that address environmental assets and infrastructure. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it is intended to sustain the vitality and viability of district and local centres 

that should support  economic growth through minimising any negative impacts resulting from the loss of A1 units, 
while still allowing for mixed use centres. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the development of employment opportunities that are diverse and accessible through 
strengthening the role of the  District and Local Centres. 

 
Summary 
Social + 



The policy is judged as having an overall positive impact on the social sustainability objectives. Helping to sustain district and local centres should help promote strong and inclusive communities, maximise 
opportunities for all and provide health benefits. This MSGP policy supports CSUCP policy CS7 Retail and Centres and recognises the important role of these centres in the day to day lives of its residents and 
local economy. 
 
The policy supports improved access to jobs, facilities, goods and services and allows for flexibility to meet the needs of the local communities and changes in the economic climate.  
 
Environmental: / to + 
The policy is judged as having an overall neutral to positive impact on the environmental objectives. The policy indirectly will lead to a reduction in travel as a result of mixed use centres.  
  
Economic: + 
The policy will have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives because it indirectly economic growth by minimizing against negative impacts to the district and local centres through minimising the 
loss of A1 developments while still allowing for mixed use centres. This supports the development of diverse employment opportunities and vitality and viability of economic centres and should help to tackle 
sustainability issues associated with economic growth and prosperity. The protection of these retail centres should help to maintain and enhance the CSUCP policy CS7 Retail and Centres. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
This policy perhaps needs to be more detailed 
like policy MSGP4. 
 
Links to CSUCP policies CS7 Retail and 
centres. 

Objective 7/8 Swalwell Local Centre and 
Retail World at risk of flooding as per 
SFRA.  
 

No specific centres identified in policy. New developments will be subject to FRA where required by application of 
policy MSGP 30. 

 

Policy MSGP 8. Retail and Leisure Impact Assessment 
A retail impact assessment will be required for retail and leisure proposals of 500 square metres (net) or more in locations outside of designated centres in the retail hierarchy. 
 
Gateshead has a significant proportion of out of centre retail floor space, and a number of designated centres which are struggling or at risk (centres which are underperforming but have the potential to improve). It 
is therefore considered appropriate to set a lower impact assessment threshold to protect against the effect of applications under the NPPF requirement of 2,500 square metres, and this principle is set out in 
CSUCP policy CS7.  
 
The CSUCP gives priority and makes provision for retail development in allocated centres and it is important that the retail policies in this Plan support this approach. The objective of the locally set threshold is to 
ensure that the vitality and viability of existing centres is reinforced through new developments coming forward, and not threatened. Impact assessments for proposals outside of designated centres which exceed 
the threshold set out in the policy should be undertaken in a proportionate and locally appropriate way, and address the following: 
 

 The impact of the proposal on the vitality and viability, including local consumer choice and the range and quality of the comparison and convenience retail offer; 
 The impact of the proposal on existing, committed and planned public and private investment in a centre or centres within the catchment area of the proposal; 
 The impact of the proposal on in-centre trade / turnover and on trade in the wider catchment area, taking into consideration current and future consumer expenditure capacity up to five years from the 

time the application is made.  
 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
+ S, M, L  This policy is intended to minimise retail development outside of designated centres 

and thus maintain the viability and vitality of centres that provide services and facilities 
for local people.  As such, the policy support this objective. 
 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ S, M, L  Ensuring the vitality and viability of local and district centres should mean that local 
services are available for local people thus helping to meet this equality, diversity and 
integration objective.  
 

3. Improve educational achievement and 
skill levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and 
skill levels. There are, however no anticipated negative effects from this objective so 
the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and 
reduce inequalities in health 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being and 
inequalities in health. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this 
objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 



5. Promote, enhance and respect our 
culture, heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues that address the cultural heritage and 
diversity of the area. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this 
objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services 

+ M, L  The policy is i supports the SA objective as it aims to support the viability of existing 
centres, by placing fewer limitations on proposed retail and leisure developments. This 
could help increase access to jobs, facilities and goods and services. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 

impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of 

climate change and mitigate against 
its impacts in future development 

? ?  Depending on the locations, the policy may impact carbon emissions and flood risk, 
however further information is required to determine the degree of risk.  

8. Live within environmental limits, both 
locally and globally 

/ M, L  Increased viability in local centres may also lead to increased congestion that could 
result in increased pollution and reduced air quality.  

 Simultaneous application of policies MSGP 16 (Mitigating impacts of development on 
the transport network) and MSGP 17 (Transport aspects of the design of a new 
development) should reduce impacts and help facilitate sustainable access to the 
centre for new developments that could result in the improvement or maintenance of 
air quality.  

 The control of retail developments outside the District and Local Centres should help to 
protect the focus and role of the centres and ensure access to all, thus reducing need 
to travel  

9. Protect and enhance our 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and 
infrastructure. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so 
the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy is compatible with the objective as it nurtures economic growth. By requiring 

a Retail Impact Assessment, the policy will reduce/limit any impacts new proposals will 
have on other businesses in the catchment. 

11. Improve access to a stable and 
sustainable employment market 

+ S, M, L  The policy is compatible with the SA objective as it aims to develop employment 
opportunities and improve viability of the local centres. This could indirectly result in the 
reduction of unemployment. 

 
Summary 
Social: 0 to + 
The policy is likely to have a neutral or positive impact on the social sustainability objectives as it aims to support the vitality and viability of existing centres., which supports day to day lives of people and local 
economy of places. 
 
Environmental: / 
The effect of the policy on objective 7 is unknown as further information is required. 
 
The policy will have a negative effect on objective 8 as increased development in local centres may also lead to increased congestion which could result in increased pollution and reduced air quality. Simultaneous 
application of policies MSGP 16 (Mitigating impacts of development on the transport network) and MSGP 17 (Transport aspects of the design of a new development) should reduce impacts and help ensure 
sustainable access to the centre for new developments that could result in the improvement or maintenance of air quality.  Additionally, there is the opportunity to ensure the centres are mixed use, reducing the 
need to travel. 
 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the environmental sustainability objective 9 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
Economic: +  
The policy will have an overall positive effect on the economy by supporting economic growth as a result of enhancing the vitality and viability of existing centres. The threshold for 500 metres squared or more 
could miss cumulative developments of less than this size and undermine the vitality of these centres. This size of development represents the most common size of development which is likely to be 
accommodated within centres and represents a locally defined threshold which accords with NPPF. Thus, supporting CSUCP policy CS7 Retail and Centres. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 



This policy could have significant 
cumulative impacts from many 
developments which are smaller than 500 
square metres 

The presumption is that proposals <500sqm are more likely to be able to 
be accommodated within centres – therefore less risk of negative impacts 
being caused at that level. The 500sqm is significantly lower than the 
NPPF 2500sqm default threshold. 

Text in appraisal updated to reflect the 500sqm represents a locally defined threshold and 
NPPF allows for this in Para 27. Its acknowledged the default 2,500 square metres only 
applies if there is no locally set threshold. 
 

 

 

Policy MSGP 9. Digital Infrastructure 
 
The necessary physical infrastructure to enable access to information and digital communication networks will be integrated into all appropriate new developments.  
 
The NPPF states that 'advanced, high quality communications infrastructure are essential for sustainable economic growth. In preparing Local Plans, local planning authorities should support the expansion of 
electronic communications networks, including telecommunications and high-speed broadband'.  
 
The Council will continue to work positively with providers to help extend the coverage of digital infrastructure across Gateshead. Access to high speed communications is a vital component of infrastructure in 
today’s world. It is key to growing a sustainable local economy, vital for education and homeworking and an increasingly central part of community cohesion and resilience, particularly in rural areas. New 
developments should be 'future-proof' with appropriate digital infrastructure that will meet existing and future communication needs and avoid the need for retrofitting. It is essential that the Council works with 
developers to make sure that the appropriate digital infrastructure is incorporated, including high speed broadband, 4G and 5G networks. 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
+ S, M, L  Enabling local communities to have access to information and digital communication networks is 

essential to supporting strong and inclusive communities and therefore this policy is likely to have 
positive impacts on the objective. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it will meet the digital infrastructure needs of the 
community, which will likely only increase over the long term as the economy continues to 
become more reliant on digital communications. 

3. Improve educational achievement and 
skill levels across Gateshead 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective as digital infrastructure plays an important role in 
supporting educational achievement. In particular, it will support additionally learning through 
online courses/online university. This is likely to become increasingly important in the long term. 

4. Improve health and well-being and 
reduce inequalities in health 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our 
culture, heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objectives as it ensures access to communications technology that 
can be used as an alternative to travel in relation to accessing services, jobs and facilities. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts 

of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of 

climate change and mitigate against its 
impacts in future development 

+ M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as enhancing ICT infrastructure can reduce the need to 
travel (e.g. to meetings) thus potentially reducing greenhouse gas emissions 

+ S, M, L  It’s not clear how this policy for the delivery of ICT infrastructure will be delivered as part of all new 
developments. There is an opportunity for new developments to integrate ICT and energy 
efficiency measures and building construction methods and materials to ensure sustainable 
development is achieved development. 

 Priority areas for ICT investment could be identified from key housing and employment sites and 
environmental constraints should inform choice of ICT system, infrastructure and network 
provision.  

8. Live within environmental limits, both 
locally and globally 

+ M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it promotes sustainable design by ensuring digital 
infrastructure is installed at the outset rather than requiring retrofit at a later date that could have 
greater environmental impacts.. 



9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and infrastructure. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. 

Environment 
10. Strengthening our economy + M, L  The policy supports the objective as it requires the enhancement of digital infrastructure required 

for economic growth. 
11. Improve access to a stable and 

sustainable employment market 
+ /  The provision of ICT infrastructure can assist in providing residents with access to job 

opportunities and therefore the policy should have a positive impact on this objective. 
 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
The policy will have a positive impact in relation to social objectives as it should help provide local communities with access to digital communications.  
 
Environmental: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the environmental objectives because it requires the installation of digital infrastructure with all new developments; this could prevent additional 
environmental impacts that may result from retrofitting ICT requirements. 
 
Additionally, there are a few objectives that do not have a relationship with the policy and it is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect on those SA objectives. 
 
Economic: + 
The policy should have a positive effect on the economic objectives as the enhancement of digital infrastructure is crucial to economic growth. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
It’s not clear from the policy, how, what or 
where developers will be required to deliver 
the necessary digital infrastructure.  

The policy wording is actually MSGP9 Digital Infrastructure  
The necessary physical infrastructure to enable access to 
information and digital communication networks will be 
integrated into all appropriate new developments.  
Conclusions probably still apply 

Policy wording changed. 

 

 

Policy MSGP 10. Housing sites allocation 
Provision is made for 123.59 hectares (gross) of housing land supply over the plan period, specified in Appendix 2.   

 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual 

Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L   The housing allocation has been informed by the housing needs assessment to ensure that everyone has 

access to a decent, appropriate and affordable homes 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 

are embedded in all future development 
+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with equality, diversity and integration. There are, however no anticipated 

negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
3. Improve educational achievement and skill 

levels across Gateshead 
/ S, M, L  New housing development sites are largely located within urban settlements with exception of Chopwell and 

Higher Spen to the South West. But there are limited details in terms of the sites to determine exact scale 
and distribution of housing sites. 

 If applied simultaneously, policy MSGP16 (Mitigating impacts of development on the transport network) will 
mitigate against any significant impacts. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

/+ S, M, L  There are some areas of the housing land supply that are located within the wildlife corridor or on greenfield 
land which could potentially lead to a reduction in accessible green space which may negatively impact 
resident health. However, impacts to green space will be mitigated by simultaneous application of policy 
MSGP 33 (Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing Green Infrastructure). The site selection methodology 
has prioritised previously developed or derelict land. The limited greenfield sites have been allocated in 
accordance with NPPF and there are no sites which are allocated wihich include land designated as a a 
wildlife corridor. 



 There are some of the identified housing land supply sites located in flood zones 2, which will lead to an 
increased flood risk. Simultaneous application of policy MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) will aid to 
mitigate flood risk in critical drainage areas and on a catchment level, but will not reduce flood risk locally. 
The sequential test report should provide further details of approach taken to site selection. 

 The policy can be strengthened by developing a policy or enhancing MSGP30 to requires the incorporation 
of flood mitigation for all new developments and restricts any development in Flood Zone 3b. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however 
no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

/+ 
 

S, M, L  The housing land supply could place increased pressure on transportation (public and domestic) in the 
areas where services are more limited, increasing barriers that could prevent people from getting to work.  

 If applied simultaneously, policy MSGP16 (Mitigating impacts of development on the transport network) will 
mitigate against any significant impacts. 

 The sites generally accord will with general pattern of development and the site selection methodology has 
taken opportunity to place new housing development in locations that are already well supported with 
services and facilities. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
 
 
 
 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

/ S, M, L  The housing sites have prioritised previously developed land and derelict land and there is small amount of 
the identified housing land is located on greenfield land. This small proportion of development on impact 
greenhouse gases as development on greenfield land reduces the carbon sink this provides. There is the 
opportunity to place priority on the use derelict land. 

/ S, M, L  Some of the identified housing land is located on “green fields” which could reduce the borough’s ability to 
adapt to climate change as green space contributes to land drainage capacity and helps to reduce the 
urban heat island effect. There is the opportunity to place priority on the use derelict land and this has been 
done through the site selection methodology.  

 There are some of the identified housing land supply sites located in flood zone 2, which will lead to an 
increased flood risk. The simultaneous application of policy MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) will aid to 
mitigate flood risk in critical drainage areas and on a catchment level, but will not reduce flood risk locally. 
MSGP housing allocations have followed a sequential approach and test: All sites, however, were subject 
to a re-assessment for flood risk using the Updated Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (2017) since 
both guidance and information on flood risk have been updated since many of the sites were previously 
assessed.  

 The policy can be strengthened by developing a policy or enhancing MSGP30 to require the incorporation of 
flood mitigation for all new developments and avoidance of development in Flood Zone 3b. 

 The policy can be strengthened by the requirement for housing MSGP10 to be sustainably designed (e.g. 
including requirements for solar power, local materials etc.) and linkages to CSUCP policies CS15 and 
CS16. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

/ S, M, L  There are areas of the housing land supply that are located adjacent to wildlife corridor and local nature 
reserves and which could impact the movement and biodiversity of wildlife in Gateshead. However, if 
policies MSGP33 (Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing Green Infrastructure) and MP38 (Biodiversity and 
Geodiversity) are simultaneously applied, most of the negatively impacts will be mitigated. 

 Some of the identified housing land supply is located in flood zones 2, which will lead to an increased flood 
risk. Simultaneous application of policy MSGP 30 (Flood Risk Management) will aid to mitigate and flood 
risk as the policy requires flood risk assessments and drainage assessments.  

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/? S, M, L  There are no sites within the areas of the housing land supply located within the wildlife corridors and local 
nature reserves. The application of policies MSGP33 (Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing Green 
Infrastructure) and MP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) are simultaneously could help to offset the 
negative impacts. 

 The degree of impacts on good quality soil is dependent upon the location of the housing (assessed 
individually). The policy can be strengthened by creating an additional policy to be applied simultaneously 
that protects good quality soils in Gateshead, to minimize and associated negative impacts. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M  The housing land allocation indirectly provides the opportunity for increased employment for the trades 

required for housing construction. 
 An increase in housing stock may indirectly lead to attracting and retaining skilled and talented individuals in 

Gateshead.  



11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing a stable and sustainable employment market. The 
provision of new homes will help to directly sustain economic growth in Gateshead  

 
Summary 
Social + 
The XX sites allocated within MSGP10 aims to deliver the scale, distribution and mix of new homes in the Borough by 2030. This policy relates to CSUCP policy CS10 delivering new homes which plans to deliver a 
net provision of 8,500 new homes by 2030 and UC4 Homes. This is important to key sustainability issues of a growing population needed to sustain economic growth, housing supply and demand, and potentially the 
housing market weaknesses and failure (low demand) in economic growth and prosperity. 
 
Environmental /+ 
The Draft Annual Monitoring Report (February 2017) identifies that only 59% of residents were satisfied with parks and green spaces in Gateshead per a survey conducted by Gateshead Council. The new housing 
allocations are located and the simultaneous application of open space requirements by MSGP should ensure necessary provision/ quality and standards is provided.  
 
This policy has strong linkages to CSUCP CS14 Wellbeing and Health as it requires development to contribute to and promote access to green spaces, sports facilities., play and recreational opportunities. The 
CSUCP recognises that areas of open space that are valued by residents form an important community function and can make a significant contribution to the quality of life. It refers to the accessibility quality and 
quantity of open space, sport and recreation facilities to be addressed through monitoring of the Local Plan. MSGP housing allocations have followed a sequential approach and test: All sites, however, were subject to 
a re-assessment for flood risk using the Updated Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (2017) since both guidance and information on flood risk have been updated since many of the sites were previously 
assessed. The overall the housing allocations in terms of flood risk impact is neutral/ or positive given that brownfield sites (major /CDA) with SuDS will reduce surface water runoff and greenfield sites (major/CDA) will 
need to maintain runoff at existing levels.  
   
Economic + 
Gateshead and Newcastle evidence base highlights a better range and choice of quality housing is needed to improve the housing offer is set out in CSUCP policies CS10 Delivering new homes and CS11 Provide a 
range and choice of housing. Encouraging population growth in order to underpin sustainable economic growth SO1 and ensuring our residential offer provides as choice of quality accommodation in sustainable 
locations to meet current and future needs and aspirations; improving opportunities to live in the Urban Core; and providing a broader range of accommodation including in new neighbourhoods SO6. 
 
The summary of the sites assessment is provided separately. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The policy can be strengthened by the 
requirement for housing MSGP10 to be 
sustainably designed (e.g. including requirements 
for solar power, local materials etc.). 
This policy is difficult to assess without a specific 
quantity, reference to evidence based or 
requirements in relation to the core strategy 
CSUCP. There are a number of sites proposed 
within the site appraisal and the assessment will 
need to assess size and cumulative impacts, 
which are unknown at this stage. 
 

Correct “Higher Spent” to “High 
Spen”.  

There is now a full schedule of 
allocated sites, with information on 
their assessment in the SHLAA 

(4) No account is taken of the limited 
amount and generally poor quality of 
the greenfield sites which it is 
proposed to allocate nor of the fact 
that several of them are recently 
cleared housing sites which have 
been grassed over. The judgment 
may have been skewed by the 
review of all sites without the ability 
to have regard to ones we are not 
allocating. Although there are some 
greenfield sites, NONE of the sites is 
on “green fields” as such. This is 
misleading and needs to be 
changed.  New development also 
lead to the enhanced provision of 
open space. Development in flood 
zones is subject to national 
policy/guidance. There are no sites 

 



to be allocated that are within flood 
zone 2or 3. Sites have been selected 
through a sequential process. 

(7 (a))  Although there are some 
greenfield sites, NONE of the sites is 
on “green fields” as such. This is 
misleading and needs to be 
changed.  “There is the opportunity 
to place priority on the use derelict 
land” – where is the justification for 
implying that the Council has not 
done this as far as practicable? 
priority has been given PDL land. 
Emerging research by Newcastle 
University identifies PDL sites also 
perform a carbon capture role. 

 

(7 (b)) As above. 

CS16 ‘Climate Change’ (Core 
Strategy) sets out requirements for 
new development requirements. 

The 2017 open space assessment 
should be used rather than the AMR 
in reference to community 
perceptions of open space and site 
value. 

MSGP housing allocations have 
followed a sequential approach and 
test: All sites, however, were subject 
to a re-assessment for flood risk 
using the Updated Level 1 Strategic 
Flood Risk Assessment (2017) since 
both guidance and information on 
flood risk have been updated since 
many of the sites were previously 
assessed.   As work on the SHLAA 
progressed it became evident that 
there was likely to be a sufficient 
supply of suitable and 
deliverable/developable sites.  In 
accordance with the NPPG, a 
Sequential Approach was followed 
so that areas at little or no risk of 
flooding from any source are 
developed in preference to areas at 
higher risk.  The aim should be to 
keep ‘more vulnerable’ residential 
development out of areas at high or 



medium risk of river and tidal 
flooding (i.e. Flood Zones 2 and 3) 
and other areas affected by other 
sources of flooding (e.g. surface 
water, groundwater), where 
possible.   Sites potentially subject to 
the Sequential Test for Flood Risk 
(i.e. located in Flood Zones 2 and 3) 
had previously been identified, and 
at this point were excluded as 
unsuitable, given that there were 
‘reasonably available’ sites at lower 
risk of flooding. In addition, sites at 
high risk of other sources of flooding 
were also excluded. The developable 
areas of the remaining sites were 
also reviewed in light of flood risk 
constraints. 
 
MSGP only allocates one housing 
site Windsor Court (HLD7) which is 
technically in flood zones 2/3. 
However, the– developable area will 
all be in flood zone 1 as per SFRA 
requirements (recommendation C 
and appendix E) and policy CS17. If 
necessary the boundary could be 
modified to take out corner of the site 
in flood zone 2/3.  
 
All housing development needs to 
comply with the recommendations in 
the SFRA including 
recommendations on mitigation and 
layout in accordance with the Core 
Strategy Policy CS17.  Therefore, 
site specific flood risk policies were 
deemed unnecessary in MSPG 30. 
Policy CS17 already includes policy 
requirements for SuDS and 
mitigation.  Any proposals would 
need to comply with NPPF and 
NPPG therefore development within 
Flood Zone 3b would not be 
acceptable.  MSGP will not repeat 
national policy.   
 
Overall the housing allocations in 
terms of flood risk impact should be 
neutral/ or positive given that 
brownfield sites (major /CDA) with 
SuDS will reduce surface water 
runoff and greenfield sites 
(major/CDA) will need to maintain 
runoff at existing levels.  
 

 



 

 

Policy MSGP 11. Housing for specific groups 
A broader range of housing (bungalows and flats/apartments, specialist and supported housing, sheltered housing and/or extra-care) options that promote and maintain housing independence for new and 
existing residents will be supported. Specialist and supported housing schemes will be expected to provide level approach to dwellings from point of access to principal entrance and: 

 
a) Provide on site, or have good accessibility to, shops, services, community facilities and open space appropriate to the needs of the intended occupiers; or 
b) Have good accessibility to public transport routes. 

 
In determining whether the accessibility to shops, services, community facilities, open space and public transport routes is good, regard will be given to the overall distance, gradient of route, simplicity of 
navigating the route and the security and safety of the route taking into account the extent to which it is overlooked or has other natural surveillance and the need to cross roads. 
 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities ++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it ensures that housing for 

specific groups has provision for onsite facilities or is located within good 
accessibility to community facilities and open space This policy is aimed at 
improving the quality of homes and should help reduce inequalities in 
housing provision. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective because it ensures equal 
access to essential services and facilities for specific groups of housing 
needs people helping meet the needs of Gateshead’s ageing population but 
sheltered housing, specialist housing and extra care facilities.  

 The policy also promotes developments that create conditions for supporting 
well-being and happiness of homes with good access to facilities and open 
space 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational 
achievement and skill levels. There are, however no anticipated negative 
effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the objective as it ensures that the housing for 
older people will be close to essential services and facilities. 

 The policy will also maintain housing independence for specialist and 
supported housing schemes 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage 
and diversity. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this 
objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

++ S, M, L  The policy supports the objective as it will help ensure that specialist housing 
should have good access to facilities, goods and services.  

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

/ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing contributions to the 
cause of climate change. However, the construction of new/additional 
specialist housing schemes close to local facilities and public transport will 
help to integrate developments and reduce reliance on private car and 
reduce emissions.  

 The policy can be strengthened by the requirement for housing MSGP10 and 
MSGP11 to be sustainably designed (e.g. including requirements for solar 
power, local materials etc.). 

- + S, M, L  Simultaneous application of policy MSGP33 (Maintaining, Protecting and 
Enhancing Green Infrastructure) will contribute towards enhancing wildlife 
networks. 

 Stronger linkages of this policy supporting text to CSUCP policies CS10, 
CS15, CS16, CS18 will apply. 



8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

/+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing contributions to the 
cause of climate change. However, the construction of new/additional 
specialist housing schemes close to local facilities and public transport will 
help to integrate developments and reduce reliance on private car and 
reduce emissions.  

 The policy can be strengthened by linking to other MSGP policies and 
CSUCP policies on sustainable design. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/? S, M, L  There are no sites allocated within the wildlife corridors.  
 This policy would benefit from the simultaneous application of policies 

MSGP33 (Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing Green Infrastructure), 
MSGP34 (Countryside and landscape protection), and MSGP35 
(Development in settlements within the Green Belt) limit or improve the 
impacts to the greenbelt. 
 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy /+ /  Whilst this policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening 

the Gateshead economy. The provision for a greater range of housing in 
terms of housing supply and demand should help to contribute to economic 
growth and prosperity. This policy should help to address the shortage of 
affordable housing of an appropriate standard. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

/+ /  This policy once linked to necessary CSUCP policies and MSGP policies 
should help to diversify the quality and range of housing required to build a 
stable and diversified employment market. 

 
Summary 
Social: / to ++ 
In general, the policy for specialist housing will have a very positive impact social sustainability objectives as it directly supports having good accessibility to facilities, goods and services and providing specialist 
housing for people with good access to appropriate accommodation that aims to maintain their independence. This policy directly links to CSUCP policy CS11 Providing a range and choice of housing and SO6 
residential offer on the choice and quality accommodation. This rebalancing of housing stock will help to retain and attract families. 
 
The policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on objectives 3 and 5 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
 
Environmental: / to - 
In general, the policy is judged as having a neutral to negative effect on the environmental sustainability objectives. The negative effects are as a result of the policy not addressing the impacts housing will have on 
climate change (Greenhouse gases). The policy can be strengthened by creating an additional policy to be applied simultaneously that requires new developments to be sustainably designed and incorporate 
energy efficiency measures and maximising the use of low carbon or renewable energy sources within communities. Impacts to soil can be mitigated by the development of a policy aimed at protecting good quality 
soils in Gateshead. 
 
Economic: / 
The policy will have a positive effect on the social sustainability objectives. Housing supply and demand, housing market weaknesses and lack of suitable family housing in the local housing market form key 
sustainability issues within economic growth and prosperity. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Clear policy links to MSGP33, 34, 35 in supporting 
would be beneficial. 
Renewable energy or low carbon energy sources 
within communities should be maximised in this 
policy to ensure contributions of new developments 
do not adversely impact on climate change. 
Wording is from policy email dated 29.9.2017 
Clearer links to policy CSUCP policy CS11 Providing 
a range and choice of housing. 
Links to evidence base and key indicators would be 
useful.  
 

Climate Change/Environmental limits - the policy addresses accessibility 
of specialist housing schemes in terms of being close to local facilities 
and public transport – encouraging integrated developments and 
reducing reliance on the private car and resulting emissions. 

There are no sites to be allocated within wildlife corridors. 

All relevant policies within the Local Plan are applied in the determination of 
planning applications so climate change (Core Strategy Policy CS16), design 
(CS15) open space, green infrastructure, biodiversity will be addressed. 

 

 



 

 

Policy MSGP 12. Standards for new housing 
On housing developments of 15 or more dwellings or on sites 25% of dwellings, across all types, will be constructed to the general adaptable and accessible standard (M4(2) or equivalent successor 
standards.  
 
 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
+/ M, L  The policy aims to ensures that everyone has the opportunity of living in a decent, 

suitable and affordable home, the policy does not meet the identified need for 
wheelchair accessible housing (3.5%) or housing suitable for the elderly (%) identified 
in the Gateshead and Newcastle Strategic Housing Market Assessment 2010, which 
will have a direct long term negative impact. 

 The policy can be strengthened by increasing the percentages to match those 
identified in the Gateshead and Newcastle Strategic Housing Market Assessment 2010 
and updated assessment SHMA 2017. The housing standards have been subject to 
viability testing in accordance with NPPF and tests of soundness required for the Local 
Plan. 

 Limitations to assessment given lack of available information to identify if the policy 
meets the needs for the elderly population. 

 This policy should help to improve quality and range of housing which will help to 
tackle sustainability issues of housing and thriving neighbourhoods. 

 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 

integration are embedded in all 
future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the objective as it supports the accommodation and integration of 
diverse communities and will help to address housing and thriving neighbourhoods 
within the sustainability issues. 

 The policy should help to support the wellbeing and happiness of the elderly as 
engagement in the community is positively associated with health, particularly among 
the ageing population. 

3. Improve educational achievement 
and skill levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and 
skill levels. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the 
effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and 
reduce inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy creates conditions that support the wellbeing and happiness of the elderly 
as engagement in the community is positively associated with health, particularly 
among the ageing population. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our 
culture, heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is 
likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services 

+ M, L  When applied simultaneously with policy MSGP 11 (Housing for specific groups), the 
integration of housing for the elderly and with wheelchair access will ensure good 
access for special groups and indirectly for the remaining housing within the 
associated development. The impacts will largely depend on the location of these 
larger developments because of the threshold to the policy standard. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 

impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects 

of climate change and mitigate 
against its impacts in future 
development 

/+ S, M, L  New development and standards policy needs to include requirements of energy 
efficiency, sustainable design and drainage. As well as low carbon or renewable 
energy sources for new developments to ensure these developments reduce the 
causes of climate change. 

  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing impacts of climate change. 
However, it is likely large developments will increase surface water flood risk.  



 Simultaneous application of policy MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) will control 
flood risk in critical drainage areas and on a catchment level, but will not reduce flood 
risk locally. 

 The policy can be strengthened by developing a policy or enhancing MSGP30 to 
requires the incorporation of flood mitigation for all new developments and restricts any 
development in Flood Zone 3b. MSGP housing allocations have followed a sequential 
approach and test: All sites, however, were subject to a re-assessment for flood risk 
using the Updated Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (2017) since both 
guidance and information on flood risk have been updated since many of the sites 
were previously assessed.   Overall the housing allocations in terms of flood risk impact 
is considered neutral/ or positive given that brownfield sites (major /CDA) with SuDS 
will reduce surface water runoff and greenfield sites (major/CDA) will need to maintain 
runoff at existing levels.  

 This policy could be strengthened by adding linkages to CSUCP policies and MSGP 
policies on sustainable design and climate change. CSUCP policies CS15 and CS16. 

8. Live within environmental limits, 
both locally and globally 

/ /  This policy directly deals with the provision of new development and should be 
required to reduce the causes of climate change by incorporating energy efficiency 
standards or construction methods. This policy does not deal directly with issues 
addressing environmental limits. There are no anticipated negative effects so the effect 
is likely to be broadly neutral. 

9. Protect and enhance our 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and 
infrastructure. However, new housing developments have the risk of negatively 
impacting wildlife movement and biodiversity. The degree of impact is dependent up 
on the location of the development. 

 Simultaneous application of policy MSGP33 (Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing 
Green Infrastructure) will mitigate against any negative impacts. 

 Additionally, there is the opportunity to incorporate communal green space/wildlife 
habitat in each development in line with policy MSGP33. However, some of the green 
space could be in the form of allotments that also better service the elderly/retired 
population within the developments.  

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy /+ /  The provision for a standard of housing will improve the quality of housing supply and 

this should help to contribute to economic growth and prosperity. This policy should 
help to address the shortage of affordable housing of an appropriate standard. 

11. Improve access to a stable and 
sustainable employment market 

/+ /  This policy once linked to necessary CSUCP policies and MSGP policies should help 
to diversify the quality and range of housing required to build a stable and diversified 
employment market. 

 
Summary 
Social: -- to ++ 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on social sustainability objectives 3 and 5 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect on those objectives. The policy indirectly 
supports the happiness of the older people and disabled people within community, as well as access to facilities, goods and services through simultaneous application of policy MSGP11.The policy will have a 
direct negative impact on available housing for the elderly and those who require wheelchair access, as the percentages set out in the policy are not high enough to meet the needs identified in the Gateshead and 
Newcastle Strategic Housing Market Assessment 2010. There is limited information available on the percent housing needs for the elderly to confidently identify that the policy supports the objective. The housing 
standards have been subject to viability testing in accordance with NPPF and tests of soundness required for the Local Plan. 
 
The aim of this policy in providing standards for housing could help to tackle shortage of affordable housing of an appropriate standard and pockets of relative deprivation-poor quality estates and shortage of 
quality family housing identified within key sustainability issues of housing and thriving neighbourhoods.  
 
It’s not clear how this policy would support CSUCP CS11 policy creation lifetime neighbourhoods (retrofitting existing developments of development of new neighbourhoods) supports community cohesion by 
encouraging a diverse mix of accommodation helping residents to remain within their communities as their circumstances change, and encouraged to adopt the principles of lifetime homes which are easily 
adaptable for everyone with young families to older people and people with disabilities. 
 
It’s not clear how these standards relate to the demand for student housing, given that Gateshead and Newcastle are home to four major further education establishments outlined in CSUCP policy CS11 in this 
policy but there is a separate MSGP policy on student housing schemes (MSGP15). 
 



Environmental: - 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the environmental sustainability objectives 8 and 9 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. However, there is the 
opportunity to incorporate allotments as a form of green space to better support the needs of the elderly population. 
 
The policy will have negative impact on SA objective 7 as a result of increased flood risk with larger developments, which is only partially mitigated by policy MSGP30. MSGP housing allocations have followed a 
sequential approach and test: All sites, however, were subject to a re-assessment for flood risk using the Updated Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (2017) since both guidance and information on flood risk 
have been updated since many of the sites were previously assessed.   Overall the housing allocations in terms of flood risk impact is considered neutral/ or positive given that brownfield sites (major /CDA) with 
SuDS will reduce surface water runoff and greenfield sites (major/CDA) will need to maintain runoff at existing levels. The policy can be strengthened by developing a policy or enhancing MSGP30 to requires the 
incorporation of flood mitigation for all new developments and restricts any development in Flood Zone 3b.This policy could also be strengthened by incorporating sustainable construction methods and/or energy 
efficiency methods, design and drainage methods to help reduce contributions of new development impacts on climate change. 
 
Economic: /+ 
In general, the policy will positively influence the economic sustainability objectives. Housing supply and demand, housing market weaknesses and lack of suitable family housing in the local housing market form 
key sustainability issues within economic growth and prosperity. There could be limitations to potential positive benefits because of the threshold for space standards for housing developments.This policy strongly 
links to CSUCP policy CS10 and CS11. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Links to MSGP11 policy and 
sustainable building standards should 
be made clear within the policy. 
 
Add (see above). 
 

The appraised policy is not the latest version. The reference to ‘1 hectare or 
more’ has now been removed. 

The SHMA 2017 should be used rather than 2010 or 2013 update. 

SA obj8 summary states policy is broadly neutral but is shown as red. 
All relevant policies within the Local Plan are applied in the determination of 
planning applications so climate change, open space, green infrastructure, 
biodiversity will be addressed holistically through policy. 

Housing standards are subject to viability testing which is in accordance with 
NPPF. If higher (unviable) standards/requirements were required the policy 
could be found unsound at EIP – a higher policy requirement would put at risk 
development coming forward at all. 

Flood comments from MSGP10 apply. 

Latest policy of MSGP requested. 
 
 
SHMA 2017 requested. 
 
Revisited  
 
 
 
 
Additional context added and appraisal revisited. 
 
 
 
 
Additional information added to context of appraisal. 

 

 

Policy MSGP 13. Housing Space Standards 
New homes should be built in accordance with the Nationally Described Space Standards (NDSS), or equivalent successor standards, as a minimum. 
 
 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  The policy could increase resident satisfaction as a result of higher quality housing stock that meets the national 

space standards. This should improve the sustainability of developments within key locations and reduce the 
need to move home and accommodate successive generations which will help to achieve CSUCP policies CS10 
Delivering new homes and UC4 homes. The wording of policy MSGP13 needs to relate to MSGP12 (Standards 
for New Housing) in relation to elderly and wheelchair accessibility in new housing developments. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy could increase resident satisfaction as a result of an increased housing stock meeting the national 
space standards and NPPF and CSUCP CS11. MSGP12 and MSGP13 will help create lifetime neighbourhoods 
that provide all residents with health, wellbeing and social inclusion benefits. This also reduces the need for 
adaptations or for people to move home as their circumstances change. 



3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels across 
Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce inequalities in 
health 

+ S, M, L  The policy could increase resident satisfaction with housing as a result of higher quality housing stock that meets 
the national space standards.  Better quality housing has positive impacts for health and wellbeing and 
contributes to sustainable neighbourhoods linking with CSUCP CS15. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage and 
diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. Increasing space 
standards across all new housing development will benefit all housing developments. There are requirements in 
CSUCP CS15 which requires development to positively respond to local distinctiveness and character. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and 
services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate 

change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change and 

mitigate against its impacts in future development 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing impacts of climate change. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral.  

 Ensuring all developments provide quality homes will reduce the demand to move homes, or larger homes that 
could have an influence on greenhouse gas emissions. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and globally / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental limits. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and infrastructure. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the Gateshead economy. There are, 

however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable employment 

market 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing the employment market. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a positive impact on social sustainability objectives SO1 and SO6. The positive effect on SA objectives 1, 4 and 6 is as a result of increased resident satisfaction, a reduced need to 
move home, the creation of lifetime neighbourhoods and improved health and wellbeing. This will directly link to CSUCP policies CS10 Delivering New Homes and UC4 New Homes. 
 
 
Environmental: / 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the environmental sustainability objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
 
Economic: / 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on most of the economic sustainability objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. Space standards will increase 
the quality and diversity of housing in line with CSUCP policy UC4. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
This policy could be strengthened by the inclusion of 
sustainable space standards to ensure lifetime homes and 
linkages in the supporting text to MSGP12. 
 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

Policy MSGP 14. Housing density 



New housing developments will have a net density of at least 20 dwellings per hectare, unless there is evidence of a shortage of lower-density housing to meet demand or there are over-riding 
townscape, heritage or amenity considerations indicating a lower density. 
 
The Borough has a potential shortage of housing land to meet need and sites formerly in the Green Belt have had to be allocated. A low-density threshold has been set to ensure that sites contribute to a 
reasonable extent to meeting need and there is not a further shortage during the plan period resulting from the failure to use land efficiently. A flexible approach may be required depending on the site, its location, 
the character and design of the locality, and the nature of the local housing market.  
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
+ M, L  Providing sufficient housing to meet housing needs is an important element of 

strong and inclusive communities and this policy aims to prevent a further 
shortage through the efficient use of land and should therefore have a positive 
impact on this objective. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all 
future development 

+ M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it meets the needs of the community by 
providing sufficient housing to meet the needs of a growing population. 

3. Improve educational achievement 
and skill levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational 
achievement and skill levels. There are, however no anticipated negative effects 
on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being 
and reduce inequalities in health 

?/ M, L  The policy, can have positive and negative impacts on health. Higher density 
housing often leads to a dense enough population to support the facilities 
associated with a healthier way of living such as public transport networks; 
infrastructure for walking and cycling; well-maintained and interesting public 
spaces for people to sit, watch, read, and interact; farmers’ markets and small 
neighbourhood shopping centres. 

 However, high density can also have a negative impact on mental health; 
respiratory; levels of isolation, fear, and ultimately community dislocation.  

 The degree of positive/negative impacts will depend on the location and 
infrastructure in place and density of housing. A density of 20 dwelling per 
hectare is not considered high density, however the policy does not restrict 
density to 20 houses per hectare. The location of new housing allocations relates 
well to existing development pattern and key employment areas. Further 
information on density is required to identify the degree of impact. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect 
our culture, heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and 
diversity. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so 
the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services 

? ?  Should the density exceed 25 dwellings per hectare under, the policy promotes 
improved access as the minimum density for a bus service in the UK is 25 units 
per hectare. Further information is required. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 

impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects 

of climate change and mitigate 
against its impacts in future 
development 

+ M, L  Additional housing will lead to a net increase of greenhouse gas emissions.  
Housing in Gateshead being close to the urban core and major employment is 
more sustainably located than new housing which is sparsely located across the 
Council area and new housing development is likely to be more energy efficient 
than existing housing. 

/ M, L  Low density housing may also limit the ability for the scale of development and 
location to maximise sustainability and adapt to the consequences of climate 
change. Housing density  policy should relate well to policies MSGP33 
(Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing Green Infrastructure), MSGP34 
(Countryside and landscape protection), and MSGP35 (Development in 
settlements within the Green Belt) limit or improve the impacts to the green 
space, wildlife movement and biodiversity. 

 As the policy does not specify to have at minimum 30+ dwellings per hectare, the 
degree of impact will be dependent upon the housing density for the 
developments and further information is required.  



8. Live within environmental limits, 
both locally and globally 

/ M, L  High density housing (30+ dwellings per hectare) may lead to increased surface 
water flooding as a result of decreased permeable surfaces and/or increased 
drainage pressure. Simultaneous application of policy MSGP30 (Flood Risk 
Management) will control flood risk in critical drainage areas and on a catchment 
level, but will not reduce localised flood risk in all other areas. 

 The policy can be strengthened by developing a policy or enhancing MSGP30 to 
requires the incorporation of flood mitigation, such as SuDS, for all new 
developments and restricts any development in Flood Zone 3b. 

 Higher density will likely result in decreased long-term pressure to develop on 
green space, the wildlife corridor and good quality agricultural land and slow the 
expansion of the borough.  

 As the policy does not specify to have at minimum 30+ dwellings per hectare, the 
degree of impact will be dependent upon the housing density for the 
developments and further information is required. 

9. Protect and enhance our 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/ L  Higher density (30+ dwellings per hectare) will likely result in decreased long-
term pressure to develop on green space, the wildlife corridor and good quality 
agricultural land and slow the expansion of the borough.  

 As the policy does not specify to have at minimum 30+ dwellings per hectare, the 
degree of impact will be dependent upon the housing density for the 
developments and further information is required. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy /+ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the 

Gateshead economy. The provision of housing developments within key 
settlement areas and employment, and within the provision of existing transport 
infrastructure should help to sustain the growth of economy in Gateshead.  

11. Improve access to a stable and 
sustainable employment market 

/+ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing the employment market. 
New housing development will help to contribute to range and quality of housing 
supply which will in turn benefit the growth of a sustainable economy. 

 
Summary 
Social: / to ++ 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on most of the social sustainability objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect; with the exception of SA Objectives 
1 and 4. The policy directly supports Objective SO1 as it directly ensures access to decent and suitable housing. The policy indirectly supports Objective SO4 as improved housing sustainability standards will lead 
to improved health and overall quality of place thus contributing to CSUCP policies CS15 and CS16. 
 
Environmental: - to + 
The policy will have impacts on the environmental sustainability objectives ranging from negative to positive. The negative impacts are associated with the increase in flood risk. The policy can be strengthened by 
developing a policy or enhancing MSGP30 to requires the incorporation of flood mitigation, such as SuDS, for all new developments and restricts any development in Flood Zone 3b. 
 
High density housing will also limit the ability for the environment to adapt to the consequences of climate change, as it will minimise the amount of green space higher density housing areas and potentially 
negatively impact wildlife in the area. However, simultaneous application of policies MSGP33 (Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing Green Infrastructure), MSGP34 (Countryside and landscape protection), and 
MSGP35 (Development in settlements within the Green Belt) limit or improve the impacts to the green space, wildlife movement and biodiversity. However, as the policy does not specify that high density housing 
(>30 dwellings per hectare) is required, further information is required to identify the degree of impact. 
 
The positive impacts are as an indirect result in decreased long-term pressure to develop on greenspace, the wildlife corridor and good quality agricultural land as a result of the slowed expansion of the borough 
due to high density development. 
 
Economic: / 
The provision of housing developments of specific density and quality and range could positively contribute to the sustainable growth of the economy providing that the housing density is reflective of current 
housing demands and needs assessment. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Evidence for 20 dwellings per 
hectare needs to be made clear in 
supporting text. 

“Additional housing will lead to a net increase of greenhouse gas emissions” This is 
repeated against several policies in a slightly different form. New housing in 
Gateshead being close to the urban core and major employment is more sustainably 

Revisited. 
 
 
 



located than new housing further out in other authorities’ areas. It is also more likely 
to be energy-efficient than existing housing. 

Although increased number of housing to be built they are at a higher environmental 
standard compared to those dwellings that are being demolished across the borough. 
To not provide additional new homes would not comply with NPPF. 

The Councils SuDs interim guidance (prior to adoption of SuDs) SPD addressing new 
development requirements. 

MSGP30 requires source control SuDS in CDA.  All major development will need to 
aim for greenfield runoff rate as per national SuDS standards and SuDS SPD (MSGP 
30).  Developable areas of the housing sites have been reviewed by the LLFA and 
the SFRA to ensure surface water is considered. This should all to help mitigate the 
impact of surface water runoff from dense housing development. Many of these sites 
are brownfield sites where SuDS can help to reduce surface water runoff and have 
development can have positive environment impact.  
 

 
 
 
 
Noted. 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
Noted and recommended wording of MSGP 30 reflects comments provided. 

 

 

Policy MSGP 15. Student Housing Schemes 
Student housing schemes will be acceptable: 

a)    Within Gateshead Centre; or 
b)    Within reasonable walking distance of the relevant higher education institution; or 
c)    Close to good public transport routes serving the higher education institution.                         
 

 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objectives as it ensures that ensures that students have access to suitable and accessible 

housing.  
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 

embedded in all future development 
+ /  The policy should have a positive impact on this objective by encouraging development This policy does not deal 

directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on 
this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because it ensures that students have access to housing needed to 
support higher education. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

+ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objectives as it ensures good access via sustainable transportation for students to 
high education facilities.  

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objectives as it ensures good access via sustainable transportation for students to 
high education facilities. 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing adapting to the effects of climate change and mitigating against 
its impacts. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 



8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objectives as it ensures good access via sustainable transportation for students to 
high education facilities. This may lead to a reduction in CO2, particularly in the long term. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing protecting and enhancing environmental assets and 
infrastructure. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective. By improving living conditions for students, the policy contributes to 

attracting students to seek higher education in Gateshead, and a percent of students will often remain in the borough 
following the completion of their education. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable employment market. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
In general, the policy has a clear positive influence on three social sustainability objectives 1, 2 and 3 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The other three objectives (3, 4 5 and 6 ) have a 
broadly positive effect because of the policy supporting sustainable access. This policy directly links to CSUCP policies CS10 Delivering new homes and UC4 new homes. 
 
Environmental: / to + 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the environmental sustainability objectives 7b and 9 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy will have a 
positive effect on objectives SO7a and SO8 due to the requirement for access via sustainable transportation which will result in decreased CO2. 
 
Economic: / to + 
In general, the policy has a direct positive/neutral influence on economic sustainability objectives 10 and 11 and is therefore considered to have a broadly/positive neutral effect. The policy indirectly supports 
strategic objective SA10 as it will result in the attraction and retention of students following the completion of their education. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Linkages in supporting text to MSGP12 space 
standards in housing. 
Linkages to CSUCP policies CS10 and UC4 would 
be beneficial in the policy support text. 
 

No comment.  

 

 

 

Transport and Accessibility 
 
Policy MSGP 16. Mitigating impacts of development on the transport network 
Where a development is likely to have a significant impact on the transport network, its acceptability will need to be demonstrated by: 

 
a) A Transport Assessment in line with the scope agreed with the Planning Authority including, but not limited to: 

 an assessment of the impact of the proposals on traffic movements and highway safety 
 an assessment of the accessibility of the site by sustainable modes 
 an action plan setting out how and when issues highlighted by the accessibility and transport assessments will be addressed.  

b) A Travel plan for all users of the development which includes provision for its continuing development, and the setting and monitoring of targets for sustainable travel use. 
 

 c)   A Transport Statement will be required where a development is likely to have a lesser impact on the transport network.  Developments subject to a Transport Statement may still require a 
Travel Plan. 

 
Transport assessments and statements are a central part of the development process and will be required for any land use proposal likely to have an impact on the wider transport network.  
Guidance on the type and size of development where these are required, and their respective contents, is available from the Council in its validation checklist and will be augmented by Design  
Guidelines to be brought forward as a future supplementary planning document. 

 
The action plan element of a Transport Assessment should include information on how adverse impacts on the transport network will be mitigated, how sustainable access to the development will be enhanced, 
and how these measures will be financed (either directly or through a financial contribution).   Such provision may include on and off-site measures. 

 



As noted in the policy, the production, approval and development of a travel plan may be required.  Again, guidance on the type and size of development where this is required, and the potential scope/contents of 
the travel plan, is available from the Council in its validation checklist and will be augmented by Design Guidelines to be brought forward as a future supplementary planning document. 

 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and 

inclusive communities 
/+ /  This policy will support development and should ensure access to transport network, improving access 

to all and building travel links to jobs and education. It’s not clear what type of developments this will 
apply to because its loosely worded within the policy and supporting text. All major development is likely 
to have an impact on transport provision and access to and from work and the quality of place making as 
defined by policy CSUCP CS15. 

2. Ensure that equality, 
diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future 
development 

+ S, M, L  This policy requires mitigation measures to be put in place to tackle impacts on transport, the policy is 
ensuring that there is no reduction in the current access to essential services and facilities. 

 This policy approach to transport and sustainable modes should help to increase access and availability 
of transport methods. 

3. Improve educational 
achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

+  S, M, L  Access to education is important to quality of places and policies CS15 and CS13. Ensuring 
development policies assess the impacts on transport will have a positive impact on quality of places and 
should help to indirectly tackle areas of low education achievement.  

4. Improve health and well-
being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the objective by ensuring that access to new developments such as 
healthcare services, is not negatively affected.  

 Sustainable transports methods should help to contribute to quality of places, and wellbeing and lifestyle 
and health benefits. 

5. Promote, enhance and 
respect our culture, heritage 
and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to 
jobs, facilities, goods and 
services 

+  S, M, L  This policy should help to improve and sustain transport access within existing communities and new 
developments. Although its not clear what type of developments this policy is referring to and all major 
development is likely to have some degree of impact on the transport system. 

 By requiring that mitigation measures are in place, the policy is ensuring that there are no additional 
barriers that prevent people from accessing jobs, facilities, goods and services. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate 

against the impacts of 
climate change:  

a. Reduce our contributions to 
the causes of climate 
change 

b. Make sure we adapt to the 
effects of climate change 
and mitigate against its 
impacts in future 
development 

+  S, M, L  By requiring a travel plan for continued development, the policy is supporting sustainable design. 

+ S, M, L  By requiring a travel plan for continued development, the policy is supporting sustainable design. 
 By mitigating impacts against the transport network, the policy is ensuring continued access to more 

environmentally friendly transport which directly supports the objective to reduce CO2, particularly in the 
long term. 

 Housing in Gateshead being close to the urban core and major employment is more sustainably located 
than new housing which is sparsely located across the Council area and new housing development is 
likely to be more energy efficient than existing housing. 

8. Live within environmental 
limits, both locally and 
globally 

++ S, M, L  By mitigating impacts against the transport network, the policy is ensuring continued access to more 
environmentally friendly transport which directly supports the objective to improve air quality and reduce 
pollution, particularly in the long term. 

9. Protect and enhance our 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and infrastructure. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy ++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it aims to maintain connectivity of the transport network, 

and in some circumstances, it will enhance connectivity where the current transport network will not 
support the development. 



11. Improve access to a stable 
and sustainable 
employment market 

/+ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing a stable and sustainable employment market. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral, positive because safeguarding transport from impacts of development will help to ensure 
development is sustainable and transport system is functional. 

 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the social sustainability objectives as a result of the policy supporting sustainable access to jobs and essential services and facilities. This policy supports 
CSUCP policy CS13 Transport. 
 
Environmental: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a positive to very positive effect on the environmental objectives as it supports sustainable development and improvements in air quality and reduction in CO2 and pollution, 
particularly in the long term. 
 
Economic: / to ++ 
In general, the policy will positively and directly influence on economic sustainability objectives 10 and 11. The policy directly supports objective SO2 and SO7 as it will result in opportunities to increase our 
economic performance and resilience. Managing and developing our transport system to support growth and sustainable access for all housing, jobs, services and shops. This policy directly supports CSUCP 
policy CS13 Transport. 
SA comments and 
suggestions 

Response Status 

Linkages in supporting text of 
policy to CSUCP policy CS13. 

The comments seem largely to have been taken from reading the 
policy title rather than the policy itself.  The development of a travel 
plan relates to access for all and building travel links to jobs, 
education etc.  There are a number of points here which should be 
moved up from either amber to green or slightly positive to strongly 
positive.  For example, the point relating to health talks solely about 
access to health facilities, whereas sustainable travel is key in 
promoting an active lifestyle which has obvious health benefits. 

 

 

 

 

Transport and Accessibility 
 
Policy MSGP 17. Transport aspects of the design of new development 
New development will be required to: 

 
a) secure safe access to the site for all people and provide adequate servicing facilities; 
b) not have an adverse impact on the safe operation of the transport network, a significant impact on the efficient operation of the road network, or create significant additional congestion; 
c) give priority to access by sustainable travel including the improvement of existing links, the removal of barriers to sustainable means of access and; 
d) enhance the public right of way and cycle networks.  Where it is necessary to disturb either network, suitable replacement sections of route will be required; and 
e) provide the level of parking necessary to secure the safe and effective operation of the development by: 

i. limiting car parking for residential development to the levels set out in the Council’s parking standards 
ii. providing car parking for non-residential development in line with the Council’s parking standards 

iii. providing electric vehicle charging points in line with the Council’s parking standards 
iv. providing motorcycle parking facilities in line with the Council’s parking standards 
v. providing cycle parking facilities in line with the standards set out in the Gateshead Cycling strategy 

 
Site layout, levels of parking provision and development density all have a key role in reducing the dominance of motorised traffic. It is vital that new developments are well linked with the public transport, cycling 
and pedestrian networks, and easy access is provided to local services. The requirements for access by these more sustainable modes within new developments, and limited parking provision, are set out above.  
It is intended that parking standards for cycle, electric vehicles (both cars and cycles), motorcycles and cars will be incorporated into Design Guidelines to be brought forward as a future supplementary planning 
document. 

 



Highways England is the government company charged with operating, maintaining and improving England’s motorways and major A roads (formerly the Highways Agency).  They are a statutory consultee in the 
planning system and aim to support economic growth and facilitate new development around the network, alongside maintaining a safe and efficient road network.  Developers should seek to engage with 
Highways England as early as is practicable in the development process. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities ++ /  This policy will positively influence on design, site layout, public transport methods, provision of a safe and secure access. 

Including parking and transport network and provision of sustainable travel, public rights of way and cycle networks and 
parking provision form beneficial requirements of development. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 
are embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective as it ensures that transport, cycle and pedestrian links are maintained or 
enhanced, which will further support access to essential services and facilities. The transport requirements form integral 
part of the design of new developments ensuring access to the community, transports of goods and services which can 
have direct socially beneficial impacts. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly and positively supports the objective because it potentially addresses barriers associated with 
sustainable transport that would prevent people from getting to work. The wording of policy supports a range of transport 
methods and importance of good design within new developments. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

++ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective as it ensures that transport, cycle and pedestrian links are maintained or 
enhanced, which will further support access to essential services and facilities. The transport requirements form integral 
part of the design of new developments ensuring access to the community, transports of goods and services which can 
have direct socially beneficial impacts. As well as direct positive impacts on health and wellbeing. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it ensures all new developments will be accessible by sustainable transport 
and limit reliance on the private car. Additionally, that new developments will not negatively impact sustainable 
infrastructure in place. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because by encouraging a heavier reliance on sustainable transport, the 
policy will have a positive impact on improving air quality and reducing CO2 production, by reducing reliance on the private 
car. 

 The policy also supports sustainable design of the transport network. Promoting sustainable transport methods of goods 
and services. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

++ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because by encouraging a heavier reliance on sustainable transport, the 
policy will have a positive impact on improving air quality and reducing CO2 production, by reducing reliance on the private 
car. The emphasis of the policy is to provide a range of transport design options to facilitate good design in new 
developments. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and infrastructure. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it enhances connectivity required for economic growth. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
+ /  Ensuring all new development takes account of the design and transport system needs should help to support a growing 

population and need to sustain economic growth. This policy supports CSUCP policy CS13 and CS15. 
 
Summary 
Social: / to ++ 
The policy should have effects ranging from neutral to very positive on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated with objectives SO1 and SO5 where the policy does not have any clear 
relationship or influence on objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. This policy supports CSUCP policy CS13 Transport. 
 
 
The policy will indirectly and directly support the objectives it ensures that transport, cycle and pedestrian links are maintained or enhanced which supports a reduction in the reliance on private cars. Additionally, it 
addresses barriers that prevent people from getting to work. 
 
Environmental: / to + 



In general, the policy will have a positive effect on the environmental objectives as it supports sustainable development and improvements in air quality and reduction in CO2 and pollution, particularly in the long 
term. 
 
Economic: / to + 
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on objective SA objective 11 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy supports objective SO10 as enhances 
connectivity required for economic growth. This policy supports CSUCP policy CS13 Transport and CS15 Place-making. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
No recommendations. 
The supporting text in the policy could be 
strengthened to draw linkages to CSUCP policy 
CS13. 

Similar comments as 
MSGP16. 

 

 

 

 

Transport and Accessibility 
 
Policy MSGP 18. Safeguarded land for transport improvements 
Development on land safeguarded for the following transport improvements (identified on the Proposals Map), will be permitted where it does not threaten or hinder the project: 

 
MSGP18.1   Sunderland Road Link 
MSGP18.2   Eighton Lodge Park & Ride 
MSGP18.3   Follingsby Park & Ride 
MSGP18.4   Dunston Hill Park & Ride 
MSGP18.5    A1 Birtley to Coalhouse 
MSGP18.6   Heworth Roundabout Improvements 
MSGP18.7   Leamside Line 
MSGP18.8   Mill Road/Hawks Road Car Park 

The Core Strategy and the Development Management policies above set out an approach to dealing with the key transport issues for Gateshead, which includes reducing the impact of traffic, reducing the need to 
travel, managing congestion, improving accessibility and promoting a change in transport usage. In addition, the Core Strategy also identifies a small number of key transport infrastructure projects which will 
require the safeguarding of land in order to bring them forward. 

The Core strategy also identifies the requirement for Gateshead and Newcastle councils to undertake an assessment of the need for further cross river capacity, highlighting the potential for new pedestrian/cycle 
and all vehicle links.  This assessment work is ongoing, initially linked to the development of the Metrogreen Area Action Plan, but is not yet at a stage where individual schemes can be identified or routes 
safeguarded. 

 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities /- /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and 

inclusive communities. Safeguarded land for transport improvements should 
positively benefit local and regional communities. The type of development 
is not limited. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this 
objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. This policy could be 
strengthened to limit certain types of development and exceptional 
circumstances required. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+ L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because it ensures that 
development on the land safeguarded for transport improvements won’t 
threaten or hinder the projects, which in turn supports ensuring long term 
access to facilities, goods and services as a result of sufficient means of 
public transportation. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

- L  The policy could indirectly impact on land safeguarded for transport 
improvements which will in turn impact on long term access to work and 
educational training centres via public transportation, and quality of places 
CS15. 



4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-
being. Access to jobs can be linked to deprivation in areas. Areas 
safeguarded for improvements to transport should be secured with 
allocation of key employment and housing sites. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage 
and diversity. Overall, there are, however no anticipated negative effects on 
this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 A Scheduled Ancient Monument (Wardley moated site), is located adjacent 
to the Leamside Line. Should that area be developed it could negatively 
impact that monument. However, the degree of impact is likely no greater 
than that associated with developing the transport scheme. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

- L  The policy directly conflicts because it doesn’t place or protect land 
safeguarded for transport improvements which is key to sustaining growth, 
supporting movement of goods and services and access to jobs. This 
potentially conflicts with policy CS13 as it would allow projects which would 
threaten or hinder the transport improvements. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

/ L  By reserving land for the transportation network expansion locations, the 
policy is supporting sustainable design/sustainable growth. The policy as 
worded is potentially not prescriptive enough to protect this land and should 
be made clear what and the limited type of development should be 
considered acceptable. 

 Sustainable construction methods and information on type of transport 
improvements would help to clarify the assessment impacts. 

 The type of impacts are uncertain because of the wording of the policy and 
potential conflict with CSUCP. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

/ L  See comments for 7a and 7b above.  
 Land safeguarded for transport improvements should be sufficiently 

protected to ensure environmental infrastructure and assets are protected 
and enhanced. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/ L  LNR Watergate Forest Park falls within the boundary of the Dunston Hill 
Park and Ride site and development on the site will negatively impact the 
LNR.  

 Simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) 
will ensure that compensation measures are incorporated where the 
development impacts the LNR. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / M, L  The policy doesn’t sufficiently protect the land designated for future 

transport link, and therefore conflicts with the objective to enhance transport 
connectivity over the long term.  

 The policy would greatly benefit from clarifying how it will be determined that 
developments approved on the land will not hinder or threated the transport 
projects. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

/ M, L  This policy if unchanged could negatively impact on the objectives to 
strengthen and enhance a sustainable economic employment market. 

 
Summary 
Social: / to ++ 
The policy will have effects ranging from neutral to very positive on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated with objectives 1, 4 and 5 where the policy does not have any clear 
relationship or influence on objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy will indirectly support objective 2 it ensures long term access via sustainable transport. This policy 
supports CSUCP policy CS13 Transport. The policy negatively impacts objectives 3 and 6 as it may impact long term access via sustainable transport and directly conflicts with policy CS13 
 
Environmental: / - 
In general, the policy will have a neutral effect on the environmental objectives.  
 



Although one of the reserved sites may potentially impact a LNR, simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) will ensure that compensation measures are incorporated where the 
development impacts the LNR. 
 
Economic: /  
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on objective 11 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy should support objective 10 and protects the 
enhancement of connectivity in the long term to support CSUCP policy CS13 Transport and CS15 Place-Making. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
This policy could be clarified, and limited to certain 
types of developments. It’s difficult to assess types of 
impacts because type of development will affect 
potential safeguarding of transport improvements. 
 
The safeguarding of this land to meet the 
requirements of the CSUCP needs to be 
strengthened. The wording of policy should place 
emphasis on protection, unless. 

Objective 3 & 6– the policy is to safeguard land for transport 
improvements including park and ride and a rail link (restricting 
development which would threaten such schemes) – which would the 
assist with transport improvements, access to training/jobs (why red…?), 
strengthening the economy. 

The assessment of this policy is confused, confusing and self-
contradictory.  Objective 10 is rated as negative, but the summary says it 
is positive.  Objective 11 is neutral but the summary says it is negative.  
The suggestion appears to be that there is a weakness in the policy but I 
think we’d disagree. 

Disagree. The emphasis of the policy reads as if certain types of development 
will be acceptable, therefor not safeguarding land for transport improvements. 
 
Appraisal scoring and assessment checked. 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 19. Residential Amenity 
Development will be required to provide a high-quality environment and a good standard of amenity for existing and future occupants of land and buildings. Planning permission will be granted for 
new development where it: 

a) does not have an adverse impact on amenity or character of an area, and does not cause unacceptable disturbance to nearby residents, through an increase in noise, disturbance, traffic and 
parking congestion, smells, fumes or other harmful effects, or conflict with other adjoining uses; 

b) safeguards the enjoyment of light and privacy for existing residential properties; and 
c) ensures a high quality of design and amenity for existing and future residents. 
 
A key objective of the CSUCP is to provide opportunity for a high quality of life for everyone and to enhance the wellbeing of people to reduce inequalities. To achieve this objective CSUCP Policy CS14 requires 
development to prevent any negative impacts upon residential amenity. Policy MSGP19 sets out in further detail the range of issues which will be taken into consideration when determining if a proposal would 
impact upon residential amenity. In circumstances where the type or degree of change resulting from a proposal would have significant adverse impact on residential amenity, permission will normally be refused. 
 
Residential areas may be vulnerable to development which increases building or population density through, for example, extensions, conversions, redevelopment, and sub-division of curtilages to create new 
building plots. The impact may arise directly from the building work, displacing garden space or other greenery, or resulting in a lack of reasonable outlook or light from windows. It may also arise indirectly from 
increased activity, traffic, noise, disturbance, or overlooking of private areas. Where residents’ privacy and outlook could be compromised by development suitable spacing should be retained between buildings. 
Gateshead’s Placemaking and Householder Alterations and Extensions SPDs provide further guidance to applicants on how the design and layout of development proposals can address or minimise impacts on 
residential amenity.  
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objectives as it enables residential development which will contribute to high quality 

environment, and an improved opportunity of living of a suitable and affordable home, and which does not detrimentally 
harm the amenity of existing communities or residents. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 
are embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the objective, particularly in the short term because limiting disturbance will create conditions 
to support well-being in communities. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

+ S  The policy supports the objective by limiting disturbance to residential amenity particularly in the short term as it relates to 
increased traffic congestion during construction. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

++ S, M, L  This policy directly supports the SA objective as it aims to improve the quality of design and amenity which will enable 
individuals to live healthily and independently.  

 The positive impacts will only be enhanced by the simultaneous application of policies MSGP 11, 12 and 13. 



5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ S  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective, particularly in the short term, as it aims to mitigate against impacts on 
traffic, which is likely be the greatest issue during construction.  

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective through mitigation of smells, fumes and other harmful effects which will 
reduction contributions to air pollution. Housing in Gateshead being close to the urban core and major employment is 
more sustainably located than new housing which is sparsely located across the Council area and new housing 
development is likely to be more energy efficient than existing housing. 
 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing adapting to and mitigating against the effect of climate change. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective through mitigation of smells, fumes and other harmful effects which will 
reduction contributions to air pollution.  

 A reduction in traffic/idling cars will also reduce CO2 emissions. 
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 

and infrastructure 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and infrastructure. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the economy. There are, however no anticipated 

negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable employment market. There 

are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
 
Summary 
Social: / to ++ 
The policy will have effects ranging from neutral to very positive on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated with objective 5 where the policy does not have any clear relationship or 
influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy will indirectly support living in decent and suitable housing as well as resident well-being and happiness supporting 
CSUCP policy CS9 Existing Communities and CS10 Delivering New Homes. The policy also directly enables individuals to live healthily and independently thus supporting CSUCP policy CS14. 
 
Environmental: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the environmental objectives as it supports improvements in air quality and reduction in CO2 and pollution. Improving quality of places and supporting 
CSUCP policy CS15 Place-Making and CS16 Climate Change. 
 
Economic: /  
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the economic sustainability objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
 The addition of supporting policy text links between 
MSGP 11,12,13 and 20 would be beneficial  
Linkages to CSUCP policies CS9, CS14, CS15 and 
CS16 would help to strengthen the context of the 
MSGP policy. 

No comment. No change. 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 20. Noise 

1. Noise-sensitive development will be assessed for its compatibility with existing land uses and activities.  
 

2. Noise-generating development will not be permitted if the rating level would exceed the pre-existing background noise levels by 10dB(A) or more for existing noise–sensitive land uses and 
this cannot be mitigated.  Where the increase in noise level would be between 5dB(A) and 10dB(A) the applicant will be expected to demonstrate that acceptable noise levels will be achieved, 
or can be achieved through appropriate mitigation and a noise assessment maybe required.  Where the increase in noise levels would be below 5dB(A) the application will be judged on its 
merits. 



 
New noise-sensitive development including houses, hospitals and schools will not be permitted where high levels of ambient noise are present unless satisfactory reductions in noise levels can be achieved through 
appropriate mitigation measures. In assessing new noise-sensitive development, reference will be made to BS 8233: 1999 ‘Sound Insulation and Noise Reduction for Buildings – Code of Practice’ and BS4142: 
1997 ‘Method for rating industrial noise affecting mixed residential and industrial areas’. 
 
For new noise-generating development, guidance has been derived from BS4142 (1997) on what might be acceptable noise levels.  This is based on the level of noise likely to result in complaints.  The maximum 
exceedance over previous background noise levels that is usually tolerated before complaints are likely is around 10dB(A).  The noise impact assessment should outline the potential sources of noise generation 
and how these may have a negative effect on health and quality of life. The assessment should also outline how noise levels approaching 10dB(A) or more will be managed to bring them within acceptable levels.  
Each application will be considered on a site-by-site basis and advice will be sought from the Council’s Environmental Health Team.  The validation list of planning applications in Tyneside sets out further 
information on noise assessment requirements.  
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. There 

are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it promotes development that create conditions for 
supporting well-being and happiness by mitigating against the negative impacts associated with 
elevated noise levels, such as sleep loss. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels across Gateshead / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce inequalities in health + S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it promotes healthy urban planning as it indirectly 
mitigates against health problems associated with elevated noise levels, such as sleep loss. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage and diversity / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and 
services. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely 
to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change and mitigate against 

its impacts in future development 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing impacts of climate change. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. Housing in Gateshead being close to the urban core and major employment is more 
sustainably located than new housing which is sparsely located across the Council area and new 
housing development is likely to be more energy efficient than existing housing. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and globally + S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it supports the protection of wildlife networks as excess 
noise can negatively impact wildlife, such as their hunting patterns as was identified in a study 
conducted by the University of Bristol for DEFRA (2012). But this is a very new area of research 
and evidence. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and infrastructure + S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it supports the protection of wildlife networks as excess 
noise can negatively impact wildlife. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the economy. There are, 

however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable employment market / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the 
effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 



Summary 
Social: / to + 
The policy will have effects ranging from neutral to positive on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated with the majority of the objectives where the policy does not have any clear 
relationship or influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. Objectives 2 and 4 see positive effects due to the mitigation against negative health impacts associated with 
elevated noise levels. This policy does not directly relate to a CSUCP policies, it will indirectly support strategic objective SO10 providing the opportunity for a high quality of life for everyone and enhance the 
wellbeing of people to reduce all inequalities. 
 
Environmental: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a positive/neutral effect on the environmental objectives as it protects against negative impacts to biodiversity. This policy could help to address strategic objective SO9 ensuring 
development and use of land protects and sustains and enhances the quality of the natural, built and historic environment making the Urban Core  a high quality exemplar for Gateshead and Newcastle and 
ensuring our communities are attractive safe and sustainable. 
 
Economic: /  
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the economic sustainability objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. This policy should help to indirectly 
support strategic objective SO4. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
It would be useful to know how non-sensitive development is defined in the 
supporting text. 
 
This policy would benefit from links to policy on residential amenity MSGP20. 
Noise is often an impact which is assessed against impacts on residential 
amenity. But there are other issues to consider against noise conflicting 
developments. 
 

No comment. No changes. 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 21. Air Quality 

1. Development that has the potential to  
i. increase air pollution levels that would approach upon or exceed National Air Quality Objective thresholds or  
ii. lead to an increase in exposure where high levels of air pollution already exist  
will only be permitted where it can be demonstrated through an air quality assessment that acceptable air quality levels will or can be achieved.  

 
2. Where proposed development includes a polluting process prescribed under the Environmental Permitting Regulations 2010 2016 (or equivalent), or new sensitive development is proposed 

in proximity to an existing process regulated under those regulations, the applicant will be required to demonstrate through an air quality assessment that acceptable air quality levels will or 
can be achieved. 

 
The first part of the policy does not permit new development that is expected to exceed the National Air Quality Objective thresholds, set out in the National Air Quality Strategy, unless it can be demonstrated that 
acceptable air quality levels can be achieved through appropriate mitigation. In addition, the policy does not permit new development that may introduce additional people to areas of poor air quality. As road 
transport has the greatest impact on air quality in Gateshead, the consideration of air quality impact will apply particularly to developments expected to generate additional traffic and sensitive developments located 
close to significant sources of air pollution. 
 
The second part of the policy refers to new polluting developments that give rise to significant additional emissions of air pollutants or new sensitive developments within proximity to existing polluting 
developments.  In these circumstances, an Air Quality Impact Assessment will be required.  This should outline the significance of the air quality impact and measures that can be taken to reduce the air quality 
impact to a suitable level.  The validation list of planning applications in Tyneside sets out further information on air quality assessment requirements. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. 

There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to 
be broadly neutral. 



2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective. By requiring air quality levels to below National 
thresholds, the policy supports developments that create conditions that support well-being. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels across Gateshead / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill 
levels. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is 
likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce inequalities in health + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective. By requiring air quality levels to below National 
thresholds, the policy supports developments that create conditions that support health and 
well-being as a result of air quality levels being below levels identified as being acceptable 
for human health (DEFRA 2017). 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage and diversity / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to 
be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so 
the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change and mitigate against its 

impacts in future development 

+/ M, L  The policy supports the objective as it supports sustainable design in that aims to stop air 
quality from exceeding national limits.  

 However, by allowing an increase in air quality, provided it does not exceed national 
thresholds, the policy allows for additional contributions to climate change depending on the 
nature of the pollutants entering the air.  

 Policy CS16 (Climate Change) will mitigate against climate change impacts associated new 
developments. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and globally / S, M, L  The policy supports the objective because it aims to improve air quality and reduce air 
pollution. But it is only aiming to limit the air quality from exceeding national thresholds; 
which in some areas could result in a decrease in air quality in the areas which have seen 
an improvement in air quality in last 7 years. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and infrastructure + S, M, L  The policy supports the objective as it maintains air quality below levels identified to be 
acceptable for the environment. 

Economic 

10. Strengthening our economy / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the economy. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable employment market / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so 
the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 
Summary 
 
Social: / to + 
The policy will have effects ranging from neutral to positive on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated with the majority of the objectives where the policy does not have any clear 
relationship or influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy links to CSUCP policies CS14 and CS15 Place-Making. 
 
Objectives 2 and 4 see positive effects due to the mitigation against negative health impacts associated with elevated air pollution levels.  
 
Environmental: - to + 
The policy will have a negative and positive effect on the environmental objectives. The negative effect are as a result of the policy still allowing for increases in air pollution provided it remains below National 
thresholds, which will not meet the objective to decrease air pollution. Additionally, the policy indirectly supports increased CO2 emissions; however, the emissions will be mitigated through policy CS16. 
 
The policy does support the maintenance of air quality levels below limits identified to be acceptable to human health and the environment. 
 
Economic: /  
In general, the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the economic sustainability objectives and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy links to CSUCP policies 
CS14 Wellbeing and Health and CS15 Place-Making. 
 



SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The policy would benefit from rewording to clarify that air quality levels can and will 
be achieved. Current phrasing gives the impression that although it can be achieved, 
it is not required to be achieved. 
 
What is the evidence base to require a specific air quality policy and are there areas 
to target or is there a general need across the Council area? 
Air quality is a current indicator under SA 8-and based on available evidence of 
AMP, this shows a positive increase in baseline characteristics between 2010-2017 
and implementation of Air Quality Management Areas.  This evidence needs to be 
added to supporting text. 

No comment. No changes. 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 22. Land contamination 

 
1. Development that would cause, or have a significant possibility of causing, significant contamination of the ground which cannot be mitigated will not be permitted. Where development 

would be likely to cause less severe contamination of the ground, appropriate conditions will be imposed to limit such contamination and to ensure its removal and treatment when the 
contaminating use ceases.  

 
2. Applications for development on land that is or maybe affected by contamination will be permitted if the developer can show that the land is suitable for the proposed use or can be made so 

through remediation. A site will be suitable for the proposed use if it does not result in unacceptable risk or harm to human health, the environment, property or significantly pollute controlled 
waters.  
 

 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong 

and inclusive communities. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. There are potential negative impacts from 
development on contaminated land. But the aim of the policy is 
to not permit development which would cause significant 
contamination of land. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are embedded in 
all future development 

-/ M, L  Although the policy aims to impose limits to contamination, the 
current phrasing does not take into consideration the 
surrounding area and impacts. 

 The policy would benefit from considering the impacts of 
contaminant migration offsite to the surrounding area and the 
impacts to human health and well-being. 

 The policy would benefit from requiring mitigation measures for 
any predicted contamination which would make the need for 
remediation a secondary defence should the mitigation 
measures fail. This would reduce the risk of impacts to human 
health. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels across 
Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing 
educational achievement and skill levels. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely 
to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce inequalities in health -/ M, L  Although the policy takes into consideration the need to set limits 
to contamination, the currently phrasing of the policy does not 
clarify what the limits will be set to (human health, ground water 



quality, etc); therefore, leaving the policy open to allowing 
developments that could impact human health. 

 The policy would benefit from phrasing that considering the 
impacts to human health of the contaminants onsite and the 
migration of contaminants offsite to the surrounding area. 

 The policy would benefit from requiring mitigation measures for 
any predicted contamination which would make the need for 
remediation a secondary defence should the mitigation 
measures fail. 

 The aim of the policy is to not permit development which would 
cause significant contamination of land. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage and 
diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, 
heritage and diversity. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services / S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective because it allows 
for developments that would normally be refused based on 
contamination, which will support further employment 
opportunities that may otherwise be limited.  

 The policy could be clearer to ensure its clear that developments 
with significant contamination issues may affect the long term 
economic growth and environmental sustainability will not be 
permitted. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change and 

mitigate against its impacts in future development 

-/ M, L  This policy could indirectly support the use of previously 
developed land with contamination without strict controls could 
negatively impact on climate change impacts. The policy could 
benefit the remediation of existing contaminated sites. 

- M, L  The policy indirectly contradicts the SA objective, because by 
allowing for contamination to the soil, despite planning for 
remediation, the policy does not support sustainable 
development. The aim of the policy is to not permit development 
which would cause significant contamination of land. The 
wording of the policy is not quite strong or clear enough. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and globally -/ M, L  The policy indirectly contradicts the SA objective, because by 
allowing for contamination to the soil, despite planning for 
remediation, the policy does not support sustainable 
development. The balance development on greenfield sites and 
previously developed land and sustainability objectives to 
achieve sustainable quality places. 

 The policy supports the SA objective in that it promotes the re-
use of contaminated land following remediation. 

 The policy does make allowances for contamination provided the 
contamination levels are controlled and remediated, allowing for 
increased pollution, even if the will be remediated.  

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

-/ M, L  The policy does not support the objective as it will result in 
contamination impacts to the soil and potentially the ground 
water, even if they are limited. 

 The policy would benefit from requiring mitigation measures for 
any predicted contamination which would make the need for 
remediation a secondary defence should the mitigation 
measures fail. 

 Additionally, there is the opportunity to limit potentially 
contaminating developments from being located on greenfield 
sites as a means of protecting the quality of the soil. 



 The balance development on greenfield sites and previously 
developed land and sustainability objectives to achieve 
sustainable quality places. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy /- S, M, L  The policy could conflict with this objective as it allows for 

developments that can provide employment opportunities 
despite the environmental risk, which could negatively impact on 
the economy. The policy could benefit the remediation of existing 
contaminated sites. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable employment market /- S, M, L  The policy could directly conflict with the objective as it allows for 
developments that can provide employment opportunities 
despite the environmental risk. The policy could benefit the 
remediation of existing contaminated sites. 

 
Summary 
 
Social: + to - 
The policy will have effects ranging from positive to negative on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated objectives 1, 3 and 5, where the policy does not have any clear relationship or 
influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy would benefit from phrasing that considering the impacts to human health of the contaminants onsite and the 
migration of contaminants offsite to the surrounding area. The policy would benefit from requiring mitigation measures for any predicted contamination which would make the need for remediation a secondary 
defence should the mitigation measures fail. The policy links to CSUCP policies CS14 Wellbeing and Health and CS15 Place-Making. 
 
Environmental: -  
The policy will have a negative effect on the environmental objectives as a result of the policy still allowing a contamination, even if to a limited degree. In doing so, the policy is also not supporting sustainable 
development. However, by requiring remediation, the policy supports the reuse of developed land. The policy would benefit from requiring mitigation measures for any predicted contamination which would make 
the need for remediation a secondary defence should the mitigation measures fail. Additionally, there is the opportunity to limit potentially contaminating developments from being located on greenfield sites as a 
means of protecting soil quality. Mitigation and control measures could form part 3 of the policy criteria. 
 
Economic: +  
In general, the policy will result in a largely negative effect as it could allow for developments that can increase employment opportunities despite the environmental risk. The appraisal recommends the wording of 
this policy is strengthened to place more emphasis links to CSUCP policies CS14 Wellbeing and Health and CS15 Place-Making. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The policy would be strengthened placing a time frame on when the 
contaminated sites are to be remediated when the use ceases to 
reduce risk to human health and to ensure increased turnaround for 
when the land can be used for a new development. The policy or 
supporting text should recommend a minimum timeline following 
termination of use that land in which it has to be remediated. 
 
Consideration should be given in the policy to the different types of 
contamination and their potential movement within the ground. This 
would provide the opportunity to place restrictions on developments 
whose contamination may impact neighbouring buildings that may 
not have the appropriate measures in place to safely operate (e.g. 
ventilation for gases). 
 
The linkages between national policy need to be explicit within this 
policy because land with contamination issues can be 
undevelopable because of issues of environmental risks and 
viability. 
 
The policy would benefit from phrasing that considering the impacts 
to human health of the contaminants onsite and the migration of 
contaminants offsite to the surrounding area. 
 

The purpose of this policy is to positively address existing or potential 
contamination where proposals are made – so we would have 
expected this policy to score slightly better, particularly in relation to 
the environment. The emphasis in related guidance is suitability for the 
proposed use - not eradicating contamination (given impact on viability 
etc). The effect of the policy as worded would be to reduce 
contamination that would otherwise occur/exist (the policy itself won’t 
create or increase contamination) 

 
Objective 6 comment refers to developments with significant 
contamination issues – however, the policy states that development 
that would cause, or have a significant possibility of causing, significant 
contamination of the ground which cannot be mitigated will not be 
permitted (if it can be mitigated against then it wouldn’t be significant 
contamination). An example of a use where there is a risk that less 
severe contamination could occur would be a petrol filling station, for 
example, which would be controlled via conditions.  

 
Objective 7 – the result of the policy would be to reduce contamination 
that would otherwise occur, or to address/remediate sites where it 
already exists.   

 

Appraisal checked. Disagree in part because the wording of policy 
could be strengthened. 
 
Positive benefits of remediation pulled out of appraisal. 



The policy would benefit from requiring mitigation measures for any 
predicted contamination which would make the need for remediation 
a secondary defence should the mitigation measures fail. 

Objective 10/11 – at worst this should be neutral given that the policy 
allows development to come forward where any risk is appropriate to 
the proposed use and protective of the wider environment, otherwise a 
more onerous approach which goes beyond NPPF requirements could 
stifle development and prevent sites/employment opportunities from 
coming forward. 
 
Mitigation and control – we accept that the policy could be 
strengthened by adding in a reference to 1 and 2, including to address 
off-site. Can the SA make any suggestions?? 
 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 23. Hazardous installations 
Development proposals within the consultation zone of a pipeline or installation storing or handling hazardous substances will only be granted planning permission where, following consultation 
with the Health and Safety Executive, it is determined that there would be no increase in the population potentially at risk. Consents for new or extended installations which would require a new or 
enlarged consultation zone will only be granted if the risk to existing and potential users of land is acceptable, and if the proposal does not prejudice future development in the area concerned. 
 
Certain sites and pipelines are designated as major hazards by virtue of the quantities of hazardous substances present. The siting of such installations will be subject to planning controls, for example under The 
Planning (Hazardous Substances) (Amendment) (England) Regulations 2009 aimed at keeping these separated from housing and other land uses which might be incompatible from the safety viewpoint. In 
accordance with Department for Communities and Local Government Circular 04/00, the local authority will consult the Health and Safety Executive, as appropriate, about the siting of any major hazard 
installations.  
 
The area covered by this Plan already contains a number of hazard sites and pipelines. Whilst they are subject to stringent controls under existing health and safety legislation, it is prudent to control the kinds of 
development permitted in the vicinity of these installations. For this reason, the Planning Authority has been advised by the Health and Safety Executive of consultation zones for each major hazard site and 
pipeline. In determining whether or not to grant planning permission for a proposed development within these consultation zones, the Planning Authority will consult the Health and Safety Executive about risks to 
the proposed development from the major hazards in accordance with Circular 04/00. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  The policy is compatible with this objective because it will limit’s future development opportunities of hazardous 

installations thus protecting existing and new communities and sustaining the quality of living within a community. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 

embedded in all future development 
+? 
  

S, M, L  The policy does encourage conditions that support well-being and happiness within communities by limiting the risk 
of injury and ill health due to complications associated with pipelines and hazardous substances. 

 The policy will benefit from clarifying what it considered “acceptable”..  
3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Gateshead 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, 

however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health 
+? 
 
 
 

S, M, L  The policy promotes healthy urban planning by reducing the risk of injury and ill health associated with pipelines 
and hazardous substances.  

 The policy will benefit from clarifying what it considered “acceptable”. 
 The strict control of hazardous installations is likely to result in positive impacts.   

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage 
and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate 

change:  
+ S, M, L  The strict control of hazardous installations by this policy could help contribute towards reducing the causes of 

climate change. 



a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 
change 

b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change 
and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ S, M, L  Control of hazardous installation sites should take account of environmental baseline, its location to sensitive 
receptors and natural resources and flood risk.  

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  Control of hazardous installation sites should take account of environmental baseline, its location to sensitive 
receptors and natural resources and flood risk.  

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  The policy provides the opportunity for the land within the consultation zone to be converted into wildlife sites 
leading in improved ecological connectivity and enhanced biodiversity. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L   Development within the consultation zone of hazardous installations will be strictly controlled and this will benefit 

long term sustainability of employment sites and economy. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
+ S, M, L  The control of hazardous installations or development with zones is likely to indirectly impact on access to 

employment areas. Long term those employment areas outside of these area will continue to thrive and provide a 
sustainable employment market. 

 
Summary 
Social: - to +? 
The policy will have effects ranging from positive to negative on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated objectives 3, 5 and 6, where the policy does not have any clear relationship or 
influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy would indirectly support CSUCP policies CS5 Employment and Economic Growth Priorities and CS10 Delivering 
New Homes. 
 
The positive effects are associated with the protection to human health as a result of the policy. However, the policy will benefit from clarifying what it considered “acceptable”. Should acceptable increase the risk to 
human health, even if marginally, could result in a cumulative increase across all expansion projects. However, this would require further information. 
 
Environmental: + 
There are potentially positive environmental impacts from control of hazardous installations and developments within hazardous installation zones. The policy indirectly supports CSUCP policy CS15 Place-Making. 
 
Economic: +  
There are potentially positive economic impacts associated with the strict control of development within a zone of hazardous installations. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Definition of what level of risk is acceptable required. 
 

No comment.  

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 24. Areas of Special Character 
A high level of importance must be given to the design of development within, or affecting the setting of, the following Areas of Special Character - development will maintain or enhance the 
character of the area and inappropriate development will be resisted:  
 
MSGP24.1 Stella, including Crookhill 
MSGP24.2 Parkhead/Winlaton 
MSGP24.3 Lime and Ash Streets area. Blaydon 
MSGP24.4 Barlow 
MSGP24.5 High Spen 
MSGP24.6 Chopwell 
MSGP24.7 Kibblesworth 
MSGP24.8 Crawcrook 
MSGP24.9 Greenside 
MSGP24.10 Bensham and Saltwell 
MSGP24.11 Shields Road, Pelaw/Heworth 
MSGP24.12 Felling 



MSGP24.13 Eighton Banks 
MSGP24.14 Low Fell/Deckham 
MSGP24.15 Cedars Green, Low Fell 
MSGP24.16 BAE Systems/Station Lane area, Birtley 
MSGP24.17 Leyburn Place, Birtley 
MSGP24.18 Bedford Avenue, Barley Mow 
MSGP24.19 Bog House Estate, Felling 
MSGP24.20 Broom Lane/Whaggs Lane, Whickham 
MSGP24.21 Beech Avenue, Whickham 
MSGP24.22 Riverside Park, Gateshead (part outside the Urban Core) 
MSGP24.23 Harlow Green 
MSGP24.24 Allerdene  
MSGP24.25 Moss Side 
 
 
Areas of Special Character are a local designation. The places defined in this policy are areas, which although not designated as a conservation area, display positive and unique characteristics (focussed on the 
quality or interest of the townscape or village environment), which should be retained, enhanced and protected. Further design guidance on how to address development in the majority of these areas is supplied 
within the Local Distinctiveness section of The Gateshead Placemaking Guide SPD, which indicates the important aspects of their character to be protected. The Placemaking SPD also includes an area of Special 
Character at Windmill Hills, which although is within the Urban Core,  is included in this policy and on the Policies Map for completeness is not included here as it is within the Urban Core, but it is included on the 
Policies Map.  An updated SPD will be prepared and consulted on as the Plan progresses to reflect additional areas included in the policy, and some refined boundaries as identified on the policies map.     
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  With the policy’s focus on placemaking, positive impacts for strong and inclusive communities should be achieved by 

enhancing the areas of special character. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 

are embedded in all future development 
+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objectives because by ensuring continuity of the developments in Areas of Special 

Character, the policy contributes visually to developments that could contribute to wellbeing in all communities. 
3. Improve educational achievement and skill 

levels across Gateshead 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health 
? ?  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being. However, the use of certain materials 

required in some of the Areas of Special Character may not be sustainable, and therefore does not support sustainable 
development. However, further information would be required to determine the degree of unsustainability. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it protects and enhances the heritage, culture and diversity found in the 
Areas of Special Character. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on 
this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

? ?  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing climate change. However, the use of certain materials required in 
some of the Areas of Special Character may not be sustainable, and therefore does not support sustainable design. 
However, further information would be required to determine the degree of unsustainability. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

? ?  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing climate change. However, the use of certain materials required in 
some of the Areas of Special Character may not be sustainable, and therefore does not support sustainable design. 
However, further information would be required to determine the degree of unsustainability. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and infrastructure. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + /  This policy could help to indirectly strengthen retail and centres, growth of local economy and quality of place. Thus, 

strengthening the policy objectives of CS15 and strategic objectives SO9 which seeks to ensure development and use of 
land protects, sustains and enhances the quality of the natural and built environment, making the Urban Core a high-quality 
exemplar for Gateshead and Newcastle and ensuring our communities are attractive safe and sustainable. The  



11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ /  The protection of areas of special character could help to strengthen and diversify the local and regional economy, which 
will in turn diversify and sustain the employment market. 

 
Summary 
Social: ++ to -? 
The policy will have wide ranging effects on the social sustainability objectives including very positive, negative, neutral and unknown. The neutral effects are associated objectives 1, 3 and 6, where the policy does 
not have any clear relationship or influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The positive effects are due to the policy indirectly supporting the development of an 
environment that supports well-being and happiness as a result of maintaining the visual appeal of the Areas of Special Character. The policy directly supports Objective 5 as it promotes the protection of culture, 
heritage and diversity in Areas of Special Character and CSUCP policy CS15 Place-Making, UC12 Urban Design and UC14 Heritage. Objectives 4 may potentially have negative effects from the policy as a result 
of the materials required for development in Areas of Special Character potentially not being sustainable, however, that would require further information to confirm. 
 
Environmental: / to?  
In general, the policy will have a neutral to unknown effect on the environmental sustainability objectives. The policy will have a neutral effect on Objective 9 as the policy does not have any clear relationship or 
influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. Objectives 7 and 8 may potentially have negative effects from the policy as a result of the materials required for development 
in Areas of Special Character potentially not being sustainable, however, that would require further information to confirm. 
 
Economic: + 
In general, the policy will have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy because it will help to retain special character, design and diversify the local and regional economy. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
It would be useful to know how enhanced 
character determined? 
 
This policy could be strengthened by linkages 
within the supporting text to MSGP 26 and 27. 
 
It should be noted this SA has not assessed the 
SPD relating to this policy. 
 

No comment  

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 25. Design Quality 
The design quality of proposals will be assessed with regard to the following criteria:  

a) The proposal’s compatibility with local character including relationship to existing townscape and frontages, scale, height, massing, proportions and form  
b) Layout and access 
c) Space between buildings and relationship to the public realm  
d) Detailing and materials 
e) The use of a high-quality landscaping scheme, structural landscaping and boundary treatment to enhance the setting of any development; 
f) The incorporation of living roofs and walls; and 
g) The quality of design solutions proposed for sites adjoining, or having a significant visual impact on, the following key routeways within the Borough: 

 MSGP29.1 – A1 Corridor 
 MSGP29.2 – Durham Road 
 MSGP29.3 – Old Durham Road / Central Highway 
 MSGP29.4 – Felling Bypass / Central Highway / Askew Road / A184 
 MSGP29.5 – Metro line 
 MSGP29.6 – East Coast / Durham Coast Rail Line 

 
Proposals which demonstrate consideration of design quality issues, and are of sufficient design quality resulting in either an improvement of the area in which they are located or respecting the 
existing predominant character of the street or neighbourhood, where this is of merit, will be considered favourably.   
 
This policy is intended to encourage site specific design responses, for both building and landscape proposals, (including alterations and extensions), not to restrict design freedom. The Council does not wish to 
encourage a particular architectural style or approach but expects each proposal to be based on a sound understanding of the site and its context, and to demonstrate this through its design.  
 



The Council has adopted the Gateshead Placemaking SPD and Householder Alterations & Extensions SPD. These promote high quality sustainable architecture and good urban design practise. They give advice 
on how to approach design and also highlight the material that the council will expect to be submitted in support of an application, together with what should be included in a Design and Access Statement. Details 
of how the Council will assess the architecture and urban design quality of a proposal can be found in these Design SPD’s, and the Placemaking SPD also includes more-detailed information and design guidance 
on the routeways listed above. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  This policy’s focus on placemaking and ensuring new development is compatible with existing townscape and 

frontages etc. should help support community cohesion and promote strong and inclusive communities. Housing in 
Gateshead being close to the urban core and major employment is more sustainably located than new housing which 
is sparsely located across the Council area and new housing development is likely to be more energy efficient than 
existing housing. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy aims to improve health and well-being by having regard to subsections ‘e’ and ‘f’. The subsections promote 
sustainable design and construction and access to safe and stimulating open spaces.  

 These design aspects can indirectly contribute to improved health and well-being. 
3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Gateshead 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, however 

no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health 
+ S, M, L  The policy aims to improve health and well-being by having regard to subsections ‘e’ and ‘f’. The subsections promote 

sustainable design and construction and access to safe and stimulating open spaces.  
 These design aspects can indirectly contribute to improved health and well-being. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage 
and diversity 

+ S, M, L  The policy will assist in protecting the historical integrity, quality and diversity of the Gateshead townscape through 
ensuring the compatibility of new developments with current structures. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility. There are no anticipated negative effects on this 
objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate 

change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change 

and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ M, L  The design quality of new proposals could help to reduce contributions to climate change through use of low carbon or 
renewable energy technologies. Housing in Gateshead being close to the urban core and major employment is more 
sustainably located than new housing which is sparsely located across the Council area and new housing 
development is likely to be more energy efficient than existing housing. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ M, L  The incorporation of living roofs and walls promotes sustainable design and construction and will assist with mitigating 
against the effects of climate change. 

 There is opportunity through the policy to mitigate against the risks and impacts of changing weather patterns through 
the incorporation of SuDs in the landscaping. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objectives because subsection ‘e’ supports the protection and improvement of landscape 
quality and character.  

 Subsections ‘e’ and ‘f’ also indirectly support the improvement of water quality.  
 The policy can be strengthened by requiring subsections ‘e’ and ‘f’ to support local wildlife and biodiversity. 
 The incorporation of SuDs in the landscape design could also protect and improve the quality of rivers and 

groundwater.  
Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the economy. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable employment market. 

There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
 
Summary 
Social: + to / 
The policy will have positive to neutral effects on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated objectives 1, 3 and 6, where the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on 
the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. Objectives 2, 4 and 5 have positive effects as a result of sustainable design that incorporates landscaping which will potentially provide 
open space which will indirectly contribute to health and well-being.  
 



Additionally, the policy supports the protection of the historical integrity, quality and diversity of the Gateshead townscape through ensuring the compatibility of new developments with current structures. 
 
Environmental: +  
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives because the policy will indirectly help to mitigate against climate change and improve water quality.  The policy 
also supports sustainable construction and design through incorporating living walls, green roofs and landscaping. 
 
The policy could be strengthened by requiring the living walls, green roofs and landscaping to support local wildlife and biodiversity. 
 
The incorporation of SuDs in the landscape design could also protect and improve the quality of rivers and groundwater. 
 
Economic: /  
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a 
broadly neutral effect.  
 
This criteria policy strongly links to CSUCP policies CS14 Place-Making and UC12 Urban Design. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The policy could be strengthened by requiring the living 
walls, green roofs and landscaping to support local 
wildlife and biodiversity. 
 
The incorporation of SuDs in the landscape design 
could also protect and improve the quality of rivers and 
groundwater. 
 
The supporting text on the policy could be strengthened 
to make linkages between CS14 Place -Making an 
UC12 Urban Design. 
 

No comment.  

 

 

 

 

People and Place 
Policy MSGP 26. Conservation and Enhancement of Heritage Assets 
1. The alteration, extension or restoration of heritage assets will be permitted where it sustains, conserves and, where appropriate, enhances the significance, appearance, character and setting of 

the identified heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their conservation, and the surrounding historic environment. Where appropriate, with regard to the nature and significance of the 
heritage asset, development will:  

 
a) conserve built fabric and architectural detailing that contributes to the heritage asset’s significance and character; 
b) repair damaged features or reinstate missing features and architectural detailing which contribute to the heritage asset’s significance; 
c) conserve and enhance the spaces between and around buildings including gardens, boundaries, driveways and footpaths; 
d) remove additions or modifications which are considered harmful to the significance of the heritage asset; 
e) ensure that additions to heritage assets are appropriate in scale, mass, footprint, materials and architectural detailing and do not harm the significance of the heritage asset;  
f) bring vacant floor space back into use in a flexible and innovative manner which is sensitive to the significance of the heritage asset; 
g) only consider the use of facadism of built heritage assets as a last resort, where the internal features have been lost or significantly altered, and the exterior of the building makes a positive 

contribution to the street scene and character of the surrounding area   
h) be accompanied by a Buildings Recording exercise to inform the design of any conversion scheme, where appropriate; and 
i) submit any heritage reports for inclusion on the Tyne and Wear Historic Environment Record (HER). 

 
2. Development within the setting of a heritage asset will not be permitted if the development: dominates the asset or its setting in scale, materials or as a result of siting; or is harmful to its 

significance, unless it forms part of a package of enabling works which provide positive heritage benefits to heritage assets included on the Council's At Risk register.  
 

3. Development which results in the sub-division of gardens and grounds within conservation areas will be permitted where: 



 
a)  there is historic evidence to demonstrate that the garden or ground was previously sub-divided into physically separate plots; or  
b) the development will not harm the historic environment; or 
c) the development contributes to the restoration of a historic garden or parkland.   

 
Heritage assets are defined by the National Planning Policy Framework and include designated assets such as Listed buildings, Conservation Areas, Historic Parks and Gardens, Battlefields and Scheduled 
Ancient Monuments.  Heritage assets may also be identified through the Council's adopted Local List of Buildings, Parks and Gardens, the Tyne and Wear Historic Environment Record and archaeological 
investigations and research such as Historic Landscape Characterisation. The Council will consider the use of Listed Building Heritage Partnership Agreements, Local Listed Building Consent Orders and the use of 
Article 4 Directions in Conservation Areas to support this policy where evidence demonstrates either a clear need to manage changes to heritage assets, or improve the process of change for property owners.  
Article 4 directions currently only exist in Saltwell Conservation Area. 
 
MSGP26 provides a positive strategy for the conservation and enhancement of the Historic Environment by focusing on the individual heritage assets and their significance as a basis for informing 
change.  Alterations should be informed by the significance of the heritage asset, which may include historic fabric or architectural detailing and, where possible, should seek to retain such fabric and 
detailing.   Where possible, alterations should be reversible.  However, the reversibility of an alteration does not provide justification for those works which are considered to be harmful to the significance of the 
heritage asset, and will not be permitted unless it can be demonstrated that there are significant overriding public benefits.   Restoration or the reinstatement of lost elements of the design should be informed by 
evidence to avoid speculative restoration.  In the absence of clear evidence, a contemporary approach which respects the significance of the heritage asset but which is entirely of its own time would be supported. 
The setting of heritage assets can vary greatly and more so in the case of groups of heritage assets.  In most cases it will extend beyond the boundary of, or the curtilage of the heritage asset(s).  In considering the 
impact of development, matters such as views, experiences, approaches, the reversal of previous (and harmful) alterations, the cumulative impact of alterations and the design of the development will be given 
weight. Enabling development is new development which would not normally be supported i.e. is contrary to planning policy but which is supported where the scheme demonstrates that this is the only viable 
means of resolving significant problems of heritage at risk.  Schemes must have regard to the Historic England policy for Enabling Development and demonstrate that all options for reuse have been explored, that 
an appropriate level of marketing has been undertaken, and the financial viability for the whole scheme as part of the consent process.  New development which is carried out as part of an enabling package is 
required to meet the requirements of the Design policy. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  The conservation and enhancement of heritage assets will positively contribute to the built 

environment and wellbeing of people and places. Retaining the strong identity of places and 
preserving historic qualities is important to place making. 
 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are embedded in all 
future development 

/ /  Providing access to protected historical assets will improve diversity and integration of communities. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels across Gateshead / /  This policy will indirectly help to improve understanding, of history, architecture design and 
construction. Providing opportunities to learn from the environment  

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce inequalities in health / L  The quality of our environment can benefit greatly from the enhancement and protection of built 
heritage asses. 

 The policy can be strengthened by requiring the incorporation of sustainable design such as the use 
of clean technologies and local materials to make projects more sustainable and inclusive access. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage and diversity ++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it aims to protect and enhance historic assets, 
respect culture and heritage assets 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services + S, M, L  The policy protection and enhancement of these assets would provide employment opportunities and 
access to facilities, goods and services depends on the nature and location of the projects. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change and mitigate 

against its impacts in future development 

/ M, L  The policy protection of heritage assets contributes to sustainable wellbeing of places. 
 Low carbon technologies and energy efficiency methods can be use sensitively in historic buildings 

and landscapes and the policy could be reworded to encourage this and reduce the potential impact 
on climate change. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and globally / S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as protects the previously developed land or assets 
 The policy can be strengthened by requiring the incorporation of sustainable design such as the use 

of clean technologies and local materials to make projects more sustainable. 
 There are some heritage assets are located in Flood Zones 2 and 3 which will increase the flood risk 

for any developments associated with those assets, which would suggest the need for resilient or 
resistant measures against flood risk is required 



 The simultaneous application of policy MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) will control flood risk in 
critical drainage areas, the team valley and on a catchment level, but will not reduce localised flood 
risk in all other areas. 

 The policy can be strengthened by developing a policy or enhancing MSGP30 to requires the 
incorporation of flood mitigation, such as SuDS, for all new developments and to restrict any 
development in Flood Zone 3b. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and infrastructure + M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as the policy requires the restoration of the historic 
gardens and parkland; which will contribute to enhancing and protecting Gateshead’s biodiversity 
and greenspace. Built heritage and landscapes form important functions in terms of permeable 
spaces and infiltration. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy +  

 
S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective by providing the opportunity of investment in 

sustainable leisure and tourism and facilities for local communities. 
 The policy will indirectly support the creation of new employment opportunities; both short term as a 

result of construction activities and potentially long-term dependent upon the nature of the 
restoration/re-development scheme. 

 The policy also indirectly enhances the infrastructure required for economic growth, while still 
maintaining the historic characteristics. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable employment market + S, M, L  The policy will indirectly support the creation of new employment opportunities; both short term as a 
result of construction activities and potentially long term dependent upon the nature of the 
restoration/re-development scheme. 

 
Summary 
Social: + to / 
The policy will have positive to neutral effects on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated objectives 1, 3 and 6, where the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on 
the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. Objectives 2, 4 and 5 have positive effects as a result of sustainable design that incorporates landscaping which will potentially provide 
open space which will indirectly contribute to health and well-being. Additionally, the policy supports the protection of the historical integrity, quality and diversity of the Gateshead townscape through ensuring the 
compatibility of new developments with current structures. 
 
Environmental: + to -  
The policy will have a positive and negative effects on the environmental sustainability objectives. The policy is not compatible with objective 7 because it does not support sustainable design. The policy can be 
strengthened by requiring the incorporation of sustainable design such as the use of clean technologies and local materials to make projects more sustainable. The policy has indirectly positive effects as a result of 
supporting the reclamation and re-use of previously developed land. Additionally, the policy indirectly supports the SA objective as the policy requires the restoration of the historic gardens and parkland; which will 
contribute to enhancing and protecting Gateshead’s biodiversity and greenspace. 
 
The policy has a negative effect due to some of the heritage assets are located in Flood Zones 2 and 3. Simultaneous application of policy MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) will control flood risk in critical 
drainage areas, the team valley and on a catchment level, but will not reduce localised flood risk in all other areas. The policy can be strengthened by developing a policy or enhancing MSGP30 to requires the 
incorporation of flood mitigation, such as SuDS, for all new developments and to restrict any development in Flood Zone 3b. 
 
Economic: + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy will support short term and potentially long term employment depending on the nature of the 
developments. The policy also supports economic growth and the development of sustainable tourism.  
 
The policy directly supports CSUCP CS15 Place-Making and UC14 Heritage and supports strategic objectives SO4, SO5 and SO9. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
 
The policy can be strengthened by developing a policy or enhancing 
MSGP30 to requires the incorporation of flood mitigation, such as SuDS, 
for all new developments and to restrict any development in Flood Zone 
3b. 
 
The linkages in the supporting text could be strengthened by inserting links 
to CSUCP policies CS15 and UC14. 
 

No comment  

 



People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 27. Heritage at Risk 

1. Development proposals which affect heritage assets included on the Heritage at Risk register, National or Local, and which are at risk or vulnerable to risk, will demonstrate how they will 
bring that heritage asset into repair and, where possible re-use.  Schemes will provide phasing information to ensure that works to the heritage asset are commenced in a timely manner to 
ensure there is a halt to the rate of decline. 

 
2. Development proposals which leave heritage assets vulnerable to risk will not be supported. 

 
3. The following sites are included on the national Heritage at Risk register and considered the highest priority. 

 
MSGP27.1 Newburn Battlefield 
 
The significance of the Battlefield will be protected, sustained and enhanced by: 
protecting it against development which results in changes to the landscape which adversely affect the interpretation of the course of events during the battle, and 
requiring development to enhance the appearance of the Battlefield though the careful design of landscaping, use of materials, and provision of public access and interpretation. 
 
MSGP27.2 Dunston Staiths 
 
The conservation and enhancement of Dunston Staiths will be secured through development which: 
brings the remaining structure of the Staiths into a good state of repair, having regard to the Conservation Plan, Feasibility Study and Condition/Structural Surveys; and 
provides public access to the Staiths, taking account of the designation as a Local Wildlife Site, and promotes links between the Staiths and the Keelman's Way and Saltmarsh Garden. 
 
MSGP27.3 Bowes Railway 
 
Development affecting the Black Fell Hauler House, on the Bowes Railway, will be supported where it: 
brings the building back into repair and reuse, having regard to the Conservation Statement; 
provides a means of sustaining the conservation of the external structures associated with the former railway uses; and 
protects the Bowes Railway as a public right of way 
 
MSGP27.4 Ravensworth Castle 
 
The conservation of the Castle complex comprising the medieval towers, Bartizan Gate, Nash tower and stable block will be secured through: 
Development which proposes the repair and reuse of the stable block will be supported where the scheme contributes to repair and consolidation of the Castle complex in its entirety.   
Development which proposes the repair and reuse of the Nash tower will be supported.  If it can be demonstrated that bringing the Nash tower into reuse is not viable in the medium term, a scheme 
for consolidation will be supported.  
 
In the interests of securing the successful and sustainable repair of the Castle structures, the construction of a forth house at the Butter Cross, as a means of enabling development will be 
supported.  
 
MSGP27.5 Gibside 
 
Development will be supported where it: 
a) restores or consolidates existing buildings; 
b) contributes to the restoration of the eighteenth century planned landscape; 

enhances the visitor understanding of the Estate through improved public access and interpretation; or 
d) strengthens links between the Estate and the adjacent Derwent Valley. 
 
 A positive strategy to address heritage at risk is a key element of the long-term conservation and enhancement of the Historic Environment.  In addition to the national ‘Heritage at Risk’ register which is maintained 
by English Heritage and covers grade I and II*Listed Buildings, Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Battlefields, Conservation Areas and Historic Parks and Gardens, the Council maintains a Heritage at Risk register 
for all Listed Buildings and Scheduled Ancient Monuments within the Borough. 

 
The Council will adopt a flexible approach to development proposals which affect heritage assets which are at risk, or which are vulnerable to becoming at risk, recognising the difficulties faced in bring these 
buildings and structures back into repair, and into viable re-use.  The Council will seek to use statutory powers to address heritage assets at risk in cases which become protracted, those which are particularly 
complex or where the use of such powers will supplement and assist other proposals and help secure the successful delivery of a development.  Planning conditions and obligations will be used to manage phasing 
of development to ensure that heritage assets are not left vulnerable. 
 



SA Objective Potential 
Impacts 

Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / /  The protection of heritage assets at risks will positively contribute to the built environment and wellbeing of people and 

places. Retaining the strong identity of places and preserving historic qualities is important to place making. This policy 
supports CSUCP policies CS15 Place-Making and UC14 Heritage and strategic objective SO2. 

 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 

are embedded in all future development 
/ /  Providing access whilst balancing need to protect these at risk, assets will improve diversity and integration of communities. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because it supports improved public access at Gibside, a site that is already 
used for its walking trails, which supports active lifestyles. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it aims to protect and enhance heritage at risk. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ S, M  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services; however, the 
repair works associated with heritage at risk will increase employment opportunities for specialist skills. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing impacts of climate change. There are no anticipated negative 
impacts. 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because it takes into account the LWS designation of the Dunston Staiths 
when considering developments, which should protect local wildlife.  The protection of assets at risks demonstrates a 
recognition of risks to these assets and need to adapt against climate change. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing impacts of climate change; Protection of heritage assets at risk 
does benefit socially the historically knowledge and identify of these places and culturally to the sense of place. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because it takes into account the LWS designation of the Dunston Staiths 
when considering developments, which should protect local wildlife. 

 The policy also supports the protection of existing greenspace by requiring that developments at Gibside contribute to the 
restoration of the eighteenth century planned landscape. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective because the protection of heritage at risk my result in increased sustainable 

tourism, jobs in protection and maintenance of assets at risk and historical recording of sites. It will provide opportunities for 
learning from local schools and education facilities. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S, M  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing issues of a sustainable and stable economy. It does add to the 
diversity of the economy market and sense of place which is important to places, wellbeing and health.  

 
Summary 
Social: / to ++ 
The policy will have neutral to very positive effects on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated objectives 1, 2 and 3, where the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence 
on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. There is the opportunity to encourage the local communities within the decision-making process associated with heritage assets during 
the planning stages. Objectives 4 and 6 have positive effects as a result of indirectly supporting active lifestyles and increased skilled employment. The policy directly supports objective 5 as it aims to protect and 
enhance heritage at risk. This policy supports CSUCP policies CS15 Place-Making and UC14 Heritage and strategic objective SO2. 
 
Environmental: / to +  
The policy will have neutral and positive effects on the environmental sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated objectives 7a and 8, where the policy does not have any clear relationship or 
influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. However, there is the opportunity to incorporate sustainable design in the developments. The policy has indirectly positive 
effects as a result of supporting the protection of wildlife and the enhancement of existing greenspace, associated with these heritage assets at risk. 
 
Economic: + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy will support short and medium term specialised employment. The policy also the development of 
sustainable tourism.  
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
No recommendations  No comment  



This policy could be strengthened by the addition 
of linkages to CSUCP policies and strategic 
objective SO2. 
 

 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 28. Archaeology 
Development will be required to sustain, conserve and, where appropriate, enhance the significance of Borough’s archaeological legacy, which includes the banks of the river Tyne, evidence of 
early mining and coal transport, the prehistoric development of the hills overlooking the Tyne and the Roman settlement which is now the Town Centre. Development will be informed by 
archaeological investigative assessment and, where appropriate, fieldwork to determine the extent and significance of remains; and either 
 

a) ensure that nationally significant remains (either Scheduled Ancient Monuments or remains of equal significance) are preserved in situ – development must be designed in such a way that 
remains are not damaged; or   

b) ensure that archaeological remains of less than national significance are preserved in situ where possible. Where it can be demonstrated that it is not possible to preserve remains in situ, 
through the scheme's design and/or layout, provision will be made for archaeological recording and publication at a level proportionate to the significance of the heritage asset. 

 
The findings of archaeological research which is required in connection with development will be deposited on the Tyne and Wear Historic Environment Record. 
 
Gateshead is endowed with a number of nationally significant remains which are both designated and undesignated.  The historic centre of the town dates back at least to the Roman period, and has particularly 
rich medieval and post-medieval stratigraphy. The archaeological remains of coal production and transport represent evidence of one of the first integrated railed transport systems in the world. The Borough has 
many important monuments dating to the industrial use of the riverside and its hinterland.  Archaeological research at the outset of the development process will enable the identification of and understand of any 
archaeological remains and inform the level of protection to be assigned.  Guidance is provided by Historic England relating to nationally significant remains or equal significance to those which are scheduled 
ancient monument. 

 
Archaeological recording and publication, through the Historic Environment Record or other means, provides public benefit in a number of ways.  It ensures that the historic legacy of the Borough is documented for 
research, for educational purposes and as a tool which facilitates access to the wider Historic Environment through interpretation. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  Archaeological recording should contribute to sense of place, historical context and quality of places people live and work, 

which will promote strong and inclusive communities. This policy compliments CSUCP policy CS15 Place-Making and 
UC14 Heritage at risk. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 
are embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with equality, diversity or integration. It does seek to preserve archaeological remains and 
public access to records.  

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

+ S, M, L  The archaeological recording, supports further research and education attainment in Gateshead and wider public education 
and tourism. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

/ /  Whilst this policy does not directly impact on health and wellbeing. The preservation of archaeological remains from places 
and recognition of important places and remains will contribute to overall quality of places which will positively impact on 
health. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it promotes the protection and enhancement of historic and cultural assets. 
 Where assets cannot be protected, they are to be recorded so that they are not lost historically. 
 The policy can be strengthened by requiring the inclusion of educational signage where possible, and in particular for site 

where assets are significant remains are preserved in situ. This will contribute towards the improvement of sustainable 
tourism and encourage engagement with and access to culture and heritage. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 



7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 
climate change:  

a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 
climate change 

b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 
change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

/ S, M, L  The reduction of contributions to climate change may not be directly relevant. 
 The recording and protection of historically important artefacts will improve our understanding of history, time and climate 

change. 
 There are some of the locations of archaeological remains are found in areas that support local biodiversity and wildlife 

movement, such as the River Tyne. Allowing developments in those areas could negatively impact wildlife and opens pace 
/reduction of impermeable areas and floodplains, could benefit from the application of policy links to MSGP 30 and MSGP38 
will mitigate impacts to biodiversity, geodiversity and wildlife movement. 
 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

/ 
 

S, M, L  Potential developments along the River Tyne in archaeological sites are also at increased risk of flooding. Simultaneous 
application of policy MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) will mitigate risks associated with the River Tyne, however, the 
policy will benefit from including restrictions to developments in Flood Zones. The degree of impact will be dependent upon 
the location of the sites which have been assessed individually.  

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/ 
 

S, M, L  There are some locations of archaeological remains are found in areas that support local biodiversity and wildlife 
movement, such as the River Tyne. Allowing developments in those areas can negatively impact wildlife. However, 
simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) will mitigate impacts to biodiversity, geodiversity 
and wildlife movement. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy +  

 
M, L  The policy indirectly supports economic growth by potential approval of development in archaeologically significant areas 

following the inclusion of mitigation measures. This can include more centrally located sites that may be better supported by 
the public transport infrastructure.  

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+  M, L  The policy indirectly supports the development of new employment opportunities by allowing for developments in 
archaeologically significant areas. This could contribute towards reducing unemployment in Gateshead. 

 This policy will allow for development in areas well supported by public transport that may have previously been restricted. 
By recognising the role of recording and preserving, the policy is safeguarding knowledge and heritage of those sites for 
future generations whilst balancing needs for economic growth of current population. 

 
Summary 
Social: ++ / ? 
The policy will have very positive, neutral and unknown effects on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated objectives 1, 2, 4 and 6, where the policy does not have any clear 
relationship or influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
 
The very positive effect is as a result of the policy directly supporting the protection and promotion of heritage and cultural assets.  
 
The policy can be strengthened by requiring the inclusion of educational signage where possible, and in particular for site where assets are significant remains are preserved in situ. This will contribute towards the 
improvement of sustainable tourism and encourage engagement with and access to culture and heritage. This policy compliments CSUCP policy CS15 Place-Making and UC14 Heritage at risk. 
 
The policy may indirectly support improving educational achievement in Gateshead, however that will require further data. 
 
Environmental: /?  
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the environmental sustainability objectives. Some of the locations of archaeological remains are found in areas that support local biodiversity and wildlife 
movement, such as the River Tyne. Allowing developments in those areas can negatively impact wildlife. However, simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) will mitigate impacts 
to biodiversity, geodiversity and wildlife movement. 
 
Developments along the River Tyne are also at increased risk of flooding. Simultaneous application of policy MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) will mitigate risks associated with the River Tyne, however, the 
policy will benefit from including restrictions to developments in Flood Zones. 
 
Economic: + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy indirectly supports the development of new employment opportunities and may contribute to decreased 
unemployment. 
 
Additionally, the policy supports development in locations supported by public transport that may have been previously restricted due to archaeological reasons. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Links to MSGP 30 and CSUCP policies within the 
supporting text would be useful. 
Links to sites appraisal of these sites will be 
important to consider. 

No comment  



Potential need to consider cumulative impacts. 
 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 29. Renewable and low carbon energy 
Renewable and low carbon energy schemes will be assessed taking full account of their wider environmental, economic and social benefits, and also considering: 
  

a) Impact upon landscape and visual impact including cumulative impacts; in particular, they should not be visible from public areas of the North of England Open Air Museums, Beamish; 
b) Impact upon airport, radar and aircraft operation; 
c) Access for delivery and maintenance of the development; 
d) Proposals for the site when part or all of the site becomes non-operational; 
e) Impact of shadow flicker and reflected light; and 
f) Safe separation distances to other structures and public rights of way.  
g) Vibration caused during construction or operation  
h) Other potential receptors 

 
Other receptors include the natural environment; the historic environment; residents; water infrastructure; transport infrastructure and waste infrastructure. This policy must be read in conjunction with the other 
relevant polices within the Local Plan to ensure that all the potential impacts and benefits of the development are assessed. Renewable and low carbon energy development in the Green Belt may be permitted in 
very special circumstances where benefits clearly outweigh any harm to the purposes of the Green Belt. Such benefits could include, for example, a high level of carbon savings or the development of an exemplary 
innovative scheme. 
 
Renewable and low carbon energy includes standalone schemes and those incorporated into developments and can include associated energy storage. Biomass is included as a low carbon energy source. 
Gateshead has potential for a wide range of energy projects, in particular decentralised energy schemes like that in Central Gateshead in areas such as the Team Valley or Metrogreen. Specific locations that are 
less constrained for the development of renewable and low carbon energy will not be identified in this plan as these locations are subject to changing circumstances such as other new development or a change in 
renewable energy technology.  
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + /  The policy sets out a criteria policy for the consideration of renewable and low energy uses. This policy is a positive delivery 

mechanism whilst recognising the potential receptors within the natural and built environment. The promotion of these 
technologies will benefit long term sustainability of communities and the economy. Housing in Gateshead being close to the 
urban core and major employment is more sustainably located than new housing which is sparsely located across the 
Council area and new housing development is likely to be more energy efficient than existing housing. Requirements for 
renewable energy could form a criterion within the policy to maximise benefits. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 
are embedded in all future development 

/ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. The criteria of the policy should 
provide a useful tool to assess potential impacts. De-centralised energy schemes should provide opportunities for greener 
energy for wider range of people and this should help to achieve integration in future development. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement. There are potential indirect benefits from 
promotion and use of low carbon technologies in schools, education facilities, communities and local employment areas. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ M, L  Impacts of health should potentially benefit from the adoption of cleaner low carbon technologies. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective by taking historical and cultural assets into account when assessing renewable 
and low carbon energy schemes. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities goods and services. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

+ 
 

M, L  The policy positively and directly promotes the sustainable design of renewable and low carbon energy schemes that 
should help reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

 Energy efficiency of buildings is linked to low carbon and could help adaptation to climate change through sustainable 
design, sustainable construction and drainage. 



8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

+ M, L  The policy promotes the sustainable design of renewable and low carbon energy schemes. 
 The policy could potentially limit the widespread production and use of locally produced renewable energy, as a result of 

limiting the locations at which schemes can be developed based. This is most strongly noted in subcategory ‘a’, which 
eliminates development north of England Open Air Museums, Beamish. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

+- M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective by taking into account the natural environment when assessing renewable and 
low carbon energy schemes, the policy promotes their protection.  

 The policy can be strengthened by requiring mitigation measures for any potential negative impacts on the Green Belt but 
incorporation of any development in a Green Belt is only considered in very special circumstances. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because by supporting renewable energy schemes, the policy is 

encouraging the development and diversification of employment opportunities, energy options in Gateshead. This may 
retain more diverse employment opportunities or employers. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because by supporting renewable energy schemes, the policy is 
encouraging the development and diversification of employment opportunities in Gateshead. 

 
Summary 
Social +/ 
The policy will have positive and neutral effects on the social sustainability objectives by reducing the contributions to climate change.  
 
Environmental: +-  
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives.  
 
Economic: + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives. 
 
This policy supports CS16 Climate Change and strategic objective SO11 which aims to reduce CO2 emission from development and future growth while adapting to these issues and mitigating adverse impacts 
and taking advantage of the opportunities presented by climate change. This policy doesn’t encourage the provision of renewable energy schemes and does not refer to decentralised energy schemes which 
cumulatively could have positive impacts. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
This policy could be strengthened by the addition 
of linkages in the supporting text to CSUCP policy 
CS16. 

No comment  

 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 30. Flood Risk Management 

a) The extent and impact of flooding will be reduced by: 
i. not culverting or building over watercourses wherever practicable; 

ii. encouraging catchment management through the removal of existing culverts and other hard engineering structures, river restoration, appropriate tree planting, upstream flood storage 
and wetland habitat creation; 

iii. requiring development within Critical Drainage Areas to integrate source control SuDS, where technically feasible. 
 

b) Flood risk assessments and drainage assessments should accord with the requirements within the flood risk and surface water management SPD.  
 
c) Development within the River Team catchment should consider the Team Valley Surface Water Management Plan and River Team Flood Masterplan.  

    
Flood risk is an important consideration in spatial planning, particularly with the increased threat caused by climate change.  To reduce flood risk, the Council supports opportunities that reduce or delay runoff from 
river catchments, particularly the River Team catchment, using natural flood management measures such as river restoration, landscape management and upstream water storage. In addition, the Strategic Flood 
Risk Assessment designates Critical Drainage Areas (CDAs) where it is important to manage surface water runoff from new development as an increase in the rate of surface water runoff and or volume from new 
development may exacerbate the degree of flood risk to areas downstream. The Council is hoping to update the CDAs working with the Northumbrian Water.  Wherever feasible within CDAs, source control SuDS 
such as permeable paving, rainwater harvesting, green roofs, living walls, water butts and rainwater gardens should be integrated within development.  A River Team Flood Masterplan is being prepared by the 



Environment Agency and Council which will set out a range of measures to reduce and manage flood risk of all sources in the River Team catchment. The Council has also commenced work on a Surface Water 
Management Plan for Team Valley Trading Estate which considers measures to manage surface water flooding.    
 
The flood risk SPD will set out the requirements of flood risk assessments, including: where there is an identified flood risk from surface water, groundwater, mine water, ordinary watercourses and artificial sources; 
or where development could adversely affect flood management assets such as culverts and SuDS.  Managing surface water runoff from new development is crucial to managing flood risk. The surface water 
management SPD will set out the requirements of drainage assessments, including infiltration based SuDS which may require hydrogeological assessments.   
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual Effect (S, M, L) Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S,M,L  The management of flood risk will benefit communities, and there is a strong role for planning to prevent 

increases in flood risk from new development. This will help to manage flood risk in the long term and benefit the 
creation of strong and inclusive communities. MSGP housing allocations have followed a sequential approach 
and test: All sites, however, were subject to a re-assessment for flood risk using the Updated Level 1 Strategic 
Flood Risk Assessment (2017) since both guidance and information on flood risk have been updated since 
many of the sites were previously assessed.    

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objectives because by reducing the risk of flooding, the policy is reducing 
health problems associated with flood events and wellbeing of places. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

/ S,M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objectives because by reducing the risk of flooding, will potentially help to 
minimise or avoid additional health problems associated with flood events. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. Management of flood 
risk in places will help to maintain safe places, and identify potential cultural or built heritage assets at risk. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ S, M ,L  Management of flood risk will potentially benefit the economy by maintaining accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services. Ensuring all development in CDA’s integrate the requirements for surface water drainage 
will help to manage and reduce surface water runoff. Locating new development away from high flood risk 
zones such as Flood Zone 3b will help to manage of flood risks in the long term. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts 

of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of 

climate change and mitigate against its 
impacts in future development 

+ S, M, L  This wording of this policy is not fully reflective of the supporting text and the opportunities that reduce or delay 
run off from river catchments, particularly the River Team catchment and the natural flood management 
measures for river restoration, landscape management and upstream water storage. The benefits of natural 
flood management by through landscape management could help to maintain carbon sinks, and reducing 
causes of climate change. 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the objective because it aims to mitigate flood risk through both passive and active 
management.  

 Additionally, the policy can be strengthened by placing restrictions on developments in Flood Zones such as not 
allowing developments in Flood Zone 3b and requiring Flood Risk Assessments for developments in all other 
Flood Zones. 

 The policy indirectly supports the SA objective through requiring the removal of culverts, river restoration, tree 
planting, and wetland habitat creation, all of which should contribute to enhancing wildlife movement. 

 The policy is positive requires developments in CDAs to incorporate surface water management, and is likely to 
be based on the SFRA or SWMP. This falls below requirement for all major development required by the 
Ministerial Statement. This policy could be strengthened by requiring all new developments to incorporate 
surface water management.  
 

8. Live within environmental limits, both 
locally and globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the objective because it aims to mitigate flood risk through both passive and active 
management.  

 This policy could be strengthened by placing restrictions on developments in Flood Zones and preventing 
developments in Flood Zone 3b and requiring Flood Risk Assessments for developments in all other Flood 
Zones. 



9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective through requiring the removal of culverts, river restoration, tree 
planting, and wetland habitat creation, all of which should contribute to supporting Gateshead biodiversity and 
wildlife movement. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S,M,L  This policy on flood risk management will help to strengthen the economy by promoting places which aim to 

reduce and manage flood risk effectively. It could be strengthened by avoiding development in high flood risk 
zones and requirement for SuDs for all major development. The policy is supported by an evidence base of 
strategic flood risk assessment, SWMP and River Team Management Plan. The strategic approach to flood risk 
at the plan level will provide a greater understanding of flood risk and management options to inform 
development management proposals and development of key employment sites.  

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S,M,L  The strategic management of employment sites and communities and homes should help to ensure a stable 
and sustainable employment market in the long term.  

 
Summary 
Social: +/  
The policy will have positive effects on the social sustainability objectives. The neutral effects are associated objectives 1, 3, 5 and 6, where the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the 
objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. 
 
The policy indirectly supports objectives 2 and 4 as because the policy should reduce health issues associated with flood events. Overall the housing allocations in terms of flood risk impact should be neutral/ or 
positive given that brownfield sites (major /CDA) with SuDS will reduce surface water runoff and greenfield sites (major/CDA) will need to maintain runoff at existing levels.  
 
Environmental: + 
In general, the policy will have positive effects on the environmental sustainability objectives and support opportunities for natural flood management and SuDs. The policy currently requirement for SuDs in new 
developments in CDAs to incorporate surface water management, falls below the requirement for SuDs on all major developments. This policy could be further strengthened by placing restrictions on developments 
in Flood Zones such as not allowing developments in Flood Zone 3b and requiring Flood Risk Assessments for developments in all other Flood Zones. 
 
Economic: / 
In general, the policy will have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives promoting the growth of the economy and sustainable employment market. 
 
This policy supports CSUCP policies CS16 Climate Change and CS17 Flood risk and water management and strategic objective SO11. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
This SA has not assessed the SPD referred to 
in MSGP 30. 
This policy would be improved by reiterating 
the exclusion of land for development within 
flood zone 3b. 
Needs to be clear whether it applies to all new 
development. 
This SA has not assessed the Team Valley 
Surface Water Management Plan and River 
Team Flood Masterplan. 
The policy does not refer to potential impacts 
on surface and groundwater quality and could 
have better links to MSGP31. 
 
This policy could be strengthened by adding 
explicit linkages to CSUCP policies. 

The policy requirements suggested to be 
added are covered by Core Strategy Policy 
CS17 and national policy. MSGP policies 
cannot repeat national policy. MSGP has 
followed a Sequential Approach and has 
tried to avoid development in flood risk areas 
 

No changes. 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 31. Water quality and river environments 
The quantity and quality of surface and groundwater bodies shall be protected and where possible enhanced in accordance with Northumbria River Basin Management Plan.  
a) New development that discharges water into a watercourse or the ground will be required to incorporate appropriate water pollution control measures. 
 



b) Water quality assessments should accord with the water quality SPD. 
 
c) Development adjacent to, over or in a watercourse should consider opportunities to improve the river environment and water quality, particularly within the Blaydon Burn, the River Don, the River 
Team and the River Derwent catchments by: 

i. Naturalising watercourse channels; 
ii. Improving the biodiversity and ecological connectivity of watercourses; 
iii. Safeguarding and enlarging river buffers with appropriate habitat; 
iv. Mitigating diffuse agricultural and urban pollution. 

 
The Council supports the aims of the Water Framework Directive to protect and enhance the quality of the borough’s surface freshwater areas, rivers, groundwater and wetlands reflecting the Northumbrian River 
Basin Management Plan. Surface water run-off from urban areas and transport infrastructure can contain a range of contaminants including sewage, metals, sediment and other substances. Surface water run-off 
from new development that discharges into any watercourse must incorporate pollution control measures to reduce potential for diffuse pollution and sedimentation to ensure that there is not detrimental impact on 
the water environment.  SuDS and green infrastructure can help to prevent pollution by filtration of surface water run-off, improving the water quality of watercourses. Water quality assessments will be required for 
development which will result in a physical modification to a watercourse e.g. outfalls, weirs, alterations to channels, or could indirectly adversely affect surface water or groundwater e.g. contamination, mineral 
workings, and waste management facilities.  Water quality assessments should consider the likely impacts on water quality and mitigation required to avoid harm to water bodies in accordance with the water 
quality SPD.  The hydrogeological regime in Gateshead is complex given the legacy of coal mining and controlled mine water levels. Development which proposes to incorporate infiltration SuDS must follow the 
guidance in the flood risk, surface management and water quality SPD, to ensure development does not exacerbate groundwater flooding, ground instability and pollution.   
 
Blaydon Burn, the River Don, the River Team and the River Derwent are ‘failing’ waterbodies under the Water Framework Directive; therefore, it is important that new development within these catchments within 
200m of a watercourse consider opportunities to improve river water quality and the capacity of surface waters to support wildlife.      
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  The quality of our water environment is key to sustainable communities. There are many connections between people 

and place Blaydon Burn, the River Don, the River Team and the River Derwent catchments. 
 The policy aims to improve water quality and ecological connectivity, which lend themselves to improved quality of life 

within not only the immediate communities, but also in the surrounding area, and in particular downstream of the 
developments.    

 In particular, the more industrialised sections of the River Don hold the potential to be improved for increased local 
enjoyment, along with the improvement of the water quality status along the length of the river. Providing benefits to 
habitats and species diversity. 

 The inclusion of prioritised areas of Blaydon Burn, River Don and River Team as failing waterbodies within the 
supporting text is very useful to help to highlight the evidence base from RBMP and help prioritise these areas. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  Improving water quality across the Northumbria area should provide benefits to all.  

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

/ M,L  This planning policy could be strengthened by making direct links to the current RBMP and the need for all sectors to 
encourage the use of water efficiency measures.  

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The promotion of the water quality environment will help to improve access and use of the natural environment, public 
access and health and recreational facilities. Improving the water environment and connectivity between sites will 
provide opportunities for alternative modes of transport, leisure and recreational activities. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

+ S, M, L  The water environment has an important context of place and has been often associated with historical development of 
towns, cities and heavy industry. The protection of water quality in our natural environment will indirectly help to maintain 
the diversity and cultural heritage of the watercourses in Gateshead. Add context of river development, key features and 
how the river relates to culture, heritage and overall neutral effect 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

+ S, M, L  Improving the water environment and connectivity between sites will provide opportunities for alternative modes of 
transport, leisure and recreational activities. It will create safer, healthier environments for employers and communities 
and help to sustain growth. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 

+ M, L  The policy encourages the natural environment to adapt to climate change through the naturalisation of water courses, 
improving river environment and reducing run-off and impacts of surface water flooding. The protection of water 
environment and water quality, open spaces and de-culverting of watercourses will help to offset our contributions to 
climate change.  



 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

++ M, L  The policy aims to reduce flood risk directly by requiring the incorporation of SuDs, and indirectly by naturalising the 
water course and increasing by safeguarding and enlarging river buffers.  

 The policy also encourages the natural environment to adapt to climate change through the naturalisation of water 
courses. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ M, L  The policy aims to reduce water pollution, make use of more sustainable drainage schemes and allow the natural 
environment to adapt and improve quality of places we live. Protecting the potential abstraction of water sources for the 
long term. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

++ S, M, L  The policy aims to enhance biodiversity and ecological connectivity of watercourses to benefit of environment and 
communities. Protecting and improving the quality of watercourses. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + M, L  The water environment will provide opportunities for employment and the economy, in leisure tourism and industry, 

leisure and recreation uses. Improving the water environment and connectivity between sites will provide opportunities 
for alternative modes of transport, leisure and recreational activities. It will help to create safer, healthier environments 
which will to sustain economic growth. Developments will be required to consider water quality impacts and help to 
achieve the objectives of the Northumbria RBMP and the Water Framework Directive. The inclusion of prioritised areas 
of Blaydon Burn, River Don and River Team as failing waterbodies within the supporting text is very useful to help to 
highlight the evidence base from RBMP and help prioritise these areas. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ M, L  The protection of water quality within the natural environment will help to protect and enhance places to live and work, to 
benefit of people and the economy. It will provide opportunities for access and modes of transport to and from the 
workplace. 

 
Summary 
Social +/ 
The overall social impacts of the policy have been assessed as positive and neutral with mix of direct and indirect impacts to places and natural environment.  
 
Environment + 
The impacts on the environment from the policy would be positive 
 
Economic + 
The overall impact on the economy would be positive with water environment providing opportunities for economic growth. The identification of prioritised areas for new developments will help to integrate 
measures to address the failing status of the river body. Stronger links between water quality and sustainable drainage requirements in MSGP30 would be beneficial to overall impacts and requirements for all 
major developments to integrate SuDs as set out by the Ministerial Standards. 
 
This policy strongly links to CSUCP policies CS14 Wellbeing and Health and CS15 Place-Making. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Links to MSGP 30 would be beneficial especially with 
regards to Sustainable drainage requirements for 
development. 
The inclusion of prioritised areas for water quality 
improvement, identified by RBMP could be included in 
the supporting text. 

No comment. No changes, 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 32. Green infrastructure and flood management schemes 
Schemes at the following locations, which will be protected from incompatible development, will be designed to combine safeguarding land for flood management with green infrastructure 
enhancements benefiting biodiversity, water quality and landscape and, where appropriate, providing new public access: 
 
River Team Catchment 
MSGP32.1 Watergate Forest Park 
MSGP32.2 Eslington Park Culvert 
MSGP32.3 Lamesley Pastures 
MSGP32.4 Durham Road, South of AEI Cables 
 



River Derwent Catchment  
MSGP32.5 Shibdon Meadow, Derwenthaugh 
 
River Don Catchment 
MSGP32.6 Leam Lane/Bowes Railway Path 
 
A River Team Flood Masterplan will set out a range of measures to reduce and manage flood risk of all sources in the River Team catchment.  The scheme may include daylighting ‘Eslington Park’ culvert and 
providing additional flood storage at Watergate Forest Park Lake.    In the upper Team valley, there is potential for upstream river restoration, upland storage and natural flood management measures. This may 
include extending the existing Lamesley Pastures Local Wildlife Site which may integrate with improvements to the A1, providing both significant flood storage capacity and a nature reserve for wetland birds, with 
new public access.   
  
Within the upper part of the River Don catchment area, there is an opportunity to reduce flood risk within Leam Lane and to create a wetland habitat, by managing surface water flows within a sustainable drainage 
system.  Shibdon Meadow Local Wildlife Site is a low-lying wet grassland and meadow, partly located within functional floodplain, which has ecological and hydrological links with Shibdon Pond SSSI. This wet 
grassland habitat will be enhanced through a series of pools, scrapes and bunds.   
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities ++ S,M,L  Flood management through the promotion of green infrastructure is a win-win because its beneficial to the environment 

and flood management and wellbeing and sustainability of places and the economy. Providing sustainable places for 
people to work and live. The safeguarding of land in specific locations for the River Team catchment, River Derwent 
and River Don will help to align planning and flood risk management objectives. Avoiding development and providing 
enhanced benefits for habitats and species, increased biodiversity, water quality open space recreation and access 
uses. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  This policy is not about new development but safeguarding land from new development. This safeguarding will ensure 
greater public access for all including older people and young, within these areas and increased diversity of biodiversity. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

/ M,L  Whilst this policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. The provision 
of green space and infrastructure for flood management will contribute to the evidence base for these measures.  

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy helps to manage flood risk through the safeguarding of land and public access creating sustainable places to 
work and live Providing natural recreation areas, public access and healthier lifestyles. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and biodiversity. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

+ S,M,L  The policy has the potential to support the SA objective as the public access could support improved access via 
sustainable transport such as cycle/walking paths. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective because it aims to safeguard land which will help to offset carbon emissions and 
contributions to climate change. 

 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective because it aims to safeguard land for flood management which should contribute 
to reducing flood risk in the term (when management measures are implemented). 

 The safeguarding of land for green infrastructure, should enhance wildlife movement, biodiversity, flood management. 
 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective because it supports sustainable design. 
 Should the land be utilised for green infrastructure, it should contribute towards enhancing wildlife movement and 

improving air quality. 
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure 
++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective because it aims to develop green infrastructure. 

 The policy also aims to contribute enhancements that should benefit wildlife biodiversity and movement. The 
enhancements could also contribute towards ecological connectivity.  

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy ++ S,M,L  Flood management through the promotion of green infrastructure is a win-win because its beneficial to the environment 

and flood management and wellbeing and sustainability of places and the economy. Providing sustainable places for 
people to work and live. The safeguarding of land in specific locations for the River Team catchment, River Derwent 
and River Don will help to align planning and flood risk management objectives. Avoiding development and providing 



enhanced benefits for habitats and species, increased biodiversity, water quality open space recreation and access 
uses. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S, M,L  The provision of green infrastructure for flood management will directly benefit the economy and employment market, 
by providing quality safe places to work and live. 

 
Summary 
Social: +/  
The policy will have broadly positive to very positive effect on the social sustainability objectives.  
 
Environmental: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive to very positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives as it supports flood mitigation, the enhancement of wildlife movement, sustainable design and 
directly supports the objective 9 to develop an integrated green infrastructure network.  
 
Economic: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a positive to very positive effect on economic sustainability objectives.  
 
This policy has strong linkages to CSUCP policies CS18 Green infrastructure and the natural environment, UC12 Urban design and UC15 urban green infrastructure. The open spaces within the green 
infrastructure will interlink with CS15 Place-making, CS16 Climate Change quality of places for people to live and work (policies CS5 Employment and economic growth priorities and CS10 Delivering new homes. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
No recommendations. 
The positive benefits of this policy could be 
strengthened by addition of linkages to CSUCP 
policies within the supporting text. 
 

No comment No changes. 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 33. Maintaining, Protecting and Enhancing Green Infrastructure 
Development will be required to maintain and protect existing green infrastructure assets and where appropriate contribute towards the delivery of new and/or enhanced green infrastructure assets 
by:  

a) Ensuring development proposals which could adversely affect green infrastructure assets demonstrate:  
I. that alternative provision is made which maintains or creates new green infrastructure assets; or  
II. the benefits would outweigh any harm. 

 
 

b) Requiring proposals for the creation of new green infrastructure assets or its enhancements to: 
 

I. Maximise multi-functionality where appropriate;  
II. Increase or enhance connectivity and accessibility;   
III. Increase or enhance biodiversity;  
IV. Contribute to areas character and improve visual amenity;  
V. Include community involvement and education where appropriate;  

VI. Secure maintenance and long-term management;  
VII. Incorporate climate change mitigation measures where appropriate 

 
c) Contributing to off-site provision where on-site provision of green infrastructure is not possible 

 
d) Prioritising improvements within Opportunity Areas in the Strategic Green Infrastructure Network, as identified on the policies map, and addressing gaps in the network  

 
The NewcastleGateshead Green Infrastructure Study and the Council’s adopted Green Infrastructure Delivery Plan have informed the approach to green infrastructure, which is the network of multi-functional green 
and undeveloped land, urban and rural, which supports wildlife and the health and well-being of local people. There are various ways in which green infrastructure can be incorporated into proposals, for example, 
through the incorporation of open space and recreational areas, planting of new trees and landscaping such as hedgerows; green walls and green roof and sustainable drainage systems.  New green infrastructure 
assets should be designed and located to maximise the range of functions and benefits including but not limited to: 



 protecting and enhancing local biodiversity 
 providing opportunities for non-motorised transport e.g. walking, cycling 
 providing accessible places for recreation and quiet enjoyment 
 improving the setting of local heritage and cultural assets 
 enhancing landscapes and townscapes  
 providing opportunities for local food production and community use 
 providing sustainable water and flood risk management solutions, and  
 helping to mitigate and adapt to climate change  

 
Priority will be given to: 
 

 

IMPROVEMENTS IN OPPORTUNITY 
AREAS 

GAPS IN THE NETWORK 

Dunston Staiths Follingsby 

Felling Shore River Team 

Team Valley River Derwent 

Lower Derwent Valley Blaydon Burn 

River Tyne Corridor Windy Nook and Heworth 

 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual Effect 
(S, M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities ++ S, M, L  The provision and improvement of green infrastructure could have positive social impacts, creating better places for 

people to live and work. Green infrastructure provides a range of biodiversity, amenity, recreation and flood 
management benefits. Prioritising types of improvements and gaps in the network will help improve access to wider 
areas and help to protect wider landscapes and the compliment the built environment. Providing opportunities to 
mitigate climate change from increasing temperatures, increasing infiltration and evapotranspiration. The provision 
of opportunities for local food production and community use, could be strengthened by the specification of 
increased green space, parks and allotments. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  Requiring development to maintain and protect existing green infrastructure, identifying types of improvement and 
gaps in the network will help to ensure benefits are based on evidence and prioritised. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

+ S, M, L  The policy requires a financial contribution towards green infrastructure where on site provision is not possible. This 
off-site contribution will be pooled to improve green infrastructure not education. Green infrastructure provides 
opportunities for education activities and healthier places to live work and learn. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because it will create community environments that should contribute 
towards well-being, even for residents who do not actively use the green infrastructure. 

 The policy could also encourage healthy lifestyles as a result of the increased access to open spaces and the 
natural environment and promotes healthy urban planning. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ M,L  This policy is likely to have indirect positive impacts on culture, heritage and diversity. Green infrastructure which 
projects natural environment and landscape. there are no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect 
is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ M, L  Protecting and enhancing the green infrastructure network should help to improve accessibility options between 
work and home, and the facilities which create better places to live. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because by protecting and enhancing green infrastructure, the policy 
should contribute towards a reduction in CO2 and greenhouse gases. 

 

++ M, L  The policy directly supports the objective because it promotes climate change adaptation including the alleviation of 
flood risk through increased green space, green infrastructure. Providing shade and bringing overall temperatures 
down in urban environments. 



8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because the protection and enhancement of green infrastructure should 
improve air quality. 

 The policy supports the objective because it includes the contribution towards climate change mitigation. Mitigation 
could include flood mitigation however; increased greenspace should contribute towards reducing flood risk as a 
result of increased permeable surfaces. 

 The policy also supports sustainable design by requiring the protection and enhancement of green infrastructure. 
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 

and infrastructure 
++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the objective because it aims to protect and enhance the green infrastructure in 

Gateshead. 
Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The protection and enhancement of green infrastructure will benefit the long-term sustainability of Gateshead. 

Providing opportunities for development to contribute to the provision and enhancement of existing network will 
enhance the benefits associated with enhancing key employment locations, heritage sites, protected landscapes and 
built environment. Providing areas for informal recreation of walking and cycling and opportunities for local food 
production and community uses. The diversity of the network will help  

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S,M,L  This policy will provide positive benefits to this SA objective, providing opportunities for sustainable growth and 
access to a stable and sustainable employment market and increased connectivity. 

 
Summary 
Social: + 
The policy will positive effects on the social sustainability objectives. 
The policy could also contribute to improving the inclusive nature of communities by incorporating increased green space, parks and allotments. 
 
Environmental: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive to very positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives as it indirectly supports flood mitigation, the reduction of greenhouse gases, improving air 
quality, sustainable design and biodiversity. The policy also directly supports the protection and enhancement of green infrastructure and contributing towards climate change mitigation. 
 
Economic: +  
The policy will have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives.  
This policy has strong linkages to CSUCP policies CS18 Green infrastructure and the natural environment, UC12 Urban design and UC15 urban green infrastructure. The open spaces within the green 
infrastructure will interlink with CS15 Place-making, CS16 Climate Change quality of places for people to live and work (policies CS5 Employment and economic growth priorities and CS10 Delivering new homes 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Should the policy make provision for allotments 
specifically to help achieve local food production and 
community use. 
The positive benefits of this policy could be 
strengthened by addition of linkages to CSUCP 
policies within the supporting text. 

The provision of allotments is 
addressed in policies MSGP40/41. 

No changes. 

 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 34. Countryside and landscape protection 
Within areas of high and very high landscape sensitivity, and where it would significantly affect the setting of such areas, development will be resisted if it would have an adverse impact on the 
landscape. Within areas of medium landscape sensitivity, development which would have a significant adverse impact on the landscape will be resisted unless the impact would be short-term and 
would be followed by restoration or enhancement, and/or the proposed development would result in major public benefit, and mitigation forms part of the proposal as far as is feasible. Proposals 
will be expected to: 
 

a) Protect, conserve and where possible enhance landscape character and local distinctiveness, reflecting landscape sensitivity; 
b) Demonstrate that any adverse impact on views and vistas, and on the skyline, is acceptable and unavoidable; and 
c) Preserve the tranquillity of the countryside and its quiet enjoyment, by resisting proposals that would cause significant increases in noise, night-time light, or traffic, or reduce the sense of 

openness.  



Areas with different levels of landscape sensitivity, within Gateshead's countryside, are identified by the Gateshead Landscape Character Assessment, completed for the Council in 2006-07, and are shown on the 
Proposals Map with the exception of the limited areas of low or very low sensitivity. The areas of high and very high sensitivity represent a relatively small proportion of the Borough's countryside, and are some of 
the best landscapes in the wider Tyne and Wear area (though by definition not of the quality found in areas subject to national designations such as National Parks or Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty). Areas 
of medium sensitivity form most of the broad backdrop of countryside which forms the setting for the urban areas within the Borough. Protection of the character and distinctiveness of the landscape does not 
amount to a presumption against development, though it does mean that developments which might be otherwise acceptable judged against Green Belt policy need to be resisted because of the visual harm they 
would do. Proposals will be assessed to establish their impact on the particular landscape in which they are located, or of which they form part of the setting.     
 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities ++ S,M,L  The protection of countryside and landscape protection will help to preserve and enhance landscape character and 

distinctiveness associated with places in Gateshead. These landscapes are important to the cultural heritage and quality of 
places and well-being. Understanding an areas’ sensitivity to development through the Landscape Character Assessment. 
This policy resists development which will have an adverse impact on high and very high landscape sensitive areas and 
requires development in medium sensitive areas would require restoration and enhancement and major public benefit or 
mitigation and criteria based policy. This criteria policy should protect the diversity and heritage of special landscape areas 
and positive contribute to the creation of sustainable places. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 
are embedded in all future development 

/ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. However, the policy does aim to 
protect the rural character and tranquillity which will protect the residents who live in the area for those reasons. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

/ S, M, L  The protection of the landscape character will help to preserve and enhance the quality of places. Providing direct 
opportunities for informal learning in outdoor space, as well as a indirect impacts which includes a greater understanding of 
context for development proposals and required mitigation measures required for public benefit. The natural environment 
provides opportunity for education facilities and outdoor skills and recreation. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective because by conserving the landscape character and preserving the countryside 
environment, and creating more sustainable places to live and work should result in indirect health benefits. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ M,L  The protection of our natural environment will help to enhance to the cultural and heritage diversity for the countryside and 
landscape in Gateshead.  

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ S, M, L  It is likely that any developments located in the countryside will have limited accessibility via sustainable transport; 
therefore, there will be a heavy reliance on the personal vehicle.  

 Simultaneous application of policy MSGP17 (Transport aspects of the design of new development) may result in improved 
access via sustainable transport. 

 Development in the countryside may help to improve access to jobs, facilities, goods and services for residents in the area. 
Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

/ S, M, L  The protection and enhancement of the natural environment will provide opportunities to protect and conserve our 
landscape, providing opportunities offset carbon emissions and our contributions to climate change. 

/ S, M, L  This conservation of our landscape will prevent development in very high or highly sensitive areas and limit the 
opportunities in medium sensitive areas which do not meet the criteria or mitigation requirements. The policy will not directly 
provide opportunities to mitigate against climate change.  

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the protecting and enhancement of the natural environment, improving the quality of the places in 
Gateshead to work and live.  

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  The policy would support this objective because it will directly enhance the environment assets and countryside and 
landscape character of Gateshead. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The protection and enhancement of the countryside will benefit the quality of places, historic landscape character and 

distinctiveness. Helping to support a range of economic activities and opportunities within Gateshead and sustainable 
economic growth. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S, M, L  A more sustainable and varied economy which protects and enhances the landscape character will improve the access to 
an employment market. 



 
Summary 
Social: + to / 
The policy will have positive to neutral effect on the social sustainability objectives. This policy strongly relates to CSUCP policies CS9 Existing communities and CS8 Leisure, culture and tourism. 
 
 
Environmental: -  
In general, the policy will have a positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives and support CSUCP policy CS15 Place-making. 
 
Economic: +- 
In general, the policy will have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives, which would support CSUCP policy CS5 Employment and economic growth priorities. 
 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
No recommendations. 
 

No comments No changes. 

 

 

 

People and Place 
Policy MSGP 35. Development in settlements within the Green Belt 
Infilling development in the envelopes of the following settlements within the Green Belt will be permitted where it is in keeping with the scale and character of the settlement concerned: 

MSGP35.1 Barlow 
MSGP35.2 Byermoor 
MSGP35.3 Clara Vale 
MSGP35.4 Coalburns 
MSGP35.5 Eighton Banks 
MSGP35.6 Lockhaugh 
MSGP35.7 Marley Hill 
MSGP35.8 Winlaton Mill 
 

The settlements identified in this policy are small settlements within the Green Belt where it is reasonable, and consistent with national policy to preserve the openness of the Green Belt, that infill development 
should be permitted within a tightly-drawn envelope. Settlement envelope boundaries are shown on the Proposals Map and on Maps ……  These boundaries have been drawn to follow a continuous line forming 
the outer edge of the minimum area that contains the current development of each settlement. 
 
These are small settlements where any extension of the settlement would damage the openness of the Green Belt, and where (with the exception of Eighton Banks) additional development should be kept to a 
minimum because of the relatively remote and therefore unsustainable rural location. The choice of these settlements has taken account of location with regard to the strategic purposes of the Green Belt, number of 
dwellings, grouping and compactness, and separate identity or name. In other cases, it has been concluded that a settlement envelope would be inappropriate; for example at Ryton Woodside, the hamlets consists 
of several separate groups of buildings and any infilling between them would set a precedent which would lead to urbanisation of a substantial part of the Green Belt; at Low Greenside, any infilling would intensify 
development in the narrow Green Belt gap between Crawcrook and Greenside. However, all applications for development in the Green Belt will continue to be treated on the merits of the particular proposal and site.    
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / S, M, L  The policy could directly support’s the objective because the development of “housing” within 

certain settlements within the Green Belt, the policy may help address the housing shortage, 
within these rural settlements. The policy includes the wording for developments to be of an 
appropriate scale and character to settlements of Barlow, Bvermoor, Clara Vales, Coalburns, 
Eighton Banks, Lockhaugh, Marley Hill and Winlaton Mill. The impacts on these particular 
settlements is unknown without further information on housing needs and clarification on what 
type of development is acceptable. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ ?  As these areas listed in the policy are very rural and are likely to have limited access to 
essential services and facilities, the policy may be placing additional “development” pressure 
on the present services and facilities. The development is described as minimal but it’s difficult 



to assess the impacts without further information on rural housing needs or clarifications on the 
type of development. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill 
levels. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is 
likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. The 
limiting size of “development” within settlement envelopes located in the Green Belt, should 
accord with the character of the area, the policy should protect the quality and diversity of the 
Gateshead landscape. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ S, M, L  The rural nature of the settlement envelopes in the Green Belt, would suggest there would be 
less accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services. But conversely “limited development” 
within rural settlements could help provide homes for rural communities who already work in 
these locations. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts 

of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of 

climate change and mitigate against its 
impacts in future development 

/ S, M, L  The policy does not support the SA objective because by supporting development in rural 
areas that are less supported by sustainable transportation, is likely to increase reliance on 
private cars for residents living in those areas which may lead to increased greenhouse gas 
production. Small amounts of development within these locations could offset requirements for 
development elsewhere and increased journeys to and from work. 

/ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because none of the settlement envelopes are 
located within Flood Zones; however, increased development within the envelopes may 
increase the risk of surface water flooding.  

 This policy can be strengthened by including additional policy criteria on surface water 
management, which links to MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) to require surface water 
management in all new developments. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

/ S, M, L  Several of the development envelopes are located areas with a grade 3 agricultural land 
classification, and these are likely to involve a loss of good quality agricultural soil. Small 
amounts of development within these locations could offset requirements for development 
elsewhere and increased journeys to and from work. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because even though it supports development 
within the Green Belt, it restricts development to within the envelopes of developed areas, 
which will protect the Green Belt from and significant negative impacts.  

 Due to the size of the envelopes, the cumulative impacts are also likely to be limited.  
 The policy also further supports policy CS19 (Green Belt). 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / S, M, L  The rural nature of the envelopes in the Green Belt, any type of developments within the 

envelopes are likely to have some accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services. 
 Simultaneous application of policy MSGP16 (Mitigating impacts of development on the 

transport network) may minimize impacts of the developments to the transport network; 
however, it will not likely improve access via sustainable transport. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing a stable and sustainable employment 
market. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is 
likely to be broadly neutral. 

 
Summary 
Social: + to / 
The policy will have a range of positive/neutral effects on the social sustainability objectives. The policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives 2 and 3 and is therefore considered to 
have a broadly neutral effect on those objectives. The policy has a positive effect on objectives 1,2,5 and 6 as it may indirectly increase the opportunity of living in a decent, affordable and suitable home and may 
indirectly protect the quality and diversity of the Gateshead landscape. The policy has a positive effect on objective 6 because the rural nature of the envelopes in the Green Belt, any developments within the 
envelopes will improve rural accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services. The policy should describe how it support CSUCP policies CS10 Delivering New Homes and CS5 Employment and economic growth 
priorities. 
 
Environmental: + to  



In general, the policy will have a positive to negative effect on the environmental sustainability objectives. The positive effect is as a result of the policy indirectly supporting the protection of the Green Belt by 
limiting development within the area to small envelopes that have already been developed, protecting the Green Belt from any significant negative impacts. Due to the size of the envelopes, the cumulative impacts 
are also likely to be limited. The negative effects are as a result the policy supporting development in areas that are less accessible by sustainable transportation which may result in decreased air quality and 
increased greenhouse gas production. Additionally, several of the development envelopes are located areas with a grade 3 agricultural land classification. Should developments be on green fields, there will be a 
loss of good quality agricultural soil. The policy will have a neutral effect on Objective 8 as a result of positive and negative impacts. The policy indirectly supports development in areas that are not within Flood 
Zones; however, increased development within the envelopes may increase the risk of surface water flooding. The policy can be strengthened by creating an additional policy or updating MSGP30 (Flood Risk 
Management) to require surface water management in all new developments. Linkages to CS18 Green Belt should be clear within the policy supporting text. 
 
Economic: /  
In general, the policy will have a neutral to negative effect on the economic sustainability objectives. The policy will have a neutral effect on Objective 11 as the policy does not have any clear relationship or 
influence on the objective and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect. The policy will have a negative effect on Objective 10 as the policy will indirectly increase development in areas that are less 
supported by sustainable transport and less accessible. Linkages to CSUCP policies CS5 Employment and economic growth should be clear within the supporting text of this policy. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The policy should clarify what type of 
development in settlement developments this 
is proposing.  
 
The supporting text needs to make explicit 
references to the evidence base behind the 
choice of settlements and CSUCP policies. 

(6) Should this be red in view of the wording in the 
comments? I would say should be neutral. 

(8) Sites within the settlement areas are unlikely to be 
available for agricultural use, as the boundaries are tightly 
drawn around existing settlements. I dispute this should be 
red. 

Appraisal revisited. 

 

 

People and Place 
Policy MSGP 36. Proposed Wardley Manor Country Park 
Land at Wardley/Red Barns will be further restored, enhanced, and protected from inappropriate development, to form the Wardley Manor Country Park.  
 
This site is unique amongst Opportunity Areas in the Strategic Green Infrastructure Network, in providing a substantial area of accessible natural green space, surrounded by local communities, in the east of the 
borough.  It also has excellent public transport links, and a direct connection to the wider countryside via the Bowes Railway Path. 
 
This significance has long been recognised, with Wardley/Red Barns being identified as a ‘gateway to the countryside’ by the Great North Forest project in 1995. However, the fact that the site is complex and in 
multi-ownership, with conflicting land uses, has impeded progress to date. 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
+ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. 

Wardley Manor County Park to the East of the Borough forms a large reclamation scheme with 
grasslands, tree planting and ponds. The safeguarding of the site for this proposed 
recreational and nature reserve site.  

 This policy links to a number of key MSGP and CSUCP policies on green infrastructure, and 
place making and climate change which would benefit places people work and live in 
Gateshead. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ L  The policy should directly support the SA objective as it supports the creation of conditions that 
support recreational open space and well-being in the community. Access top open space will 
be provided to areas of deprivation. 

3. Improve educational achievement and 
skill levels across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill 
levels. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is 
likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and 
reduce inequalities in health 

++ M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it aims to provides access to safe and 
stimulating open spaces and the natural environment and promotes healthy lifestyles and 
active living. By restoring the area, the green space will contribute towards improving air and 
water quality. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our 
culture, heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. Access 
and use of open space forms an important part of our landscape heritage. There are no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 



6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect 
is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 

impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes 

of climate change. 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of 

climate change and mitigate against its 
impacts in future development. 

+ M, L  Restoring the area, the green space will contribute towards improving air quality and reducing 
greenhouse gases. 

+ M, L  The policy is compatible with the SA objective because by protecting and enhancing the 
natural environment in the area, the natural environment will be better able to adapt to 
consequences of climate change. 

 The additional greenspace can also contribute to flood mitigation in the area. 
 

8. Live within environmental limits, both 
locally and globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective because it encourages the reclamation and re-use of 
derelict / previously developed land.  

 The policy will also increase greenspace which in turn should contribute to in improving air and 
water quality. 

 The policy is compatible with the SA objective because by protecting and enhancing the 
natural environment in the area, the natural environment will be better able to adapt to 
consequences of climate change. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective as it should contribute to the enhancement and 
protection of Gateshead’s biodiversity and improve ecological connectivity. 

 The policy will contribute to the enhancement of greenspace. 
Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the economy. The 

reclamation of this site could help to contribute towards to wider regeneration in the East of 
Gateshead. There are no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to 
be broadly neutral. 

11. Improve access to a stable and 
sustainable employment market 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market. There are, no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is 
likely to be broadly neutral. 

 
Summary 
 
Social: ++ to / 
The policy will have a very positive to neutral effect on the social sustainability objectives. The policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives 1, 3, 5 and 6 and is therefore considered to 
have a broadly neutral effect on those objectives. There is the opportunity to strengthen the policy to support objective 5 by including the requirement for sign posts detailing the history of the area. 
 
The policy has a very positive effect on objective 4 it directly supports the through the aim to provide access to safe and stimulating open spaces and the natural environment and promotes healthy lifestyles and 
active living.  
 
The policy also promotes healthy urban planning by providing a healthy setting. By restoring the area, the green space will contribute towards improving air quality and creating conditions that support improved 
health and well-being. 
 
Environmental: + to - 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives the policy indirectly supports restoration of derelict land, improved air and water quality, improved ability for the 
environment to naturally adapt to climate change, Gateshead’s biodiversity and ecological connectivity and flood mitigation. 
 
Economic: / 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives and is therefore considered to have 
a broadly neutral effect. 
 
This policy strongly relates to CSUCP policies CS15 Place-making and CS18 Green Infrastructure and the Natural Environment and the inclusion of these linkages within the policy supporting text would be 
beneficial in terms of understanding the scale of positive impacts. This development could be strengthen to safeguard land for country park by completely removing the words “protected from inappropriate 
development”. 



 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Linkages in the supporting text of the policy 
to the CSUCP would help to improve 
visibility of positive impacts. 

The extent of the country park is shown on the draft policies map. 

Unclear as to what is considered to be unacceptable development 
– development that is contrary to the aims/objects of the Country 
Park (may require some discuss prior to responding) 

 

No changes. 
 

 

 

People and Place] 
Policy MSGP 37. Woodland, trees and hedgerows 
1.Development that would damage or result in the loss of woodland, trees or hedgerows, will only be permitted where it can clearly be demonstrated that:  
 

a)  development cannot reasonably be located elsewhere; and  
 

b) the need for development clearly outweighs any harm to the ecological value, landscape quality and historical importance of the area, and in the case of ancient woodland and veteran trees 
outside ancient woodland, provides exceptional public benefits; and 

 
c)  harm can be reduced to acceptable limits through the implementation of positive mitigation and enhancement measures either on site or elsewhere. 

 
2.Where the Council considers that trees or woodland may be affected by a development proposal, it will require an appropriate tree survey and ecological survey to be submitted with the planning 
application. 
 
3.The Council will also support the planting of new trees and woodland and enhancement of existing trees and woodland, where this is sympathetic to local topography, enhances ecology and 
contributes positively to landscape character. 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S, M, L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / /  This policy prevents the development which would result in the loss of 

woodlands, tress and hedgerow, setting out a criteria policy for development to 
be located elsewhere, or demonstrating a clear need, and harm to reduce to 
acceptable limits. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

/ S, M, L  The policy supports the protection of woodland, trees and hedgerows will help to 
protect cultural diversity of places in Gateshead.  

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational 
achievement and skill levels. There are, however no anticipated negative effects 
on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy protection of trees, hedges and woodlands, will help to promote 
healthy lifestyles and active living. 

 The policy can be strengthened by also including any loss to recreational space.  
 The protection of trees, hedges and woodlands contribute to the improvement of 

air quality. 
5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage 

and diversity 
/ ?  Although the policy aims to protect ancient woodland, it does make 

accommodation for the loss of ancient woodland provided the benefits of the 
development outweigh the loss. Without information of the locations of the 
developments, it is difficult to determine if the loss of ancient woodland 
outweighs the woodlands that have been protected. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services. There are, however no anticipated negative effects 
on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

Environment 



7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate 
change:  

a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 
change 

b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change 
and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective as it protected natural carbon stores 
associated with the trees, and supports planting new trees where there has been 
loss. 

 The policy can be strengthened by requiring, and not simply supporting, the 
replanting of lost woodlands, trees and hedgerows. This should contribute 
towards reducing the carbon lost by removing the woodlands, trees and 
hedgerows. 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly results in the protection of biodiversity and the wildlife 
network by both protecting the habitats from being removed, and supporting 
replanting lost trees. 

 The policy can be strengthened by requiring, and not simply supporting, the 
replanting of lost woodlands, trees and hedgerows. 

 By protecting the hedgerows, trees and woodlands, the policy better allows the 
natural environment to adapt to the consequences of climate change. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the objective as trees play a large role in the improvement of 
air quality, the protection of the hedgerows, trees and woodlands supports the 
improvement of air quality and pollution reduction in Gateshead.  

 The policy can be strengthened by requiring, and not simply supporting, the 
replanting of lost woodlands, trees and hedgerows. 

 By protecting the hedgerows, trees and woodlands, the policy better allows the 
natural environment to adapt to the consequences of climate change. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the protection and enhancement of Gateshead 
environmental assets and biodiversity, by restricting the loss of woodlands, trees 
and shrubs and through supporting replanting. 

 The policy can be strengthened by requiring, and not simply supporting, the 
replanting of lost woodlands, trees and hedgerows, which should contribute to 
mitigating against negative impacts to biodiversity and minimise and cumulative 
impacts. 

 Simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) 
should mitigate against negative impacts to biodiversity. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the 

economy. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so 
the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and 
sustainable employment market. There are, however no anticipated negative 
effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 
Summary 
 
Social: / to + 
The policy will have a neutral to positive effect on the social sustainability objectives contributing to overall quality of places and well-being. The policy has an unknown impact on objective 5 because although the 
policy aims to protect ancient woodland, it does make accommodation for the loss of ancient woodland provided the benefits of the development outweigh the loss. Without information of the locations of the 
developments, it is difficult to determine if the loss of ancient woodland outweighs the woodlands that have been protected. The protected trees, hedges and woodlands contribute to the improvement of air quality. 
 
Environmental: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive to very positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives as the policy indirectly supports the protection of Gateshead’s carbon stores. The policy also 
indirectly and directly supports the protection of Gateshead’s biodiversity.  
 
Simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) should mitigate against negative impacts to biodiversity. The policy can be strengthened by requiring, and not simply supporting, the 
replanting of lost woodlands, trees and hedgerows, which will also minimize any cumulative impacts. 
 
Economic: / 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives and is therefore considered to have a 
broadly neutral effect. 
 



This policy strongly relates to CS18 Green infrastructure and the natural environment and CS15 Place-making and UC15 Urban green infrastructure. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Mitigation on site or off site. 
The policy can be strengthened by including the 
requirement for mitigation/compensation elsewhere to 
minimise negative impacts to local biodiversity.  
The policy can be strengthened by also including any 
loss to recreational space.  
The policy can be strengthened by requiring, and not 
simply supporting, the replanting of lost woodlands, trees 
and hedgerows, which will also minimize any cumulative 
impacts. 
This policy could be strengthened by the addition of 
policy linkages to the CSUCP. 
 

The SA states that the policy can be strengthened by requiring, 
and not simply supporting, the replanting of lost woodlands, trees 
and hedgerows, which will also minimize any cumulative impacts. 
 

- 1c requires positive mitigation/enhancement in respect of 
proposals. 

- 3 which is more supportive relates to new trees / woodland 
being planted more generally (not relating to a specific 
proposal)  

 

Disagree. No changes. 

 

 

People and Place 
Policy MSGP 38. Biodiversity and Geodiversity 
1. Where appropriate development proposals must demonstrate how they will: 

 
a) avoid/minimise adverse impacts on biodiversity and geodiversity in accordance with the mitigation hierarchy; and 

b) provide net gains in biodiversity. 

 

2. Development proposals will be approved where harm to biodiversity or geodiversity is avoided (through locating on an alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a 
last resort, compensated for. 
 

3. Where development which is likely to adversely affect biodiversity and/or geodiversity is to be approved, the Council will require planning conditions and/or obligations to secure the provision, 
maintenance and monitoring of appropriate mitigation and/or compensation measures. 
 

4. Proposals for development or land use that would adversely affect a Site of Special Scientific Interest, either directly or indirectly, will only be permitted where the reasons for the development, 
including the lack of an alternative solution, clearly outweigh the nature conservation value of the site and the national policy to safeguard the national network of such sites. 

 
5. Proposals for development or land use that would adversely affect a Local Wildlife Site or Local Geological Site, either directly or indirectly, will only be permitted where: 

 
a) the developer can demonstrate that there are no reasonable alternatives; and 

b) the case for development clearly outweighs the need to safeguard the intrinsic value of the site. 

 
6. Proposals for development or land use that would adversely affect the ecological, recreational and/or educational value of a Local Nature Reserve will only be permitted where: 

 
a) the developer can demonstrate that there are no reasonable alternatives; and 

b) the case for development clearly outweighs the need to safeguard the ecological, recreational and/or educational value of the site. 

7. Development proposals that would have a significant adverse impact on the value and integrity of a Wildlife Corridor will only be permitted where suitable replacement land, or other mitigation, 
is provided to retain the value and integrity of the corridor. 

 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. There are, 

however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 



2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. 
However, by limiting impacts to biodiverse sites, and in particular Local Nature Reserves, the policy 
should limit impacts to the loss of the educational value associated with those habitats. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because by protecting and mitigating against negative 
impacts to biodiversity and geodiversity, the policy indirectly supports the maintenance of healthy 
lifestyles as a result of maintained access to sites that are also often used for recreational purposes, 
contributing to active, healthy lifestyles. 

 Many of the above listed habitats also contribute towards the maintenance of air quality. By protecting 
the habitats, the policy indirectly supports the protection of air quality. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and 
services. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

+ S, M, L  The wildlife sites also play a role in carbon capture and storage, in particular, heavily wooded and 
wetland sites. The protection of those sites contributes towards the reduction of greenhouse gases. 

 The site may have negative impacts on LWS, LNR and Local Geological Sites as the policy does not 
entirely restrict development on those sites. 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because by protecting and mitigating against negative 
impacts to the natural environment, the policy better allows the natural environment to adapt to the 
consequences of climate change. 

 The policy also encourages the protection of wildlife networks. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

+ S, M, L  By The policy indirectly supports the objective because by protecting and mitigating against negative 
impacts to the natural environment, the policy better allows the natural environment to adapt to the 
consequences of climate change. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it supports the protection of Gateshead’s biodiversity 
and geodiversity, including the nationally and locally designated sites.  

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because the protection of the nationally and locally 

designated sites should support sustainable leisure and tourism in Gateshead. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable employment 

market. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. 

 
Summary 
 
Social: / to + 
The policy will have a neutral to positive effect on the social sustainability objectives. The policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives 1, 2, 5 and 6 and is therefore considered to have 
a broadly neutral effect on those objectives. The policy indirectly supports maintained health and well-being of residents, active lifestyles and air quality. The policy also indirectly protects the educational value 
associated with wildlife sites such as Local Nature Reserves. 
 
Environmental: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive to very positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives. The policy indirectly supports the protection of Gateshead’s carbon stores and wildlife 
networks, the reduction in greenhouse gases and should allow the natural environment to adapt to the consequences of climate change. The policy also indirectly and directly supports the protection of 
Gateshead’s biodiversity and geodiversity.  
 
Economic: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a neutral and positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives. The policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objective 11 and is therefore considered to 
have a broadly neutral effect. The policy indirectly supports objective 10 by protecting sites that contribute to sustainable tourism. 
 



This policy directly relates to CSUCP policy C18 Green infrastructure and the natural environment and strategic objective SO9. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
There are limitations to the assessment 
because there are no details on the mitigation 
hierarchy referred to in the policy. 

The policy actually sets out the mitigation hierarchy 
2) avoidance, mitigation, compensation – and it is 
defined in the glossary 

Perhaps additional wording in the supporting text or policy could help to explain approach because its quite 
a big criteria based policy. 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 39. The River Tyne 
1.The River Tyne, its banks and tributaries will be protected from damaging development and, where appropriate, enhanced. 
2. A continuous recreational riverside route will be provided where practicable, along the south bank of the River Tyne. This will within a landscape setting and screened, where appropriate, from the 
riverside and associated habitats to prevent disturbance.  Where new development takes place, an area of land of between 10 and 30 metres wide will be safeguarded for this purpose. 
 
Substantial parts of the Keelman’s Way riverside route have already been created, but significant gaps in access remain, particularly on sections of the river bank in private ownership where development has not 
yet taken place. 
 
The wintering wading bird population on the Tyne is regionally significant, but very susceptible to disturbance.  Riverside public access therefore needs to be screened and buffered in some areas, while at the 
same time enabling views of the river, to ensure protection of the relevant Local Wildlife Sites. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities ++ /  This policy will protect the banks and tributaries of the River Tyne from development and encourage enhancement which 

will provide a central access/riverside route which should help to address the significant gaps in ownership. The River 
Tyne is an iconic and central feature for Gateshead and Newcastle and this safeguarding policy will help to regenerate 
the waterway whilst maintaining access, amenity and riverside habitats. This policy will contribute significantly to the 
enhancement and quality of place and wellbeing of communities. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective to safeguard the riverside area for access and amenity should support well-
being and happiness in the community. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

/ /  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, however 
no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 This policy could be strengthened by requiring the addition of information sign posting in areas with historical water, 
biodiversity or geodiversity significance to provide informal learning and tourism. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ 
 

  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it provides access to safe and stimulating open spaces and the natural 
environment which should contribute towards improving the health and well-being of residents. 

 By improving the recreational route, the policy promotes healthy lifestyles and active living.  
 By creating access along the riverside, the paths and any associated infrastructure will be at risk of fluvial flooding. 

However, because the policy aims to restrict development along the riverside outside of public access, the increase in 
flood risk is likely to be negligible and in the policy’ is limiting risks and impacts as a result of changing weather patterns. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

+ /  The River Tyne forms a significant part of the history and culture and opportunities for enhancement to amenity, and 
public realm where appropriate would help to strengthen this heritage and diversity. Information sign posting in areas 
with historical, biodiversity or geodiversity significance. This could contribute to heritage led sustainable tourism in 
Gateshead. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

+ S, M, L  By extending the riverside access by 10-30m, provides for a potential wide range of sustainable transport options such 
as walking and cycling. Enhancing linkages to and from work and for leisure and recreation. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 

+ M, L  The enhancement of the river corridor and prevention of development will provide sustainable transport options and help 
to reduce carbon emissions. The integration of green infrastructure, permeable surfaces and amenity space within this 
corridor (MSGP31 and 32) should provide opportunities to absorb carbon, water and increases in temperature impacts 
associated with climate change. 



 
 
 
 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ M, L  The policy directly supports the objective because by enhancing the riverside and protecting it from damaging 
development, and enabling the natural environment to adapt to consequences of flood risk and climate change. 

 This policy whilst related to MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) is a standalone policy protecting and enhancing the river 
corridor from development and not flood risk management. 

 The use of natural environment in the corridor should reflect use of the River corridor and include adaptation measures 
to cope with high intensity rainfall patterns and increased flooding, within its design and use of materials. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it will prevent development along the riverside and help to minimise the risks and 
impacts of changing weather patterns, including flooding; minimising surface water and fluvial flood risk. 

 The policy supports sustainable design and placemaking associated with the river, open space, accessibility and 
amenity. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it aims to protect and enhance the River Tyne corridor to the benefit of 
amenity of people and places, biodiversity and wildlife network and ecological connectivity along the riverside.  

 Restoration of the riverside should also contribute to improving water quality by naturally treating surface water runoff 
before it enters the river. 

 This policy should also help to mitigate against impacts associated with climate change. 
Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy supports the objective because it should significantly improve the connectivity of the borough region, and its 

identity creating quality places to live and work, which will help to sustain the growth in the economy. Integrating spaces 
for leisure and amenity and sustainable transport options. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

++ S,M,L  This policy enhancement and protection of the river should help to support access to a sustainable employment market. 

 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
The policy should have a positive effect on the social sustainability objective, and strengthen the identity of the River Tyne should help to create places. 
 
Environmental: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive to very positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives. The policy indirectly supports a reduction in flood risk, sustainable design and should help the 
River Tyne to adapt to climate change. 
 
Economic: +  
In general, the policy will have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives, from creation of place identity, and connectivity which should help to sustainable economic growth and tourism. 
 
The positive benefits of this policy could be strengthened by policy linkages to CSUCP policies CS13 Transport, CS17 Flood risk and water management, C18 Green infrastructure and the natural environment and 
UC5 Primary and secondary pedestrian routes, UC6 Cycling and UC14 Heritage, UC16 Public Realm and UC17 Public Art 
 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The policy could be strengthened by links to 
sustainable design, quality of places and linkages to 
the CSUCP core strategy. 
 

No comment No changes 

 

 

 

People and Place 
 
Policy MSGP 40. Protecting valuable open space, sports and recreation facilities  
 



Open space, sports and recreation facilities will be protected to ensure they continue to meet quantitative and qualitative needs, and to optimise the multifunctional benefits they can provide.  This will be 
achieved by: 
 

1. Development or change of use proposals that would result in the loss of open space, sports and recreation facilities will only be considered acceptable if the site can be demonstrated to be surplus to 
requirements, or if the loss would be replaced by equivalent or better provision in terms of quantity and quality in a suitable location.  The Council will consider open space to be surplus if the following 
requirements can be met: 
a. Areas of recreational open space will be considered surplus if their loss through development would not infringe the relevant standards set out in appendix X, in accordance with the following 

approach: 
i. Sites which, following appraisal, are considered to be of ‘high quality’ when compared against the benchmark quality standard will not be considered surplus.  Sites which attain a quality score 

between the relevant ‘high quality’ and ‘low quality’ benchmarks may only be considered surplus if both quantity and accessibility standards are satisfied.  Sites which attain a quality score 
below the relevant ‘low quality’ benchmark may be considered surplus if accessibility and/or quantity standards are also satisfied. 

ii. Sites which are not situated within 250m of another area of a similar area of recreational open space may only be considered surplus if both quality and quantity standards are satisfied.  Sites 
which are situated within 250m of a similar area of recreational open space may be considered surplus if quality and/or quantity standards are also satisfied. 

iii. Open space within wards with less than 2.06ha of recreational open space per 1,000 residents may only be considered surplus if both quality and accessibility standards are satisfied.  Open 
space within wards with more than 2.06ha of recreational open space per 1,000 residents may be considered surplus if quality and/or accessibility standards are also satisfied. 

b. Sports facilities may be considered surplus if development of the site would be compatible with the Council’s up-to-date Playing Pitch Strategy or Built Sports Facilities Strategy. 
c. Allotments may be considered surplus if there is evidence the site in question cannot be tenanted in the long term, despite being available at reasonable rents.  In this event, the site will be safeguarded 

against built development if its conversion to recreational open space could realistically contribute to remedying deficiencies in the quantity and accessibility of recreational open space, when 
considered against the standards set out in appendix X. 

d. Accessible Natural Greenspace will be considered surplus if: 
i. The site in question provides no public value in terms of access or function, and there is no prospect that it could its value could be improved to a reasonable standard in the future; and, 

ii. The site is not a designated wildlife site, and it does not provide important biodiversity value, either on its own or in combination with other sites; and, 
iii. The site would be incapable of contributing to meeting a shortfall in the provision of another type of open space. 

 
2. The loss of green spaces which are not freely accessible to the public, such as educational playing fields, will not normally be acceptable if, by being made available for public use, the site could contribute 

to remedying local deficiencies against quantitative or accessibility standards. 

 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities ++ S, M, L  This policy is aimed at protecting open space, sports and recreation facilities. This protection will 

help to support the SA objective creating quality spaces and community wellbeing. The quality of 
open space and play areas would appear to have some positive/some negative aspects from a 
comparison of monitoring data between 2010 and 2017 and it will be important to reference the open 
space assessment in the supporting text of the policy to highlight the key issues which necessitate 
the protection of open spaces in Gateshead. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 
are embedded in all future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it promotes informal and formal development and a 
range of open space which will help to create conditions for supporting well-being of communities 
and residents’ satisfaction. This policy could be strengthened by providing reference to the evidence 
base of open space assessment in Gateshead. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

+ S,M,L  The provision of and protection of open space in Gateshead will provide opportunities for sports and 
outdoor education. Open space and healthy environments are beneficial to educational attainment. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it promotes healthy urban planning. 
 The policy also promotes the provision of access to safe and stimulating open spaces and the 

natural environment. 
 Additionally, increased access to open space should contribute to improving health and well-being.  



5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

+ S,M,L  This protection of open space should help to enhance the cultural diversity and heritage of the urban 
landscapes. The focus of the policy is placed on recreational facilities and not landscape quality. The 
use of open spaces for sports informal and formal activities should help to enhance culture and 
communal activities. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and 
services. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to 
be broadly neutral. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development. 

+ S, M, L  The retention of open spaces with protection of green infrastructure MSGP31 and 32 will help to 
deliver sustainable places for people to work and live.  

 The provision of informal recreational spaces will contribute to green infrastructure and should help 
to offset impacts on climate change. 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because it promotes sustainable design.  
 The policy protection of open space could help to contribute towards adaptation to climate change by 

providing permeable areas to alleviate surface water flooding and urban temperature increases. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective by limiting development on open space, some of which 
may be greenfield sites. 

 By requiring a minimum amount of open space/green space the policy will minimize the impacts of 
the new development on air quality. However, it will not likely improve air quality if the development 
is on a greenfield site. 

 The policy promotes sustainable design. 
 The policy supports the inclusion of green infrastructure such as flood risk management. 
 The policy promotes the long-term protection / enhancement of open space. Such protection could 

better allow the natural environment to adapt to the consequences of climate change. 
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 

and infrastructure 
+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it supports the protection and enhancement of Gateshead’s 

biodiversity. 
 The policy aids in the maintenance of ecological connectivity in Gateshead. 
 The policy promotes the protection of the landscape quality and character, by protecting and 

enhancing existing open space. 
Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy ++ S,M,L  The promotion and protection of open spaces in Gateshead should help to provide quality places for 

people to work and live, and sustainable economic growth. It links strongly to the core strategy 
policies for creating sustainable places and other MSGP policies on the provision and protection of 
Green Infrastructure. This policy could be strengthened by adding key facts on the provision (quality 
and quantity) in the supporting text. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S,M,L  The protection of open spaces will contribute significantly to sustainable place making and should 
help to sustain a stable employment market. 

 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
The policy should have a positive effect on the social sustainability objectives.  
 
Environmental: +  
In general, the policy should have a positive effect on the environmental sustainability  
 
Economic: / 
In general, the policy should have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives. 
 
The protection open space provision will directly support CSUCP policies CS5 Employment and economic growth priorities and CS10 Delivering new homes and CS15 Place-making. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 



This policy has been reworded since previous 
version and no longer applies to development but 
the provision and protection of open space. 
This policy could be strengthened through clear 
linkages to evidence base and core strategy policies 
within the supporting text. 

The appraisal of potential impacts against SAO 3 
and 5 are judged as neutral – the associated 
comments are positive however.   

Appraisal revisited. 

 

 

People and Place 
Policy MSGP 41. Providing and enhancing open space, sports and recreational facilities 
 
 
New development will ensure that the provision of open space is able to meet identified needs.  This will be achieved by:  

1. New housing developments of 10 dwellings or more will be expected to provide: 
a. At least the equivalent of 2.06ha of recreational open space per 1,000 anticipated residents on sites of at least 0.05ha in size, unless the proposed development site is located within an area 

where the quantitative and accessibility standards of appendix X are, and would continue to be exceeded. 
b. Play facilities for children and young people, to the equivalent of 0.07ha per 1,000 residents, unless the site in question is situated within 500m of at least one existing play facility, and there are 

no significant barriers between the facility and the proposed development site. 
c. Sports facilities in accordance with the requirements of the Council’s up-to-date Playing Pitch Strategy and Built Sports Facilities Strategy 

 
2. In addition to the requirements of criterion 1, housing development providing 100 or more dwellings will be expected make on-site provision for at least one play facility for children and young people, 

with the equivalent of at least 0.07ha per 1,000 anticipated residents. 
 

3. New open space will be expected to be provided on-site, unless it can be demonstrated that it would not be feasible to do so.  Where the provision of additional recreational open space is needed to 
meet the requirements of criterion 1, but it would not be feasible for these requirements to be met in full through on-site provision, consideration may be given to the potential for off-site 
contributions towards the provision of new recreational open space in locations which can be accessed by the proposed development site.  If it can also be demonstrated that it would not be feasible 
to provide, new recreational open space in a location that is accessible from the proposed development site, consideration may be given for off-site contributions towards the enhancement of existing 
areas of recreational open space which would increase their recreational and/or amenity value. 
 

4. Where new recreational open space is created or enhanced, it will be expected to: 
a. Be appropriately designed and located to be safe and accessible, and optimise its recreational and amenity value for residents; 
b. Optimise the multifunctional benefits that open space can provide, including contributing towards flood risk management where SUDs features can reasonably be integrated; 
c. Take opportunities to improve the connectivity, integrity and accessibility of the Strategic Green Infrastructure Network; and 
d. Include a suitable programme of maintenance for at least 20 years after the completion of the development.  

 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S,M,L  This policy requires the provision of open space for sports and recreational 

activities associated with new developments. This policy relates to housing 
developments of ten or more units of housing. It forms a criterion based 
policy with standard requirements and additional requirements for 
developments of a 100 or more, housing units. The focus is placed on 
medium too large developments and provision of open space on site. It also 
sets out the requirements for open space provision. This criterion based 
policy for housing development and open space provision should help to 
enhance the provision of open space, proportionately to the size of the 
development. Contributing to sustainable place making and creation of 



places to work and live within Gateshead. This policy could be strengthened 
by adding supporting text references to the evidence base. 

 Housing in Gateshead being close to the urban core and major employment 
is more sustainably located in relation to open space and green 
infrastructure and new housing development is likely to be more energy 
efficient than existing housing. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

+ S, M, L  See comments above.  
 The recommendation should help strengthen and evidence the provision of 

open space within Gateshead. 
3. Improve educational achievement and skill 

levels across Gateshead 
+ S,M,L  The provision for new open space from new development should help to 

provide outdoor educational and informal recreation facilities. 
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health 
+ S, M, L  The provision of open space proportionate’ to the scale of the development 

and should help to enhance the overall quantity and quality of provision of 
recreational open space. 

 The policy indirectly also promotes healthy lifestyles and active living limiting 
the loss of playing fields and ensuring that if there is a loss that is will no 
cause or increase the deficiency in the area. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

 S,M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage 
and diversity. The provision of open space should help to enhance cultural 
diversity associated with the use of outdoor recreational and sports facilities. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

++ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective by enhancing the availability 
and range of outdoor recreation facilities, thus creating sustainable places to 
live and work in Gateshead. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts 

of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of 

climate change and mitigate against its 
impacts in future development 

/+ M,L  The enhanced provision of open spaces together with protection of green 
infrastructure MSGP31 and 32 will help to deliver sustainable places for 
people to work and live.  

 The provision of informal recreational spaces will contribute to green 
infrastructure and should help to offset impacts on climate change. 

/+ M,L   The policy indirectly supports the objective because it promotes sustainable 
design.  

  The policy provision of open space could help to contribute towards 
adaptation to climate change by providing permeable areas to alleviate 
surface water flooding and urban temperature increases. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both 
locally and globally 

+ M,L  The enhanced provision of open spaces together with protection of green 
infrastructure MSGP31 and 32 will help to deliver sustainable places for 
people to work and live.  
 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

+ M,L  The anticipated effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
positive. 

 There is the opportunity to enhance Gateshead’s biodiversity by requiring 
replacement open spaces to contain wildlife habitat. This will also aid in 
maintaining ecological connectivity. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The provision for open space or recreation from new development in 

Gateshead should help to provide quality places for people to work and live, 
and sustainable economic growth. It links strongly to the core strategy 
policies for creating sustainable places and other MSGP policies on the 
provision and protection of Green Infrastructure. This policy could be 
strengthened by adding key facts on the provision (quality and quantity) in 
the supporting text. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S,M,L  The protection of open spaces will contribute significantly to sustainable 
place making and should help to sustain a stable employment market 

 



Summary 
Social: + 
The policy will have positive effect on the social sustainability objectives, by helping to create an enhanced provision of open space for communities. 
 
Environmental: + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on environmental sustainability objectives providing enhanced range and quality of outdoor recreational spaces. 
 
Economic: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a positive effect on sustainability objectives, helping to create sustainable places to work and live and sustain economic growth. 
 
The provision and enhancement of open space provision will directly support CSUCP policies CS5 Employment and economic growth priorities and CS10 Delivering new homes and CS15 Place-making. As well as 
CS18 Green infrastructure and the natural environment. 
 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Stronger linkages to evidence base in the 
supporting text and core strategy policies 
would help to strengthen the positive social 
economic and environmental benefits. 
 

Not sure why the appraisal of potential impacts against SAO 3 and 5 are judged 
only as neutral – the associated comments are positive.   

Not sure why the appraisal against SAO9 is only neutral?  Surely a policy 
requiring the provision of new open spaces directly deals with this objective, and 
will have a positive impact.  Presume reference in the comments to “culture, 
heritage and diversity” has been copied from previous comments – it doesn’t 
seem relevant in this context. 

 

 

 

People and Place 
Policy MSGP 42. Highfield schools site 
In the event of any part of the complex of buildings at Highfield incorporating Highfield Primary School and Saint Joseph’s Roman Catholic Primary School becoming surplus to educational needs, 
they will be safeguarded for community use or other non-commercial facilities serving the local community. Where there is no such requirement, their site and any surplus open land within the site 
as shown on the Proposals Map will be used for public open space or outdoor sports facilities. 
 
The building of these schools several years ago (on the only available suitable site) involved the loss of a significant area of public open space, which was a valuable community resource. Whilst this was mitigated 
as far as possible by the creation of new outdoor facilities at and adjoining the schools, it is important to ensure that the site remains available to meet community needs should it become surplus to the current 
educational uses. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  The policy supports strong and inclusive communities by ensuring that the surplus buildings can be used for community 

use or the land as public open space / outdoor sports facilities. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 

embedded in all future development 
+ S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it could contribute towards equal access to facilities within the community. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

+ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues Improved educational achievement and skill levels across Gateshead. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective due to the policy restricting only considering the use 
of the buildings once they have become surplus to the school’s needs, so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 There is the opportunity to utilise the surplus buildings as adult educational buildings offering further training to improve 
skill levels in the area. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because by using the surplus land as public open space or outdoor sports 
facilities, the policy should promote health lifestyles and active living within the surrounding area. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

+ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. The increased provision of 
schools should help to increase diversity of education provision. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective within the community surrounding Highfield School as it ensures access to 
facilities. 

Environment 



7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 
climate change:  

a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 
change 

b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 
change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing reducing contributions to the causes of climate change. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. But increased 
schools provision locally should help reduce need to travel to schools and improve access to education facilities which 
will in turn reduce carbon emissions. 

  
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing adapting to the effects of climate change. There are, however 

no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because should the surplus land be converted into open space; the 
increased vegetation may contribute towards improving air quality and reducing pollution. Increased local provision of 
education facilities should help to sustain population growth 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing environmental assets and infrastructure. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 Where the surplus land is meant to be used as open space, there is the opportunity to incorporate vegetation that 
supports wildlife and enhances the wildlife network. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the economy. There are, however no anticipated 

negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable employment market. There 

are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
 
Summary 
Social: / to ++ 
The policy will have a neutral to very positive effect on the social sustainability objectives. The policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives 3 and 5 and is therefore considered to have 
a broadly neutral effect on those objectives.  
 
The policy indirectly supports objectives 1, 2 and 4 through ensuring that the surplus buildings can be used for community use or the land as public open space / outdoor sports facilities, which will improve access 
to facilities and promote healthy lifestyles. 
 
The policy directly supports objective 6 by potentially ensuring access to sports facilities. 
 
Environmental: / to +  
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the environmental sustainability objectives as the policy does not as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives 7 and 9. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral.  
 
Where the surplus land is meant to be used as open space, there is the opportunity to incorporate vegetation that supports wildlife and enhances the wildlife network. 
 
The policy indirectly supports objective 8 because should the surplus land be converted into open space; the increased vegetation may contribute towards improving air quality and reducing pollution. 
 
Economic: + to / 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objective. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
 
It’s not clear how education provision for Gateshead is set out in the CSUCP but policy CS9 makes reference to improving and maintaining facilities, services and the local environment. CS14 Health and Wellbeing 
and C15 Pace-making are indirectly relevant. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Clearer linkages between CSUCP policies and 
strategic objectives would be beneficial to 
understanding potential impacts. 
 

No comment No changes 

 

 

 



People and Place 
Policy MSGP 43. Saltwell School site 
Land at Avenue Road, Shipcote, is allocated for educational purposes.  
 
The proposal is to develop a new build Gibside School delivering special education for aged 3 through to 11 years who suffer with autistic spectrum disorders (ASD) and severe learning difficulties as well as those 
with other complex communication and medical needs.  The new school will be built on the old Saltwell School site (off Prince Consort Road) providing teaching accommodation for 170 pupils.  The building 
scheduled for completion in Winter 2020 will include a hydrotherapy facilities and it is proposed will be serviced by the Council’s District Energy Heating System. 
 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + M, L  By protecting the land for the development of a centre that supports ASD, the policy is indirectly supporting the needs of 

the community. 
 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+ M, L  The policy supports the SA objects as the land uses for the land at Avenue Road supports access to essential services 
and facilities (ASD facilities). 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

++ M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it provides educational support for children with ASD. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S  As the land is currently used as a playing field / open space, the policy indirectly supports the objective in the short term 
as it may promote active and healthy lifestyles while the land remains undeveloped. 

 The loss of the land is not likely to have an adverse negative impact on health and well-being due to the close proximity 
of Saltwell Park and its associated recreational fields.  

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

+ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity.. The increased provision of 
schools should help to increase diversity of education provision. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 
and services 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because the location for the ASD facilities is well supported by sustainable 
transport. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

/ ?  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing contributions to the causes of climate change. But increased 
schools provision locally should help reduce need to travel to schools and improve access to education facilities which 
will in turn reduce carbon emissions. 

 
 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ ?  Depending on the location of the new facility on the site, the policy may not support the SA objective. Should the 
development be located on the part of the space that has never been previously developed the policy would be 
supporting development on a greenfield site. However, part of the site has been previously developed and should the 
development fall within that area, the policy would be supporting the reclamation and re-use of previously developed 
land. 

 Further information is required to determine the nature of the impact. 
 Sustainable design and use of renewable energy could help to achieve positive environmental impacts. 
 Increased local provision of education facilities should help to sustain population growth. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/ M, L  There is the possibility that development on the site may reduce ecological connectivity. However, this is likely to be 
negligible and neighbouring Saltwell Park likely better supports local wildlife. 

 Where the development may impact the trees on site, simultaneous application of policy MSGP37 (Woodland, trees and 
hedgerows) will minimise impacts of the development to wildlife. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
+ M, L  This policy indirectly supports the SA objective because the development of a facility to support children with ASD will 

require people with specialist skills. 
 
Summary 
Social: + to ++ 



The policy will have a positive to very positive effect on the social sustainability objectives.  
The policy indirectly supports objectives 1, 2, 4, and 6 as a result of access to essential facilities and meeting the needs of the community in the medium and long term. In the short term the policy indirectly 
supports active and healthy lifestyles. 
 
The policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objective 5 and is therefore considered to have a broadly neutral effect on the objective.  
 
The policy directly supports objective 3 as it provides educational support for children with ASD. 
 
The land is heavily utilised by the local Jewish community for the children to play in and the policy would benefit from incorporating the community into discussions on the development. 
 
Environmental: / to ?  
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral to unknown effect on the environmental sustainability objectives, The policy does not deal directly with the environmental objectives; however, by developing on the 
site there may be an increased risk of surface water flooding and the development may potential be constructed on greenfield. Both issues would require further information to confirm the effect. 
 
Additionally, there is the possibility that the development may reduce ecological connectivity, however simultaneous application of policy MSGP37 (Woodland, trees and hedgerows) will minimise impacts of the 
development to wildlife. 
 
Economic: + to / 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on objective 10 as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objective and there are no anticipated negative effects. 
 
The policy indirectly supports objective 11 because the development will require employees with specialist skills. 
 
It’s not clear how education provision for Gateshead is set out in the CSUCP but policy CS9 makes reference to improving and maintaining facilities, services and the local environment. CS14 Health and Wellbeing 
and C15 Pace-making are indirectly relevant. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Sustainable design and use of renewable energy 
could help to achieve positive environmental impacts. 
 
Clearer linkages between CSUCP policies and 
strategic objectives would be beneficial to 
understanding potential impacts. 
 
 

No comment No changes 

 

People and Place 
Policy MSGP 44. Jewish and other minority group facilities 
Proposals for the use of appropriate sites or premises in suitable and accessible locations for Jewish community needs, including the use of premises for teaching and student halls of residence, 
will be supported, subject to consideration of their impact on residential amenity and other local community needs. Proposals for facilities for any other minority group concentrated in a particular 
part of the Borough will be considered taking account of any relevant specific factors. 
 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it presents the opportunity to work with the local Jewish 

community and other minority communities to develop future opportunities.  
 There is the opportunity to open dialogue with not only the minority communities, but also the surrounding 

communities to ensure their participation in local decision making, to better ensure the needs of all community 
members are met. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 
embedded in all future development 

+  S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it ensures equal access to facilities for the various minority 
groups throughout Gateshead while still considering the impacts on the other members of the community.  

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels across 
Gateshead 

++ 
 

S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective to as it creates opportunities for education, training and lifelong 
learning for the members of the various minority groups in Gateshead. 

 Additionally, if the minority communities are better supported, the members are more likely to remain in the 
borough, leading to increased retention of the skilled work force. 



4. Improve health and well-being and red? greyuce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because by supporting minority groups the policy may lead to 
improving the emotional and mental well-being of residents of minority groups. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage and 
diversity 

++ S, M, L  The policy directly supports the SA objective as it aims to support the Jewish and other diverse minority cultures 
in the borough. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and 
services 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it aims to ensure access to facilities for the minority 
communities while ensuring that the access does not limit access to other community members. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate 

change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change and 

mitigate against its impacts in future development 

/ ?  The policy does not deal directly with the SA objective. Depending on the development location, there may be 
negative impacts such as increased flood risk. However further information is required to determine the impacts. 

 Community facilities are important to vitality of places people live and work 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and globally + ?  The impacts of development will depend on size and type and location, there may be negative impacts on the 
environment. However further information is required to determine the impacts of specific proposals at the 
development stage.  

 There is the opportunity to encourage the reclamation and re-use of derelict / previously developed land for any 
new facilities. 

 Facilities for local population needs should help to positively strengthen communities locally. 
 This policy could link well with MSGP7 retail and other uses in centres. 
 Community facilities are important to vitality of places people live and work. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/ ?  The policy does not deal directly with the SA objective. There is the possibility that the construction of a new 
facility could negatively impact environmental assets. This cannot be known without the location.  

 Where the development may negatively impact biodiversity, simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 
(Biodiversity and Geodiversity) should mitigate against negative impacts. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective because if the minority communities are better supported, the 

members may be more likely to remain in the borough (including the educated members), leading to increased 
retention of the skilled work force. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable employment 
market 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because it supports the diversification of employment facilities 
available should the facilities become educational facilities. 

 
Summary 
Social: + to ++ 
The policy will have a positive to very positive effect on the social sustainability objectives.  
The policy indirectly supports objectives 1, 2, 4, and 6 as a result of access to essential facilities and meeting the needs of the community. The policy directly supports objectives 3 and 5 as it supports the provision 
of educational opportunities and supporting the different cultural communities within Gateshead. 
 
There is the opportunity to open dialogue with not only the minority communities, but also the surrounding communities to ensure their participation in local decision making, to better ensure the needs of all 
community members are met. 
 
Environmental: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral to positive effects on the environmental sustainability objectives. Facilities for the diversity of local populations should help to strengthen communities and would 
support MSGP7 retail and other uses in centres. Community facilities are important to vitality of places people live and work. 
 
Economic: +  
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as indirectly may support the diversification of employment opportunities and encourage educated members of the 
community to remain in Gateshead. 
 
This policy could help to positively support CSUCP policy CS9 Existing communities, CS14 Health and Wellbeing and C15 Place-making. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Clearer linkages between CSUCP policies and strategic 
objectives would be beneficial to understanding potential 
impacts. 
 

No comment No changes 

 



 

People and Place 
Policy MSGP 45. Health Care Facilities 
Land east of Durham Road in Birtley is allocated for a new primary health care facility  
 
A new health care facility for GPs is required in Birtley. Land to the north of Birtley Swimming Centre, and to the east of Durham Road, has been identified as a suitable location for this purpose.   
 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it has identified the need for a health care facility within the community. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 

embedded in all future development 
+ S  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it has identified the need for a health care facility within the community. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 
across Gateshead 

+ S, M, L  The policy will have a minor indirect improvement on skill levels in Gateshead as a result of increased staff associated 
with the new healthcare facility. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as increased health care facilities should improve access to health care 
and in turn contribute towards improving overall health of people and health ranking for index of multiple deprivation for 
ward of Birtley from 2015. 

 Although the site is publicly accessible greenspace, the impact associated with the loss is likely to be negligible due to the 
size of the site and that there is additional greenspace immediately surrounding the site. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

/ S, M, L  The location is well supported by bus links, however due to the small size of the proposed development, the impact on the 
objective is likely to be relatively neutral. 

Environmental 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The site is centrally located within Birtley Ward to the south of Gateshead and is well supported by bus links, the policy 
indirectly supports the reduction in greenhouse gas production. It will help to serve this Southern area of Gateshead 
reducing need to travel. 

 The site is located on greenspace that supports grass, trees and shrubs that are likely capturing carbon. Development on 
the site may reduce carbon stores/carbon capture.  

 Development could help mitigate contributions to climate change through sustainable design and renewable energy 
technologies. 

/ S, M, L  The proposed location associated with the policy is currently greenspace which may contribute to flood mitigation, 
however as the site is surrounded by further greenspace, the impact on surface water flooding is likely negligible. 
Additionally, simultaneous application of MSGP30 (Flood Risk Management) should contribute towards mitigation of 
surface water flood risk.   

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  The proposed healthcare centre would involve the development of undeveloped greenfield site within the ward of Birtley. 
The provision of additional health care facilities will help to improve access to and health and wellbeing of people locally 
and reduce need to travel to access healthcare facilities. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  The site currently contains trees and shrubs that may support local wildlife. The development could integrate the use of 
green space and vegetation to positively contribute to the quality of place and the simultaneous application of MSGP 37 
(Woodland, trees and hedgerows) may mitigate any unforeseen impacts.  

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy will have a indirect positive improvement on skill levels in Gateshead as a result of increased staff associated 

with the new healthcare facility, because increased access to health and greater health and wellbeing will support 
population and economic growth and prosperity. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 
employment market 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it may help to contribute towards better health and wellbeing and  
reduction in unemployment. 

 
Summary 
 
Social: / to + 
The provision of a new health care facility should help to mitigate current health ranking of deprivation in Birtley South Gateshead thus improving existing communities. Positively benefiting and creating better 
access to health care facilities and improving health and wellbeing and access to jobs. This policy directly supports CSUCP policy CS14 Wellbeing and Health and C15 Place-making. 



 
Environmental: / to + 
The overall impact of this MSGP policy 45 would have positive to neutral impacts because the development would relate well to existing settlement of Birtley and make provision for additional health care facilities in 
South Gateshead. 
 
Economic: +  
The provision for a new health care facility in South Gateshead should help to improve health ranking in index of multiple deprivation, for people, improving health and opportunities for jobs which will help to 
support the growth and economic prosperity. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The policy could be strengthened by inserting linkages to 
CSUCP policies and evidence base within the addition of 
supporting text. 
 

  

 

 

Minerals and Waste 
Policy MSGP 46. Environmental Impacts – Minerals and Waste 
The environmental impact of any proposal for mineral extraction or a waste management facility will be assessed individually and cumulatively with regard to its effect on:  
I. Local amenity and health (based on the scale and likely duration of the operation, visual and landscape impact, dust emissions, air quality, noise levels, blasting, traffic and road safety, days 
and hours of working and other potential disturbances, and by taking into account currently available protective or mitigation measures); 
II. Flood risk, drainage and the quality and quantity of water, including surface and groundwater; 
III. The natural, geological and historic environment, including features of archaeological importance; 
IV. Nationally or locally designated wildlife sites, protected species and their habitats; 
V. The best and most versatile agricultural land; 
VI. Contamination, mining subsidence and land stability; and 
I. and other potential receptors 
Unless there are over-riding material considerations no zone of influence of a mineral extraction or waste management facility should suffer a continuous or nearly continuous series of schemes on 
separate sites (i.e. within a minimum period of five years).  
Proposals for the extraction of minerals, will be required to demonstrate the extent, quality and significance of the reserves to be extracted, and must also include a detailed restoration, aftercare 
and after use strategy, including a programme of works.   
 
Mineral extraction and landfill operations, and waste disposal and treatment operations, will usually disturb the amenity of an area through factors such as noise, dust and visual intrusion. These factors will be 
taken into account, individually and cumulatively, at both a site-specific and the wider zone of influence level, when assessing a proposal. The zone of influence of a site is that area which would experience impacts 
from any mineral or waste activity on that site. The effects may be physical or visual and may be affect those permanently living in the zone of influence, people who spend only some of their time there or people 
who are simply passing through. The cumulative result of a proposal could be an unacceptable level of continuous or nearly continuous suffering. Thus, although the suffering caused by a single development might 
not be sufficient to warrant refusal, it could become unacceptable when taken together with suffering from other relevant mineral or waste disposal activities in the same area. The zone of influence concept is of 
major importance in Gateshead where mineral extraction and waste disposal operations have been long established and have affected large areas in the past, particularly in the west of the borough. 
 
A zone of influence cannot be defined in advance on the policies map as it is a dynamic concept. Each proposed site will have its own individual characteristics and inter-relationships within an area. However, 
where appropriate, the zone of influence of a scheme will be identified on a plan during pre-planning-application discussions between the developer and the Council. The purpose of the zone of influence concept is 
not only to reduce the cumulative effect of such operations in the same zone at the same time, but also to combat the effects of a continuous or nearly continuous series of such schemes. Five years is the 
minimum “breathing space” the Council wishes to achieve between schemes in a single “zone of influence”. The Council would consider a continuous scheme to be one where soil stripping on a new scheme 
began before the complete restoration of soils on an existing scheme or schemes. A nearly continuous scheme would be one where soil stripping begins within five years of all soil being restored on an existing site 
or sites. A breathing space needs to be established between schemes, which, if it is to have any meaningful effect, should be of at least five years’ duration. The period of the minimum five-year breathing space 
between schemes in the same zone of influence will be measured from the time of the return and spreading of all topsoil, subsoil and soil-making material of the first scheme, to the start of soil stripping on the 
second. Over-riding material considerations would apply where it is proven that it is advantageous to work schemes continuously or nearly continuously, for example in order to reduce the overall impact on 
surrounding communities, avoid the sterilisation of deposits, expedite the reclamation of derelict land, or achieve other community benefits. 
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 

1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S, M, L  There are positive benefits from this policy assessing the potential environmental and 
cumulative assessment mineral site or waste management facility which could impact 
air quality, noise/vibration/odour and light pollution, making the community less 
attractive to citizens with greater means or increasing the inequality gap in the zone 



of influence. However, by limiting the number of environmental impacts, the policy is 
limiting the effects on the communities in question. The overall aim of the policy is to 
control the environmental and cumulative impacts of minerals and waste.    

 This approach should accord with NPPF and EIA regulations to benefit of places, 
environment and people and promotion of sustainable development. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

/ S, M, L  The assessment of amenity should include impact on people of future development is 
a positive. 

 The assessment of development for each mineral/waste site for environmental 
impacts, supports the promotion of development that creates conditions for 
supporting well-being and environmental quality of places. However, it is likely that 
any mineral/waste site will have negative impacts on the happiness of any community 
in which it is located.  

 Additionally, residents within the zone of impact may be negatively impacted. 
3. Improve educational achievement and skill 

levels across Gateshead 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement 

and skill levels. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective 
so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly promotes healthy urban planning by incorporating the 5 year 
‘breathing space’ period and requiring mitigation measures to minimise the negative 
effects that the waste/mineral sites may have on the surrounding area. 

 However, the policy may also result in decreased health as a result of the impacts 
associated with the negative impacts from waste and mineral sites such as 
decreased air quality. 

 The environmental and cumulative impact assessment within the policy should 
include the impacts on health and well-being. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and 
diversity. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the 
effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the creation of new jobs by allowing for new 
waste/mineral developments. 

  
Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 

impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the 

effects of climate change and 
mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

+ S, M, L  The focus of assessment of environmental and cumulative effects should have a 
positive impact on proposed development. 

 Provided that the new waste facilities support Gateshead’s Waste Management 
Strategy (2012), then the policy supports the SA object as the strategy aims to 
reduce waste and increase recycling in the South Tyne and Wear region.  

+ S, M, L  The focus of assessment of environmental and cumulative effects should have a 
positive impact on proposed development. 

 Provided that the new waste facilities support Gateshead’s Waste Management 
Strategy (2012), then the policy supports the SA object as the strategy aims to 
reduce waste and increase recycling in the South Tyne and Wear region.  

 By allowing the extraction of finite mineral resources, the policy does not support the 
objective to promote the use of renewable resources. 

 The policy may have a negative impact on the natural environment/wildlife network 
during the life of the project and until the site has been restored/reclaimed.  

8. Live within environmental limits, both 
locally and globally 

/ S, M, L  Provided that the new waste facilities support Gateshead’s Waste Management 
Strategy (2012), then the policy supports the SA object as the strategy aims to 
reduce waste and increase recycling in the South Tyne and Wear region.  

 By allowing the extraction of finite mineral resources, the policy does not support the 
objective to minimise the use of non-renewable natural resources. 

 The policy aims to minimise the impacts of any waste/mineral developments, there 
could be negative impacts to air quality and increases in pollution associated with 
those sites, which does not support the objective to improve air quality and reduce 
pollution. 



9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

/ S, M, L  The policy is focussed on the consideration, assessment and mitigation of minerals 
and waste developments. The aim of the policy is to minimise negative impacts on 
the natural environment/wildlife network during the life of the project and when the 
site has been restored/reclaimed as the policy only aims to protect national/locally 
designated sites and protected species and their habitat.  

 The level of impact will be dependent upon the proposed location of the 
waste/mineral developments and implementation of development management 
processes. 

 Simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 Biodiversity and Geodiversity will aid in 
minimising impacts to biodiversity and geodiversity. 

 By allowing the extraction of finite mineral resources, the policy does not support the 
objective to safeguard finite mineral resources. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it makes provision for mineral 

extraction that will support economic development. 
11. Improve access to a stable and 

sustainable employment market 
+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it may contribute towards the 

reduction in unemployment. 
 
Summary 
The policy would benefit from requiring the inclusion of detailed mitigation measures to reduce impacts. 
 
Social: + to / 
The policy will have a negative effect on the social sustainability objectives 1 and 2 as a result in decreased resident health and happiness a potential increase in the inequality gap. In general, the policy will have a 
broadly neutral effect on objectives 3 and 5 as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives and there are no anticipated negative effects. Additionally, the policy will have a neutral 
effect on objective 4 as a result of the aim to limit impacts to health, but the policy will still likely result in some negative impacts to health and well-being. 
 
The policy will have positive effects on objective 6 as a result of potentially increased job opportunities.  
 
Environmental: / to +  
In general, the policy will have a broadly negative effect on the environmental sustainability objectives as the policy as a result of allowing for the extraction of finite resources.The policy has the potential to impact 
biodiversity and geodiversity; however, Simultaneous application of policy MSGP38 Biodiversity and Geodiversity will aid in minimising impacts to biodiversity and geodiversity. 
 
Additionally, provided that the new waste facilities support Gateshead’s Waste Management Strategy (2012), then the policy supports the SA object as the strategy aims to reduce waste and increase recycling in 
the South Tyne and Wear region.  
 
Economic: +  
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as indirectly supports economic development and may result in a reduction in unemployment. 
 
This policy directly links to CSUCP policy CS20 Minerals and CS21 Waste and it would be useful to understand relationship of impacts within the supporting text. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The inclusion for detailed mitigation measures to 
reduce impacts could strengthen the policy. 
 
Clearer linkages between CSUCP policies and 
strategic objectives would be beneficial to 
understanding potential impacts. 
 

This policy is about considering, assessing and mitigating against the 
impacts (including cumulative) of minerals and waste proposals – not 
making provision or allocating for that purposes. Therefore, would 
question the red conclusion against 1/2/ 7/8/9 

Appraisal revisited. 

 

Minerals and Waste 
Policy MSGP 47. Minerals and waste development: noise 
Proposals for mineral and waste developments will be permitted in appropriate circumstances where the operator can demonstrate that noise levels at specifically identified noise-sensitive 
properties will not exceed: 
 
Existing background levels by more than 10dB(A) subject to a maximum of 55dB LAeq,1h (free field) during normal daytime hours (07.00-19.00 hours) 
 
Existing background levels by 10dB(A) in the evening (19.00-22.00 hours) subject to a maximum of 42dB LAeq,1h (free field) at night-time 



   
Where tonal, peak or impulsive noise contributes to total site noise, the Council may impose specific limits for this element. Operators will be expected to use reversing bleeper warning systems 
that do not cause noise nuisance off-site. For particularly noisy short-term activities, the Council may permit a temporary increase in day-time noise limits up to 70dB(A)LAeq1h (free field) at specified 
noise sensitive properties. In exceptional circumstances, a higher limit for a very limited period may be agreed, in order to obtain specific environmental benefits. However, operators will be 
expected to make every effort to deliver temporary works at a lower level of noise impact. Planning conditions will be used to apply absolute controls on noise emissions with limits normally being 
set at particular noise-sensitive properties. 
 
Mineral and waste development are examples of activities that are highly likely to generate complaints in relation to noise. The Council expects operators to demonstrate how they propose to minimise, mitigate or 
remove noise emissions at source using the best available techniques. Applicants will be expected to specify: 
 

 noise reduction practices to be used; 
 effects of those practices; 
 noise-sensitive properties that may be affected; 
 effects of the proposal on the noise sensitive properties; and 
 proposals for noise monitoring. 

 
Acceptable noise levels will vary in accordance with the existing noise climate around the proposed site and the time of day. In addition, there may be instances when particularly noisy short-term activities, for 
example soil stripping or the construction of baffle mounds, exceed noise limits for normal operations. This can be acceptable for temporary periods to attain specific long-term environmental benefits. In assessing 
noise levels in relation to new developments, the Council will have regard to preservation of tranquil areas identified as a national resource by the National Noise Strategy. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect (S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are 

embedded in all future development 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels 

across Gateshead 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, however 

no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health 
+ S, M, L  By limiting noise levels within a community, the policy is indirectly supporting healthy urban planning by reducing 

stress/health issues associated with increased noise levels. 
5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 

heritage and diversity 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods 

and services 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and services. There are, 

however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate 

change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in future 
development 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing reducing contributions to the causes of climate change. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

+? 
 

S, M, L  The policy supports the objective as the limited noise levels will not only protect human health, but it should also limit 
impacts to wildlife.  

 There is the possibility that the elevated noise levels (when granted for special circumstances) could impact wildlife (for 
example during bat roosting season). In those circumstances, there is the opportunity to consider impacts and provide 
mitigation measures outside of impacts to humans. The degree to which the development will impact wildlife will be 
dependent up on the area surrounding the development and more information is required to determine the degree of 
impact. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and 
globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as it enforces an overall limitation on pollution (noise). 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

+? S, M, L  The policy supports the objective as the limited noise levels will not only protect human health, but it should also limit 
impacts to wildlife.  

 There is the possibility that the elevated noise levels (when granted for special circumstances) could impact wildlife (for 
example during bat roosting season). In those circumstances, there is the opportunity to consider impacts and provide 
mitigation measures outside of impacts to humans. The degree to which the development will impact wildlife will be 
dependent up on the area surrounding the development and more information is required to determine the degree of 
impact. 



Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the economy. There are, however no anticipated 

negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable employment market. There 

are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the social sustainability objectives as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives and there are no anticipated negative 
effects.  
 
The policy will have a positive effect on objective 4 as the policy is indirectly supporting healthy urban planning by reducing stress/health issues associated with increased noise levels. 
 
Environmental: + to /  
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the objectives 7b, 8 and 9 as the policy indirectly supports the protection of wildlife and the reduction in pollution (noise). 
 
The policy will have a broadly neutral effect on objective 7a as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objective and there are no anticipated negative effects.  
 
There is the possibility that the elevated noise levels (when granted for special circumstances) could impact wildlife (for example during bat roosting season). In those circumstances, there is the opportunity to 
consider impacts and provide mitigation measures outside of impacts to humans. The degree to which the development will impact wildlife will be dependent up on the area surrounding the development and more 
information is required to determine the degree of impact. 
 
Economic: / 
In general, the policy will have a broadly negative effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives and there are no anticipated 
negative effects. 
This policy directly links to CSUCP policy CS20 Minerals and CS21 Waste and it would be useful to understand relationship of impacts within the supporting text. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
No recommendations. 
 
Clearer linkages between CSUCP policies and 
strategic objectives would be beneficial to 
understanding potential impacts. 
 

No comment No changes 

 

Minerals and Waste 
Policy MSGP 48. Quarry Reclamation and Restoration 
Blaydon Quarry is allocated for landfill and will be reclaimed by filling with imported, off-site waste material and/or quarry spoil to produce a visually acceptable landform compatible with the 
appropriate after-uses listed. The proposed landform and the after-uses will be reviewed progressively by the Council during the life of the individual site. 
MSGP48.1 Blaydon Quarry: biodiversity/amenity 
 
Following cessation of landfilling operations in 2017, the Path Head Quarry site will be restored to a visually acceptable landform compatible with the appropriate after-uses listed:  
MSGP48.2 Path Head Quarry: biodiversity/amenity  
 
Crawcrook Quarry (South and Central) is allocated for ongoing reclamation and restoration utilising construction, demolition and excavation wastes materials, addressing stability issues and 
ensuring that a visually acceptable landform compatible with the appropriate after-uses listed is provided.  
MSGP48.3 Crawcrook Quarry South and Central: principally for biodiversity/amenity 
 
Following cessation of mineral extraction operations, Crawcrook Quarry North will continue to be restored to a visually acceptable landform compatible with the appropriate after-uses listed:  
MSGP48.4 Crawcrook Quarry North: biodiversity/amenity 
 
Permission will not be granted for further landfill sites during the plan period, other than the provision made by this policy, unless there are exceptional circumstances. Landraising of greenfield 
sites for waste disposal purposes will not be permitted. 
 
Applicants for new landfill sites are required to submit a risk assessment on the potential impact of the proposal on vulnerable groundwater. Proposals for landfill or landraising will not be permitted 
below the water table in any strata where groundwater provides an important contribution to river flow or other sensitive surface waters, unless the risk assessment demonstrates that active long-
term site management is not essential to prevent groundwater pollution. 



 
The sites listed in this policy are former mineral extraction sites in various stages of reclamation, including Blaydon Quarry which has permission and capacity for landfill until 2026, and Path Head Quarry where 
landfilling was complete in 2017. Additional waste disposal capacity can come forward at Crawcrook Quarry (South and Central) where there is significant remaining capacity and a need for the site to be reclaimed 
and restored.   
 
Beyond this there is no need to allocate any additional sites, taking into account the capacity of various waste management facilities located across Gateshead and in adjacent areas, as identified in joint authority 
evidence reports published, and given the Council’s objective of prioritising the sustainable management of waste.   
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. There 

are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 
integration are embedded in all future 
development 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill 
levels across Gateshead 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the SA objective as restoration of the quarries to amenity land will 
increase public access to open space which should indirectly improve health and well-being. 

 Should new landfills be approved, policy CS21 should mitigate impacts to human health. 
5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 

heritage and diversity 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, 

however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 

goods and services 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing jobs, facilities, goods and services. There 

are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

Environmental 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

/ S, M, L  By allowing the landfills to continue to operate the policy does not support the objective as landfills 
cause an increased risk of groundwater and soil contamination.  

 This policy recognises the importance of restoring and reclaiming landfills which contribute to 
greenhouse gas production (methane), which will increase biodiversity and open space amenity. 

  
+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective because by restoring the quarries to biodiversity/amenity 

land, the policy supports the protection and enhancement of wildlife networks. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

/ M, L  Although the policy does not allow new landfills to be constructed where it may impact strata where 
groundwater makes important contributions to river flow or other sensitive groundwater or vulnerable 
groundwater; the policy does not restrict new landfills from impacting other groundwater bodies. This 
may lead to negatively impacted groundwater which does not support the policy objective. 

 The policy actively supports the reclamation and regeneration of former landfills and restricts the 
development of new sites. 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental 
assets and infrastructure 

+- M, L  Although the policy does not allow new landfills to be constructed where it may impact strata where 
groundwater makes important contributions to river flow or other sensitive groundwater or vulnerable 
groundwater; the policy does not restrict new landfills from impacting other groundwater bodies. This 
may lead to negatively impacted groundwater which does not support the policy objective. 

 The policy does however support protecting and enhancing Gateshead’s biodiversity. 
Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy / M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strengthening the economy. There are, 

however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the 
effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

 
Summary 



By allowing the development of further landfills, the policy does not support the Waste Management Strategy (2012) which aims to not send any waste to landfills after 2014.  
 
Social: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the majority of social sustainability objectives as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives and there are no anticipated 
negative effects.  
 
The policy will have a positive effect on objective 4 as the policy is indirectly supporting improved health and well-being. 
 
Environmental: + to /  
The policy will have a broadly positive to neutral impact on environmental sustainability objectives. The reclamation and restoration of former landfills will have positive benefits to the amenity and biodiversity of the 
sites and hep to offset the  long term residual impacts of landfill sites. 
 
There is the possibility that the elevated noise levels (when granted for special circumstances) could impact wildlife (for example during bat roosting season). In those circumstances, there is the opportunity to 
consider impacts and provide mitigation measures outside of impacts to humans. The degree to which the development will impact wildlife will be dependent up on the area surrounding the development and more 
information is required to determine the degree of impact. 
 
Economic: / 
In general, the policy will have a broadly negative effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives and there are no anticipated 
negative effects. 
 
This policy directly links to CSUCP policy CS20 Minerals and CS21 Waste and it would be useful to understand relationship of impacts within the supporting text. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
This policy does not support the Waste 
Management Strategy (2012) which aims to not 
send anything waste to landfills after 2014. 
The policy supports CS21 as it enables safe 
disposal of waste should waste not be 
prevented, reused, recycled or recovered.  
Clearer linkages between CSUCP policies and 
strategic objectives would be beneficial to 
understanding potential impacts. 
 
 

The waste management strategy focuses on municipal 
waste – other waste streams which may have to be 
landfilled are not covered by this document. 

No changes. 

 

 

Minerals and Waste  
Policy MSGP 49. Waste Management Facilities 
Waste treatment, transfer and recycling facilities which contribute to the provision of an integrated and adequate network of waste management facilities will be maintained and permitted in 
appropriate locations. 
 
The retention of sufficient waste management capacity throughout the plan period, including at our key municipal and commercial facilities, will be achieved through the application of Local Plan Policies and on-
going monitoring. A number of waste management activities fall within the B1, B2 and B8 Use Class Order categories, and are therefore appropriately located within employment areas. Key facilities include the 
Council’s household and waste recycling centres at Cowen Road in Blaydon, and at Campground in Springwell (located adjacent to the borough boundary in Sunderland).  There is an established network of 
commercial treatment, transfer and recycling facilities, with a particular focus in the Main Employment Areas of Blaydon and Felling. The main composting facility is located north of Chopwell in the west of the 
borough.  
 
SA Objective Potential Impacts Residual Effect (S,M,L) Comments 
Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive 

communities 
/ M, L  There is the potential that the addition of a mineral site or waste management 

facility could increase deprivation in the area as it relates to air quality, 
noise/vibration/odour and light pollution, making the community less attractive 
to citizens with greater means.  

 The additional phrasing in the policy implies that the waste facilities will be 
maintain near the employment areas. However, the policy will benefit from 



clarifying what an “appropriate location” is. Waste facilities should realte well to 
existing communities. 

 Clarification of the location(s) may reduce negative impacts to this objective. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and 

integration are embedded in all 
future development 

+ S, M, L  The policy indirection supports the SA objective as it ensures access to 
essential services and facilities.  

 The policy also supports that the waste/recycling needs of the community are 
met. 

3. Improve educational achievement 
and skill levels across Gateshead 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational 
achievement and skill levels. There are, however no anticipated negative 
effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and 
reduce inequalities in health 

/ S, M, L  The policy provision of waste management facilities could result in negative 
impacts to health and well-being as a result of impacts to air quality, 
noise/vibration/odour and light pollution if not appropriately controlled through 
the simultaneous application of policy MSGP45 (Environmental Impacts – 
Minerals and Waste) will limit impacts. 

 Impacts will also be dependent upon the location of the waste management 
facilities. The additional phrasing in the policy implies that the waste facilities 
will be maintain near the employment areas. However, the policy will benefit 
from clarifying what an “appropriate location” is. 

 Clarification of the location may reduce negative impacts to this objective. 
5. Promote, enhance and respect 

our culture, heritage and diversity 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and 

diversity. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective 
so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and services 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports good accessibility of waste and recycling services. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the 

impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the 

causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects 

of climate change and mitigate 
against its impacts in future 
development 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the objective because by ensuring an adequate provision of 
waste management facilities in new developments, travel to the facilities may 
be reduced leading to less production of CO2.  

 The policy also supports a reduction in waste which may result in a reduction of 
methane gas production (greenhouse gas) which would typically be a result of 
landfills. 

 As a result of the Waste Management Strategy (2012), non-recycled rubbish 
will be sent to an Energy-from-Waste (EfW) facility which converts the waste 
into energy, supporting the use of locally produced energy.  

 There is a risk of increased noise from during the life of the facility. There is the 
opportunity to consider placing the facility in a location with similar ambient 
background noise. This may reduce impacts on wildlife. 

8. Live within environmental limits, 
both locally and globally 

+ S, M, L  The policy supports the objective because it encourages recycling.  
 The policy supports the objective because by ensuring an adequate provision of 

waste management facilities in new developments, travel to the facilities may 
be reduced leading to less production of CO2.  

 The policy also supports a reduction in waste which may result in a reduction of 
methane gas production (greenhouse gas) which would typically be a result of 
landfills. 

9. Protect and enhance our 
environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

+ M, L  The policy supports the objective because increased recycling and the 
construction of EfW facilities reduces/eliminates waste entering landfills that 
contain a greater potential for contaminating groundwater and soil and 
impacting wildlife habitat/green space. 

 EfW facilities also assist in maintaining the capacity of the utilities in the 
borough.  

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + M, L  The policy indirectly supports economic growth as it provides infrastructure that 

is required for businesses to operate. 



11. Improve access to a stable and 
sustainable employment market 

+ M, L  The policy indirectly supports the objective as it has the potential reduce 
unemployment as new facilities would provide employment opportunities.  

 
Summary 
Social: + to - 
In general, the policy will have a range of effects on the social sustainability objectives. 
The policy will have a neutral effect on objectives 3 and 5 as the policy does not have any clear relationship or influence on the objectives and there are no anticipated negative effects.  
 
The policy will have a positive effect on objectives 2 and 6 as the policy supports access to waste and recycling facilities to meet the needs of residents. 
 
The policy will have a negative effect on objectives 1 and 4 as a result of potentially increased deprivation and decreased health and well-being as a result of decreased air quality, noise/vibration/odour and light 
pollution.  
 
The policy could benefit from clarifying what an “appropriate location” is. Clarification of the location may reduce negative impacts to this objective. 
 
Environmental: +  
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the environmental sustainability objectives as a result of decreased greenhouse gases, encouraged recycling and potentially obtaining energy from waste. 
 
Economic: + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as the policy indirectly supports business operation and a potential reduction in unemployment. 
 
This policy directly links to CSUCP policy CS20 Minerals and CS21 Waste and it would be useful to understand relationship of impacts within the supporting text. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
It’s unclear whether the policy 
includes landfills and this has affected 
the assessment. 
 
Clearer linkages between CSUCP 
policies and strategic objectives would 
be beneficial to understanding 
potential impacts. 
 

Criterion 1/4 – refers to minerals but policy is about waste. Core Strategy policy CS21 
reflects the waste hierarchy and sets out appropriate locations – MSGP48 should be 
read in this context which would favour waste facilities further up the waste hierarchy 
(prevention/recycling/reuse) - therefore reducing overall disposal and associated 
environmental impacts 

No changes. 

 

Minerals and Waste  
Policy MSGP 50. Gateshead Wharf 
Gateshead Wharf will be safeguarded as a strategic and sustainable wharf for the landing of marine aggregates and will be protected from the encroachment of incompatible land uses that would 
compromise its efficient operation. 
 
Marine-dredged sand and gravel is expected to make a contribution of twenty million tonnes to regional aggregates supply in the period 2005-20 as set out in the national and regional guidelines for aggregates 
provision in England. Sand and gravel has been landed over a number of years at the Gateshead Wharf site making an important contribution to the supply of sand and gravel in Tyne and Wear. Gateshead wharf, 
along with some other wharf sites, has suffered a period of inactivity since 2010 as a result of the economic downturn.   
 
Located in the East Gateshead Primary Employment Area, the wharf is well located in relation to the highway network to serve major redevelopments occurring in Tyne and Wear. However, there is considerable 
development pressure from other uses to the west of the employment area in the Urban Core. The wharf is a strategically important facility for both the borough and Tyne and Wear, and should be safeguarded and 
protected from incompatible land uses encroaching upon the site which may compromise its operation. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S,M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. The 

policy will support the growth of certain sectors in the economy including development and 
construction. The local landing of materials will reduce costs of transportation required by road by 
an alternative Wharf landing and a significant landing could accommodate large quantities of 
imported material. The impacts are largely unknown because of the lack of supporting details in the 
policy and evidence base references. 



2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are embedded 
in all future development 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. There 
are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly 
neutral. 

3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels across 
Gateshead 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. 
There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be 
broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce inequalities in 
health 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being. There are, however 
no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage and 
diversity 

+ S,M,L  Whilst this policy does not directly relate to culture and heritage there are strong linkages between 
heritage and culture associated with Gateshead Wharf and continued use of the wharf will link to 
other key MSP policies on design and heritage and CSUCP policies CS15 and CS16. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and 
services 

/ S, M, L  The scale of accessibility, jobs, goods and services provided by Gateshead Wharf could be 
considerable and make a significant contribution to the regional economy of Gateshead and 
Newcastle. The scale of benefit will be linked to the land safeguarded for improvements to 
transportation (MSGP) and core strategy policies CS20 and CS21. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change and 

mitigate against its impacts in future development 

/ M, L  The importation of large quantities of imported aggregates is likely to contribute significantly to 
carbon emissions locally and globally. 

 The policy could indirectly discourage the use of recycled aggregates. 
 The use of the strategic wharf locally is significantly important to the strengthening of the  economy 

and diversifying the employment market. 
8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and globally + M, L  The policy could be strengthened by adding evidence base references to the supporting text. It’s 

clear the Wharf plays a significant role in the transportation/landing of aggregates material but its 
unclear how sustainable this is and where the aggregates will be sourced from.  

 
9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 

infrastructure 
/ M, L  By safeguarding the site for the landing of marine aggregates, the policy could indirectly discourage 

the use of recycled aggregates. The impacts of this policy could be clearer with the addition of 
evidence/aggregates sources of information within the supporting text of the policy. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy ++ S,M,L  The safeguarding of the Gateshead Warf for sustainable use and landing of mineral aggregates will 

be significantly important to the sustainability of the economy and historical context of Gateshead in 
transportation of materials. This protection should help to strengthen the economy and the linkages 
to economy and sustainable growth within the core strategy should be made clear. 

11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable employment 
market 

+ S, M, L  The safeguarding of the Wharf will directly provide sustainable employment and indirectly support 
other employment industries including construction, transportation and development industry. 

 
Summary 
Social: + to / 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the majority of the social sustainability objectives. 
 
Environmental: + to / 
The policy will have positive to neutral effects on the environmental sustainability objectives.  
 
Economic: + to ++ 
In general, the policy will have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives. 
 
The role of Gateshead Wharf in terms of landing and processing marine aggregates is highlighted in CSUCP policies CS20 Minerals and CS21 Waste. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
The role of this Wharf in the supporting text could be 
strengthened by adding links to the core strategy and other key 
MSGP policies relating to safeguarding of land for transportation 
improvements. 
 

Objective 7/8 should refer to the flood 
risk as per SFRA although wharf is 
water compatible. 

No changes 

 

 



Minerals and Waste  
Policy MSGP 51. Brick Clay 
The brick clay deposit at Lamesley will be safeguarded against unnecessary sterilisation by development.  
 
There remains only one deposit of brick clay (laminated clay) in the borough and this is located at Lamesley. There is currently no demand for its extraction but this is a valuable resource that should be protected for 
future extraction. Currently the Union Brickworks in Birtley is supplied with material from the adjacent Birtley Quarry site, located in County Durham, which has an approved end date for extraction of 2044.     
 
Resources are safeguarded broadly through Core Strategy policy CS20, whilst the extent of the resource at Lamesley is defined in greater detail in this document.   
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual 
Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities + S,M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. Lamsley is the only 

workable deposit of brick clay in Gateshead and thus strategically important to the development and 
construction industry which will provide new homes in Gateshead.  

 The protection of this site will indirectly benefit the creation of strong and inclusive communities. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration are embedded 

in all future development 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. There are, however 

no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
3. Improve educational achievement and skill levels across 

Gateshead 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. The 

protection of this site should help to sustain the diversity of economy and jobs. 
  There are no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

4. Improve health and well-being and reduce inequalities in 
health 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being but it will help to sustain the 
diversity of jobs/economy relating to the use of these materials. There are, however no anticipated negative 
effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, heritage and 
diversity 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no 
anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, goods and 
services 

+ L  The policy indirectly supports the objective as re-opening the quarry in the future could result in increased 
employment opportunities/decreased unemployment rates. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of climate change 
 
 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate change and 

mitigate against its impacts in future development 

+ S, M, L  This policy aims to safeguard the use of local resource/materials and this reducing the need to transport 
materials from elsewhere and increase emissions. 

/ L  It is unclear how this policy would meet this objective. The material could be used in sustainable design and 
construction of new homes and buildings which adapt to the impacts of climate change. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally and globally / L  The Lamesley brick clay deposit is located within habitat identified to have 4 species of arable assemblage 
farmland birds and 5 species of grassland assemblage farmland birds. Re-opening the quarry my result in an 
impact on the wildlife due to a loss of land and noise associated with quarrying activities. Simultaneous 
application of MSGP38 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) should minimise negative impacts. 

 The policy does not support the use of renewable materials or resources. 
 

9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets and 
infrastructure 

/ L  Re-opening the clay quarry could result in a decrease in air quality; however, simultaneous application of 
MSGP21 (Air Quality) should mitigate negative impacts. 

 The safeguarding of this local site for local industry and economic growth could help to maximise the use of 
local resources. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + S, M, L  The policy supports the SA objective as it aims to safeguard the resources. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable employment 

market 
+ L  Re-opening the quarry in the future could result in increased employment opportunities/decreased 

unemployment rates. 
 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral to positive effect on the majority of the social sustainability objectives. 



 
Environmental: - to / 
The policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the environmental sustainability objectives. 
Re-opening the clay quarry could result in a decrease in air quality; however, simultaneous application of MSGP21 (Air Quality) should mitigate negative impacts. 
 
Economic: + 
In general, the policy will have a positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as a result of safeguarding resources and likely increased should the deposit be actively used in the future. 
The importance of brick clay deposit at Lamesley is highlighted in CSUCP policies CS20 Minerals and CS21 Waste. 
 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
Limited details on location have limited the scope of the 
assessment in this policy appraisal. 
Linkages to the core strategy in supporting text should be 
strengthened because the core strategy clearly states this is the 
only potential workable deposit of brick clay in Gateshead. 

  

 

 

Minerals and Waste 
Policy MSGP 52. Dormant Mineral Sites 
The following sites are designated dormant sand and gravel sites under the Environment Act 1995: 
 MSGP52.1  Land at Bog Wood 
 MSGP52.2  Land West of Barlow Lane 
 
There are reserves of sand and gravel present in the two sites identified which were defined as dormant in accordance with Minerals Planning Guidance note 14 and the review of mineral planning permissions 
section of the Environment Act 1995. Whilst the dormant sites have planning permission in principle, originally being associated with the Burnhills Quarry site, the submission and approval of updated planning 
conditions would be required prior to the starting of any quarrying activity at these sites.  
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and inclusive communities / M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
2. Ensure that equality, diversity and integration 

are embedded in all future development 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. There are, however no 

anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
3. Improve educational achievement and skill 

levels across Gateshead 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, 

however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
4. Improve health and well-being and reduce 

inequalities in health 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being. There are, however no anticipated 

negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
5. Promote, enhance and respect our culture, 

heritage and diversity 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are no sensitive 

receptors to these sites in the form of heritage assets. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on this 
objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good accessibility to jobs, facilities, 
goods and services 

+ L  The policy does not deal directly with the objective, however, should they become operational in the future, they 
will likely provide employment opportunities. 

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of 

climate change:  
a. Reduce our contributions to the causes of 

climate change 
b. Make sure we adapt to the effects of climate 

change and mitigate against its impacts in 
future development 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing contributes to the causes of climate change. There are, 
however no anticipated negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

8. Live within environmental limits, both locally 
and globally 

/ L  The quarrying activities may decrease air quality; however, simultaneous application of MSGP21 (Air Quality) 
should mitigate negative impacts.  



9. Protect and enhance our environmental assets 
and infrastructure 

/ L  Should Bog Wood become operational, they may negatively impact LNRs Blaydon Burn & Blaydon Bank Quarry 
and Stargate Ponds and Strother Hills, both of which are located north/north-east of Bog Wood. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our economy + L  The policy supports the SA objective as it indirectly safeguards resources for the economy and economic growth. 
11. Improve access to a stable and sustainable 

employment market 
+ L  Re-opening the quarry in the future could result in increased employment opportunities/decreased unemployment 

rates. 
 
Summary 
Social: / to - 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the majority of the social sustainability objectives as the policy does not deal directly with the objectives and there are no anticipated negative effects. 
 
The policy will have a negative effect on objective 6 as re-opening the quarries in the future could result in increased employment opportunities/decreased unemployment rates. 
 
Environmental: / 
The policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the environmental sustainability objectives. Any operational developments would need to take account of Bog Wood would need to take account of the environmental 
constraints of the site and this policy will require linkages between CSUCP and MSGP policies to combine and mitigate impacts. 
 
 
Economic: + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly positive effect on the economic sustainability objectives as a result of safeguarding resources and likely increased should the quarries become active in the future. 
 
The CSUCP policy CS20 Minerals is relevant to this MSGP policy. 
SA comments and suggestions Response Status 
It’s not clear of these sites actually being 
safeguarded or just dormant. 
 

Objective 7/8 should refer to the flood 
risk as per SFRA and mitigation. 

No changes. 

 

 

Minerals and Waste 
Policy MSGP 53. Unacceptable areas for mineral working 
Sand and gravel extraction will not be permitted: 
 
MSGP53.1 south-east of Crawcrook Quarry; 
MSGP53.2 between Low Folly and Woodhouse Farm; or 
MSGP53.3 between Hexham Old Road and Stella, including land to the south-east of Image Hill. 
 
The locations referred to include potentially workable deposits of sand and gravel, but are subject to strong constraints against mineral working. The social and environmental costs of mineral working in these areas 
would exceed any benefits accruing from mineral extraction. 
 
Working the land south-east of Crawcrook Quarry would result in the loss of amenity by the adjacent residential areas of Crawcrook. The land between Low Folly and Woodhouse Farm is adjacent to housing along 
Folly Lane. The land between Hexham Old Road and Stella overlooks a residential area, is prominent in views along and across the Tyne Valley, and is partly within both a designated Local Wildlife Site and the Path 
Head Conservation Area. 
 
SA Objective Potential 

Impacts 
Residual Effect 
(S,M,L) 

Comments 

Social 
1. Promote strong and 

inclusive communities 
/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing strong and inclusive communities. There are, however no anticipated negative effects 

on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 
2. Ensure that equality, 

diversity and 
integration are 
embedded in all future 
development 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing equality, diversity and integration. There are, however no anticipated negative effects 
on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

3. Improve educational 
achievement and skill 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing educational achievement and skill levels. There are, however no anticipated negative 
effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 



levels across 
Gateshead 

4. Improve health and 
well-being and reduce 
inequalities in health 

+ S, M, L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing health and well-being. However, as some of the sites are located near residential 
areas, by not allowing mining in those areas, the policy indirectly protects the health and well-being of the residents. 

5. Promote, enhance and 
respect our culture, 
heritage and diversity 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing culture, heritage and diversity. There are, however no anticipated negative effects on 
this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

6. Ensure good 
accessibility to jobs, 
facilities, goods and 
services 

/ S, M, L  Because the sites are currently dormant, there will be no increase in unemployment as a result of removing them from future mining.   

Environment 
7. Adapt to and mitigate 

against the impacts of 
climate change:  

a. Reduce our 
contributions to the 
causes of climate 
change 

b. Make sure we adapt to 
the effects of climate 
change and mitigate 
against its impacts in 
future development 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing contributions to the causes of climate change. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

+ S, M, L  As a couple of the quarries are located within the wildlife corridor, by not allowing for mining within the quarries, the policy indirectly supports 
the SA objective to protect and enhance wildlife networks. 

8. Live within 
environmental limits, 
both locally and 
globally 

/ M,L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing contributions to the causes of climate change. There are, however no anticipated 
negative effects on this objective so the effect is likely to be broadly neutral. 

9. Protect and enhance 
our environmental 
assets and 
infrastructure 

+ S, M, L  As a couple of the quarries are located within the wildlife corridor, by not allowing for mining within the quarries, the policy indirectly supports 
the SA objective to protect and enhance Gateshead biodiversity. 

 Additionally, by no longer allowing the quarries to be mined the policy is indirectly protecting Gateshead’s geodiversity. 

Economic 
10. Strengthening our 

economy 
/ L  The policy does not support the SA objectives as it does not make provision for mineral extraction to support economic development. However, 

simultaneous application of MSGP52 (Dormant Mineral Sites), which allows for future mining in the quarries listed in the policy, therefore the 
impacts are anticipated to be relatively neutral. 

11. Improve access to a 
stable and sustainable 
employment market 

/ L  This policy does not deal directly with issues addressing access to a stable and sustainable employment market. There may be minor negative 
effects as a result of restricting mining in the above listed quarries, however; as the mineral sites are currently dormant and additional dormant 
mineral sites are made available in MSGP52 (Dormant Mineral Sites), the negative impacts are anticipated to be relatively neutral. 

 
Summary 
Social: / to + 
In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the social sustainability objectives. The policy does not deal directly the majority of the objectives and there are no anticipated negative effects. 
 
The policy will also have a neutral effect on objective 6 because there will be no increase in unemployment as a result of removing mineral sites from future mining opportunities. 
 
The policy will have a positive effect on objective 4 as a result of indirectly protecting the health and well-being of residents in the areas surrounding the mineral sites. 
 
Environmental: - to / 
The policy will have a neutral effect on environmental sustainability objectives 7a and 8 as the policy does not deal directly the majority of the objectives and there are no anticipated negative effects. 
 
The policy will have a positive effect on objectives 7b and 9 as a result of protected wildlife networks, biodiversity and geodiversity.  
 
Economic: / 



In general, the policy will have a broadly neutral effect on the economic sustainability objectives because although the policy restricts future mining in the mineral sites listed, MSGP52 makes available other 
dormant mineral sites and therefore the impacts are anticipated to be relatively neutral. 
 
The CSUCP policy CS20 Minerals is relevant to this MSGP policy. 
SA comments and 
suggestions 

Response Status 

No recommendations. 
 

  

 

 

 

 

Appendix A: Health and Equalities Impact Assessments 
As detailed in the Sustainability Assessment (SA) Scoping Report, the Health and Equalities Impact Assessments follow government guidance on integration into Strategic Environmental Assessment. Equality 
Impact Assessment (EIA) is a systematic process to help services identify where and how proposed policies or existing services could improve the way they serve all members of the community fairly.  Health Impact 
Assessment (HIA) is a tool used to assess the health impact of a physical development, a proposed change to service delivery or a policy or strategy. In doing this, it is possible to make practical recommendations as 
to how negative impacts on health can be minimised and positive health gains can be optimised. It is also possible to consider whether proposed changes will narrow or widen health inequalities. The six stages set 
out below can each incorporate key elements of the HIA and EIA and allow the full assessments to be carried out in an iterative way. Reference is made in key tasks outlined below as to where elements of the HIA 
and EIA can be fully integrated, by utilising the following stages:  
 

 agreeing the scope;  
 consultation with relevant stakeholders (health and equalities); NB: we have not reviewed consultation approaches as part of this SA exercise 
 reviewing relevant plans, programmes and strategies;  
 determining the key issues;  
 gathering baseline information (including literature review of relevant evidence);  
 ensuring that the topics are reflected in the sustainability objectives to be used in the appraisal;  
 ensuring that key question sets are used in the assessment;  
 bringing health and equalities out as relevant sections within the sustainability report;  
 developing appropriate indicators; and  
 inclusion within the monitoring programme. 

 
Equality Impact Assessment 
 
The need for an EIA stems from the general duty placed on public authorities to eliminate unlawful discrimination in carrying out functions, and promote equality of opportunity between men and women, different 
racial groups, and other equality groups. The duty to carry out an EqIA of new policy is set out in the Equality Act 2010.  
 
This assessment approach reflects the advice in the following paragraphs of the National Planning Policy Framework:  
 

 Paragraph 50. To deliver a wide choice of high quality homes, widen opportunities for home ownership and create sustainable, inclusive and mixed communities, local planning authorities should plan for a 
mix of housing based on current and future demographic trends, market trends and the needs of different groups in the community (such as, but not limited to, families with children, older people, people with 
disabilities, service families and people wishing to build their own homes)  

 
 Paragraph 69. The planning system can play an important role in facilitating social interaction and creating healthy, inclusive communities. Local planning authorities should create a shared vision with 

communities of the residential environment and facilities they wish to see. To support this, local planning authorities should aim to involve all sections of the community in the development of Local Plans  
 

 Paragraph 155. Early and meaningful engagement and collaboration with neighbourhoods, local organisations and businesses is essential. A wide section of the community should be proactively engaged, so 
that Local Plans, as far as possible, reflect a collective vision.  

 
Throughout the SA, we have considered the following issues in relation to policies and allocations: 
  

 Gender – is there any concern that this policy could cause a differential impact on the grounds of gender (including men, women and transgender people)?  



 Race – is there any concern that this policy could cause a differential impact on the grounds of race? The Equality Act defines race as colour, or nationality (including citizenship). It can also mean ethnic or 
national origins that may not be the same as current nationality. 

 Disability – are there any concerns that this policy could cause differential impacts on the grounds of disability? The Equality Act defines disability as a physical or mental impairment that has a ‘substantial’ 
and ‘long-term’ negative effect on your ability to do normal daily activities. 

 Age – is there any concern that this policy could cause differential impact on the grounds of age (all age groups)?  
 Sexual Orientation – is there any concern that this policy could cause differential impact on the grounds of sexuality (including heterosexual, gay, lesbian and bisexual people)?  
 Religion or Belief – is there any concern that this policy could cause differential impact on the grounds of religion or faith (all faiths including Christianity, Islam, Judaism, Hinduism, Buddhism, Sikhism and 

non-religious beliefs such as Humanism)? 
 Gender reassignment – is there any concern that this policy could cause a differential impact on those who are considering, have started or completed a process to change gender? 
 Marriage and civil partnership - is there any concern that this policy could cause a differential impact on those who are married or in civil partnerships? 
 Pregnancy and maternity - is there any concern that this policy could cause a differential impact on those who are pregnant or on maternity leave? 

The following summary of the different equality groups in Newcastle has been informed by a review of local and national documents and data: 

 

Equality 
group 

Gateshead Summary 

Age The population in Gateshead according to the 2011 national census was 200,214, 
increasing from the population recorded in the 2001 Census at 191,151. 

The population is split as follows: 22.6% are between 0 and 19 years, 59.7% are 
between 20 and 64 years, and 17.6% are over 65%.1 

The population of Gateshead was predicted to decrease due to current trends in 
population dynamics of an aging population. However, the population size has 
increased since the last 2001 Census. The population is aging generally in 
Gateshead and there are higher concentrations of older people in the rural west 
of the borough.7  

Gender The 2011 Census identified that within Gateshead, 48.9% of the population are 
male (97,974) and 51.1% of the population are female (102,240).2 

Race In Gateshead, 96.2% of the population identify as White. Other ethnic groups 
include mixed/multiple ethnic groups (0.8%), Asian/Asian British: Indian (0.5%), 
Pakistani (0.3%), Bangladeshi (0.1%), Chinese (0.5%), Other Asian (0.5%), 
Black/African/Caribbean/Black British (0.5%), and other ethnic group (0.5%).3 

Gateshead has become more diverse, previously showing 98.4% of the 
population identifying as White9.  

Sexual orientation For Gateshead, the Census, 2011 revealed that there are 523 registered same-
sex civil partnerships. 

The population for this dataset is all usual residents aged 16 and over (164,716) 

The Census, 2011 recorded 89,200 suggesting 0.6% of these are same sex civil 
partnerships.  This is likely to be a considerable underestimation of the number of 
Gateshead residents that are lesbian, gay or bi-sexual as many may not be in civil 
partnerships or wish to declare themselves as such. 

Religion or belief According to the 2011 Census, 67% identify as Christian (reducing from 80.3% in 
the 2001 Census11), 1.5% Jewish, 1% Muslim, 0.2% Hindu, 0.2% Buddhist, 0.2% 
Sikh, 0.3% other religion, 23.9% no religion, and 5.7% did not state a religion in 
Gateshead.8   

Gateshead has a large Orthodox Jewish community, also located in Bensham 
and Saltwell.7 

Disability According to the 2011 Census data, 11.4% of the population in Gateshead have 
a disability in which day-to-day activities are limited a lot and 10.7% of day-to-day 
activities are limited a little.4 
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Health Impact Assessment 
 
Local planning authorities should ensure that health and wellbeing, and health infrastructure are considered in local and neighbourhood plans and in planning decision making. Public health organisations, health 
service organisations, commissioners and providers, and local communities should use this guidance to help them work effectively with local planning authorities to promote healthy communities and support 
appropriate health infrastructure. 
 
The link between planning and health has been long established. The built and natural environments are major determinants of health and wellbeing. The importance of this role is highlighted in the promoting health 
communities section. This is further supported by the 3 dimensions to sustainable development (see National Planning Policy Framework paragraph 7). 
 
Further links to planning and health are found throughout the whole of the National Planning Policy Framework. Key areas include the core planning principles (see National Planning Policy Framework paragraph 17) 
and the policies on transport (see National Planning Policy Framework chapter 4, high quality homes (see National Planning Policy Framework chapter 6), good design (see National Planning Policy 
Framework chapter 7), climate change (see National Planning Policy Framework chapter 10) and the natural environment (see National Planning Policy Framework chapter 11). 
 
The National Planning Policy Framework encourages local planning authorities to engage with relevant organisations when carrying out their planning function. In the case of health and wellbeing, the key contacts 
are set out in this guidance. Engagement with these organisations will help ensure that local strategies to improve health and wellbeing) and the provision of the required health infrastructure (see National Planning 
Policy Framework paragraphs 7, 156 and 162) are supported and taken into account in local and neighbourhood plan making and when determining planning applications.  This SA does not take into account 
consultation processes. 
 
The range of issues that could be considered through the plan-making and decision-making processes, in respect of health and healthcare infrastructure, include how: 

 development proposals can support strong, vibrant and healthy communities and help create healthy living environments which should, where possible, include making physical activity easy to do and create 
places and spaces to meet to support community engagement and social capital; 

 the local plan promotes health, social and cultural wellbeing and supports the reduction of health inequalities; 
 the local plan considers the local health and wellbeing strategy and other relevant health improvement strategies in the area; 
 the healthcare infrastructure implications of any relevant proposed local development have been considered; 
 opportunities for healthy lifestyles have been considered (e.g. planning for an environment that supports people of all ages in making healthy choices, helps to promote active travel and physical activity, and 

promotes access to healthier food, high quality open spaces, green infrastructure and opportunities for play, sport and recreation); 
 potential pollution and other environmental hazards, which might lead to an adverse impact on human health, are accounted for in the consideration of new development proposals; and 
 access to the whole community by all sections of the community, whether able-bodied or disabled, has been promoted. 

 

The SA incorporates health and equalities impacts throughout and has been informed by our experience and knowledge of how proposed policies and allocations can impact health and have different impacts for 
different community groups.  Specific local intelligence used to inform the health and equality impact assessments includes the district health profiles for Newcastle and Gateshead, the health and wellbeing strategies 
for both authorities and a diversity profile that we have compiled based on national and local data. 

Gateshead Health Profile, 2017 

This highlights the following key issues for the local authority area: 

 The health of people in Gateshead is generally worse than the England average; life expectancy for men and women is lower than the English average. 
 Health inequalities are evident with life expectancy 9.2 years lower for men and 7.8 years lower for women in the most deprived areas of Gateshead compared with the least deprived areas.  
 The rate of adult alcohol-related hospital stays is worse than the England average as are the rate of self-harm hospital stays and smoking related deaths.  The rate of hip fractures is also worse than average. 



 Rates of sexually transmitted infection, people killed and seriously injured on the roads and TB are better than average. 
 21% of children (7,200) live in low income families and in Year 6, 20% of children (369) are classified as obese, higher than the England average.  Teenage pregnancy, breastfeeding initiation and smoking at 

the time of delivery are all worse than the English average. 
 Local priorities for Gateshead include: ensuring children have the best start in life, tackling the major causes of ill health through a focus on lifestyle risks and engaging with communities to improve health and 

wellbeing. 

The profile demonstrates marked differences between in physical and mental health and life expectancy between the most deprived and most affluent neighbourhoods. Evidence shows that health inequalities are 
linked to social and economic issues and that action is required across the wider social determinants of health. The wider determinants of health are closely linked to the quality of life enjoyed by residents. This 
includes having the opportunity to earn a reasonable wage, live an active lifestyle and have access to local employment opportunities, healthy housing, open space, cultural and community facilities, healthy food and 
care and health facilities. Development can positively influence wellbeing and health, and spatial planning aims to consider and positively influence the determinants of health. 
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