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Gateshead Green Infrastructure Delivery Plan 
 
1. Introduction to Green Infrastructure 
 
1.1 What is Green Infrastructure? 
 
Gateshead’s green infrastructure (GI) is the full range of green spaces, whether stand alone or forming part of a network, and the inter-connecting 
green links between spaces.  This includes, for example, nature reserves, parks and gardens, areas of countryside, woodlands and street trees, 
allotments, cemeteries and churchyards, green corridors including road verges, agricultural land, outdoor sport and recreation provision, local green 
amenity spaces, functional greenspace such as sustainable drainage schemes (SuDS) built structures including living roofs, the landscaping elements 
of archaeological and historic sites, designated geological sites and public rights of way.  It also includes ‘blue infrastructure’, in the form of rivers, 
ponds and wetlands. 
 
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) defines green infrastructure as: ‘A network of multi-functional green space, urban and rural, which is 
capable of delivering a wide range of environmental and quality of life benefits for local communities’. 
 
1.2 Why is Green Infrastructure Important? 
 
Green infrastructure is vital for both people and wildlife.  It is important in supporting ecological processes that are fundamental to species and habitat 
viability and in meeting the broader environmental, social and economic needs of our communities.  It contributes to the quality of the natural and built 
environment contributing to distinct local character and is integral to the quality of life of sustainable communities. 
 
Creating more accessible, natural green spaces increases people’s contact with the natural world.  Recent evidence shows that access to natural green 
spaces for fresh air, exercise, recreation, play, learning, artistic expression and quiet contemplation has benefits for both physical and mental health.  
Research provides good evidence of reductions in levels of heart disease, obesity and depression where people live close to green spaces.  The UK 
spends £110 billion on health care, of which approximately £28 billion is related to lack of exercise and £3.5 billion to obesity (Natural England figures). 
Green infrastructure also creates educational benefits and opportunities for communities to actively engage with their local environment. 
 
Green infrastructure can play a major role in climate change adaptation and mitigation, contributing shading and cooling in urban areas, and multi-
functional benefits including flood alleviation.  The green infrastructure network also incorporates attractive routes promoting sustainable transport 
alternatives to the car, such as cycling. 
 
Greening of the borough has a crucial part to play in making Gateshead a more attractive and desirable place to live, work, visit and invest.  Evidence 
links high quality GI with enhanced land and property values.  Just a 1% increase in the amount of greenspace in a ward is associated with a 0.3 to 
0.5% increase in house price (GLA Economics 2003).  These benefits, in addition to the fact that many products are sourced directly from the land, 
mean that green infrastructure will make a significant contribution to the Council’s aspirations for economic growth.   
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The most recent State of Nature Report 2016, produced by the 50 organisations involved in the conservation of nature in the UK, found a 67% decline 
of species of special conservation concern since 1970.  Whilst factors such as agricultural intensification and development continue to have a 
significant negative effect on wildlife the effects of climate change are also starting to have a noticeable impact. A well planned network of GI can 
reduce fragmentation of the landscape by agricultural and other development and can enable the movement of species effected by climate change to 
new and more favourable habitats.  
 
 
2. Green Infrastructure in Gateshead 
 
2.1 Strategic Context 
 
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in March 2012, sets out the Government’s planning policies and how these are expected 
to be applied.  A core aim of the NPPF is to consolidate and streamline the large number of Planning Policy Statements, Planning Policy Guidance, 
circulars and letters into (as far as possible) a single document.  Consequently, previous relevant national guidance in Planning Policy Guidance 17: 
Planning for Open Space, Sport and Recreation (PPG17) has been replaced by the NPPF, with supporting guidance provided within National planning 
Policy Guidance (NPPG). 
 
With regard to the approach local authorities should use when setting policies for the provision of open space, sport and recreation facilities, the NPPF 
(paragraph 73) states: “Planning policies should be based on robust and up-to-date assessments of the needs for open space, sports and recreation 
facilities and opportunities for new provision.  The assessments should identify specific needs and quantitative or qualitative deficits or surpluses of 
open space, sports and recreational facilities in the local area.  Information gained from the assessments should be used to determine what open 
space, sports and recreational provision is required.” The NPPF provides protection to existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land, 
including playing fields, 
 
Gateshead and Newcastle Core Strategy and Urban Core Plan (CSUSP) March 2015 was adopted by Gateshead Council and Newcastle City 
Council in March 2015 and contains strategic policies that will guide development in Gateshead and Newcastle up to 2030.  Policy CS18 Green 
Infrastructure and the Natural Environment seeks to maintain, protect and enhance the green infrastructure of Gateshead and Newcastle.  The policy 
also requires the protection and enhancement of open spaces, sport and recreational facilities ‘In accordance with agreed standards in line with 
National Policy’.  The CSUCP does not specify the standards that will be applied when assessing the provision or protection of open spaces in 
Gateshead and Newcastle. 
 
The subsequent emerging Local Plan document (site allocations and development management policies) Making Spaces for Growing Places (MSGP) 
will include detailed policies setting out the Council’s approach to the protection of existing open spaces, and requirements for the provision of new 
open space.  The findings of the Open Spaces Assessment will inform the policy approach identified within MSGP. 
 
The Gateshead Council Open Space Assessment (OSA) August 2017 has been produced to inform policies contained in Gateshead’s Local Plan 
which will guide development across the Borough until 2030.   
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The assessment has four overarching and inter-related objectives: 
• Establish an effective approach to planning for open space; 
• Set robust standards based on an objective assessment of local needs; 
• Facilitate better decision making as part of the Development Management process; 
• Provide guidance for negotiations on developer contributions. 
 
The Government’s 2011 Natural Environment White Paper ‘The Natural Choice: Securing the Value of Nature’ refers to the role of planning in 
protecting and improving the natural environment and facilitating coherent and resilient ecological networks that reflect the value of natural systems. 
Planning is therefore a key element of the institutional framework that will achieve the objectives set out in the White Paper. The aims of the White 
Paper include halting biodiversity loss by 2020, supporting ‘healthy functioning ecosystems’ ad establishing ‘coherent ecological networks’. 
 
The White Paper was informed by the findings of the National Ecosystem Assessment, which showed that over 30% of the services provided by the 
natural environment are in decline and by the ‘Lawton Review’ 2010 report, ‘Making Space for Nature’ which concluded that ‘England’s collection of 
wildlife sites, diverse as it is, does not comprise a coherent and resilient ecological network even today, let alone one that is capable of coping with the 
challenge of climate change and other pressures’ and that wildlife sites should be ‘bigger, better and more connected’. 
 
The White Paper refers to the role of urban GI as completing ‘the links in our national ecological network’ and ‘one of the most effective tools available 
to us in managing environmental risks such as flooding and heat waves’. It advocates that green spaces should be factored into the development of all 
communities. 
 
The White Paper also introduced a number of policies and initiatives, including Local Nature Partnerships (LNPs) work at a strategic scale for 
a better natural environment. The LNPs are encouraged to work closely with Local Enterprise Partnerships (LEPs) and Health and Wellbeing 
Boards to, among other things, contribute to local plan- and decision-making. The NPPF emphasises (in para. 180) the importance of this collaborative 
working on strategic planning priorities in achieving sustainable development. The Government also committed to amend the Town and Country 
Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 to require bodies bound by the duty to co-operate to have regard to the views of LNPs on 
strategic planning matters (as well as the views of LEPs). Gateshead is represented by the North East Local Nature Partnership which covers the areas 
of Northumberland, Tyne and Wear and County Durham. 
 
The Durham Biodiversity Action Plan (DBAP) contains a series of action plans to help conserve species and habitats in the Gateshead, Durham, 
South Tyneside and Sunderland area that are considered to be under threat locally, nationally or internationally.  The DBAP is not a spatial planning 
document, but rather sets out targets for species and habitat conservation.  It also includes criteria which should be considered by local authorities in 
designating Local Wildlife Sites for protection through the planning framework. 
 
Gateshead’s Sustainable Community Strategy, Vision 2030, sets out the Council’s aspiration of local people being able to realise their full potential 
and enjoy the best quality of life in a healthy, equal, safe, prosperous and sustainable Gateshead.  The multi-functional nature of green infrastructure, 
and the economic, social and environmental benefits it brings, means that it contributes to all of the Big Ideas to varying degrees.  Its most significant 
contribution is to the City of Gateshead, Sustainable Gateshead, Active & Healthy Gateshead and Gateshead Volunteers Big Ideas.  
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The importance of GI to Gateshead’s future was reaffirmed in the Council Plan 2012-2017 and the contribution this Delivery Plan made to the Green 
Gateshead Strategic Intervention, in addition to Improving Health & Wellbeing and Creating the Conditions for Economic Growth.   
 
The Gateshead Joint Strategic Needs Assessment (JSNA) guides the way Gateshead Council and the local NHS identify and understand the 
health, well-being and social care needs of people who live in Gateshead.  The JSNA sets out key priorities to help meet these needs, based on an 
assessment of relevant information.  The JSNA informs the strategic provision of services, aiming to reduce health inequalities across the Borough, and 
provide improved value for money. 
 
Obesity is identified as a challenge affecting the health and wellbeing of Gateshead residents, with evidence showing that over half the adult population 
of Gateshead does not achieve the minimum recommended activity level (30 minutes of moderate physical activity five or more times per week).  Key 
issues associated with addressing obesity include the accessible, affordable leisure service provision as part of a holistic approach to increasing 
physical activity through a range of methods, and the use of planning and regulatory powers to make the environment one that encourages people to 
be more physically active. 
 
The Gateshead Play Strategy 2010-2030 aims to develop more high quality, accessible play opportunities for children and young people (aged up to 
19 years).  The Strategy was developed through an interagency Play Partnership established between statutory, voluntary and private sector 
organisations and sets out an implementation plan covering short term, medium term and longer term goals will ensure that the Vision 2030 for Play is 
delivered 
 
The Tyne and Wear Rights of Way Improvement Plan (RoWIP) 2007-2011 assessed the extent to which local Rights of Way meet the present and 
likely future needs of the public, including accessibility standards and ability to provide opportunities for outdoor exercise and recreation.  The plan 
assessed the existing Rights of Way network, and identified what needed to be improved.  A Statement of Action set out targets for delivery. The 
ROWIP was updated to cover 2011 – 2021 and is published as part of the third Local Transport Plan. 
 
The RoWIP identifies 237.15km of Public Rights of Way in Gateshead – the largest provision of any Tyne and Wear authority; the majority (172.59km) 
of this provision is Public Footpath.  Much of the Rights of Way network provides important access to open spaces for recreation and leisure. 
 
2.2 Our Vision for Green Infrastructure  
 
The NewcastleGateshead Green Infrastructure Strategy (Report), approved by the Council in November 2011, sets out the following vision for green 
infrastructure provision across both boroughs: 
 

The Strategy aims to achieve better quality, more effective functioning and greater diversity of our green infrastructure.  This will contribute to achieving 
sustainable communities and regeneration, promote better quality of life for all, mitigate the effects of climate change, enhance biodiversity and 
preserve historic landscapes.  A high quality framework of inter-connected green infrastructure will offer ease of movement to people and wildlife and 
provide many different opportunities for outdoor activity.  It will also provide an attractive and healthy setting for homes, schools, workspaces and the 
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rest of the built environment, thereby improving the wellbeing of everyone, even when they are not directly using it.  Green infrastructure also provides a 
valuable biodiversity resource, while inter-connections between habitats may enable movement of species in response to climate change. 

 
A key part of the GI Strategy is to identify the Strategic Green Infrastructure Networks linking together important green spaces and 
Opportunity Areas where there are particular opportunities for creating and enhancing green infrastructure. 
 
This approach attempts to consider a wider range of green land uses than ever before, making it easier to manage this land in a coordinated 
way and minimise the conflicts between different uses.  
 
It also seeks to value the links, or connectivity, between green spaces.  This is important for people, but also for wildlife, enabling species to 
move between areas of habitat, reducing the risk of populations becoming isolated and enabling movement and adaptation in response to 
climate change.   
 
2.3 Gateshead’s Green Infrastructure Assets 
 
Gateshead is already a predominantly green place, with 60% of the borough being rural land.  Large expanses of countryside are located to the south 
and west in the form of a rolling, attractive mixture of woodland and farmland.  We are lucky that many of our ancient woodlands have survived intact 
along the tributaries of the Tyne, particularly in the Derwent Valley.  This makes Gateshead a wooded borough, containing two thirds of Tyne and 
Wear’s woodlands.  Key green infrastructure destination sites within this area include Chopwell Wood (Forestry Commission woodland), Gibside (a 
National Trust property) and the Derwent Walk Country Park (Gateshead Council).  
 
For west Gateshead the provision of green infrastructure is strongly related to the topography and hydrology of the area.  Large swathes of green 
infrastructure are associated with the river valleys (e.g. Blaydon Burn and the River Derwent) that separate the built-up areas of Ryton, Blaydon, and 
Whickham before joining the River Tyne.  The Tyne itself is also a key feature, cleaner now than for many decades and rich in wildlife, including 
Salmon, Otters, and a colony of urban Kittiwakes nesting further away from the sea than anywhere else in the world.  This biodiversity is reflected in the 
fact that the borough has eight nationally important Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), 126 Local Wildlife Sites and 13 Local Nature Reserves.  
Within the urban area, additional green infrastructure is provided through various types of formal and informal open space (e.g. Saltwell Park, 
Watergate Forest Park and Windy Nook Nature Park) many of which are linked through the public rights of way network. 
  
More details on the scale and range of GI assets across Gateshead are included in the NewcastleGateshead Green Infrastructure Study (Evidence 
Base). 
 
2.4 Historical Background 
 
2.4.1 The Role of the Council 
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The Council, and its forerunners, have done much to safeguard this valuable legacy, and it is no accident that we are in such a favourable position in 
2017. This began as long ago as 1968, when Blaydon Council bought Paddock Hill and Thornley Woods to protect them and a Volunteer Wardens 
Group was established.  The Council then bought Shibdon Pond, and five years later, with the help of the Durham County Conservation Trust (now 
Durham Wildlife Trust) the Pond was declared a nature reserve. Thornley Wood and Shibdon Pond now have national recognition, as two of 
Gateshead’s SSSIs. 
 
In 1972, the Derwent Walk was designated by the then Durham County Council as a Country Park, and Thornley Woodlands Centre was opened in 
1985.  The subsequent reclamation of Derwenthaugh Cokeworks to form Derwenthaugh Park has completed the jigsaw, with the Derwent Valley 
becoming Gateshead’s prime rural tourist destination, and arguably now the most important part of our green infrastructure. 
 
The Council’s programme of land reclamation has done much to restore the borough’s countryside and green infrastructure following industrial use, not 
only at Derwenthaugh, but across the borough, including work by the Tyne at Riverside Park and Saltmeadows in east Gateshead. 
Much has also been achieved linked with development through the planning system, as part of the Development Management Process.  This may 
assume even greater significance in the future, as limited resources restrict opportunities for Council-led and other public funded schemes.  However, 
delivery through the planning system will partly be achieved through the application of Local Plan policies, site-specific development frameworks and 
master planning documents, rather than the GI Delivery Plan.   
 
The Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is the levy which the Council can charge on certain categories or locations of new development within 
Gateshead. The CIL was adopted by the Council on 10 November 2016, and the charges have been implemented across Gateshead’s charging areas 
from 1 January 2017.  The money raised through the Gateshead CIL Charging Schedule will help to pay for infrastructure needed as a result of growth 
in Gateshead, as set out in the Regulation 123 Infrastructure List. This includes primary schools, strategic transport and green infrastructure, water and 
flood alleviation. 
 
2.4.2 The Importance of Partnership Working 
 
The Council’s success in greening the borough has been achieved because it has willingly worked with others.  A number of partnerships in particular 
have played a significant part.  The Great North Forest, launched in 1990, promoted community forestry, and helped to lever external funding into the 
borough.  The Council helped the Woodland Trust to create two new woodlands as part of this initiative, Hedley Hall Wood and Lottie’s Wood, totalling 
66 hectares between them.  The reclamation of Watergate Colliery to form Watergate Forest Park was another significant contribution to the Great 
North Forest.   
 
The Durham Biodiversity Action Partnership (DBAP) was set up to create and deliver the Durham Biodiversity Action Plan, containing plans for 
important species and habitats in the area between the Rivers Tyne and Tees, with the Durham Wildlife Trust as lead partner.  Gateshead was a 
partner in the DBAP from the start, with the Plan being launched here in 1999.   
 
In support of the Plan, the Council has restored or created over 100 hectares of wildflower-rich grasslands in the borough.  Major initiatives included the 
Bringing Back Burdon Moor Project, restoring 15 hectares of countryside despoiled by 1950s opencasting, to become a mosaic of heathland, meadows 
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and wetland.  The Council purchased the land to make this possible with external funding in 2001.   
 
Although many Biodiversity Partnerships ceased to operate as a result of the coalition government’s introduction of the ‘UK Post-2010 Biodiversity 
Framework’ in 2012, the Durham Biodiversity Plan Partners still actively work together on cross-boundary projects including those related to species 
conservation. Many of the tools developed under the Durham BAP for over a decade remain of significant relevance and form the basis of current lists 
of priority habitats and species within Gateshead. 
 
The North East Local Nature Partnership aims to be a voice for the natural environment in the region. Whilst it will not have the capacity to deliver 
projects in its own right it will hopefully provide additional funds by the establishment of its Capability Foundation Fund in 2017 (named after Lancelot 
‘Capability’ Brown who was born in Northumberland) 
 
The launch of the Northern Kite project in 2003 in a partnership led by the RSPB with substantial Council support, brought Red Kites back to the 
Derwent Valley for the first time for 150 years.  This project was multi-facetted, promoting the Derwent Valley as a tourist attraction and encouraging 
inward investment, as well as bringing back this spectacular bird of prey.  Such an approach is consistent with current thinking on ‘Natural Capital’, in 
emphasising the economic value of nature. Natural England estimate that for the £610,000 the project cost, it supported 12 full time jobs in the local 
economy, and generated a minimum of £1.73 million in economic activity (a gearing ratio of 1:3, underlining the fact that the project made economic, as 
well as ecological sense). 
 
The most relevant recent partnership has been with Newcastle City Council, with the two authorities agreeing to work together to prepare a joint Local 
Plan document covering the two Local Authorities’ administrative areas in September 2009.  As part of the evidence base prepared to support the 
Gateshead and Newcastle Core Strategy and Urban Core Plan (CSUCP), a Green Infrastructure Study was jointly commissioned to cover both 
boroughs.  A joint Green Infrastructure Strategy (Report) was subsequently produced, using the Study to identify GI deficiencies and opportunities for 
enhancement.  This culminated in the adoption of this Strategy by Gateshead Council in November 2011.  The production of this Delivery Plan was the 
next stage of the work, setting out how the opportunities identified in the Strategy will be delivered.  
 
Since its completion in 2013 progress has been made in implementing a number of Projects within the Green Infrastructure Delivery Plan making a 
update appropriate and as supporting evidence for the emerging Local Plan document (site allocations and development management policies) Making 
Spaces for Growing Places (MSGP). 
 
 
3. Green Infrastructure Delivery Planning   
 
3.1 Local Context  
 
The Green Infrastructure Delivery Plan forms the third and concluding stage of green infrastructure planning work being undertaken in Gateshead and 
Newcastle.  This comprises: 
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 Stage 1: A Study or evidence base, summarising the existing condition of the green infrastructure resource (completed January 2011). 
 

 Stage 2: A Strategy (Report), drawing upon the evidence base, to identify priorities for green infrastructure protection, enhancement and 
new provision (completed August 2011, adopted by the Council November 2011). 

 
Stages 1 and 2 were both produced jointly for Gateshead and Newcastle by Entec, with Growth Point funding.  They have informed and 
supported CSUCP policy CS18 Green Infrastructure and the Natural Environment  

 
 Stage 3: The GI Delivery Plan, produced by Gateshead Council in-house was adopted in 2013.   
  
 Stage 4: Update on progress of The GI Delivery Plan 2017  

 
3.2 Purpose and Content 
 
The Gateshead GI Delivery Plan sets the context for GI work across the borough.  Its primary function is to translate the vision for GI, and the more 
specific priorities identified in the GI Strategy and CSUCP, into actions.  It therefore focuses on the Strategic Network and Opportunity Areas identified 
in the GI Strategy and CSUCP.  It also incorporates the more generic, borough-wide priorities identified in the GI Strategy.  
 
The GI Delivery Plan also links projects to wider corporate priorities where appropriate.  It maximises opportunities for multifunctional GI, recognising 
the particularly close links with climate change, and more specifically flood management. 
 
The Plan also reflects consultation responses to the draft GI Strategy.  Many of the issues raised by consultees responding to work on the GI Strategy 
are better covered by this Delivery Plan. 
 
Gateshead produced its GI Delivery Plan separate to Newcastle, reflecting the different characteristics of green infrastructure in the two local authority 
areas, differing funding opportunities, and the smaller scale of some projects.  However, joint working with Newcastle City Council continues in areas of 
shared interest, on and around the River Tyne.   
 
The National Planning Policy Framework’s emphasis on cross-boundary working through the duty to cooperate means that collaborative working on 
cross-boundary issues is of increased importance.  To comply with the duty, and to maximise the impact of our activities, joint working will be extended 
to include other neighbouring authorities where opportunities arise.  
 
3.3 Links to Related Documents 
 
The GI Delivery Plan also aims to encapsulate relevant aspects of the following other work areas and related documents: 

1) The emerging policies in Gateshead’s forthcoming ‘Making Spaces for Growing Places’ Development Plan Document (DPD), which will replace 
the majority if not all of the saved policies from the Unitary Development Plan. 
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2) The wider Infrastructure Delivery Plan also contains major green infrastructure projects, in most cases derived directly from the GI Strategy.  

Any additional projects (e.g. Follingsby, including the River Don) are included in the GI Delivery Plan. 
 
3) CSUCP policies specifically related to sites and infrastructure within Gateshead’s Urban Core.  The Delivery Plan will expand upon the delivery 

of specific schemes set out within the Urban Core policies of the CSUCP, where appropriate   
 

4) The Durham Biodiversity Action Plan. 
 

5) Gateshead Ecological Evidence Base (J.L. Durkin 2008 & 2009). 
 

6)  Metrogreen is identified as an Opportunity Area in the Strategic GI Network, but it is also the subject of separate GI work, linked to the 
preparation of plans for the redevelopment of this area for residential use with its own site-wide GI Strategy. There are close links between GI 
and flood and surface water management here. This work is linked and cross-referenced with the GI Delivery Plan. 

 
Metrogreen is identified as an Area of Change in Policies CS3 and AOC2 of the CSUCP.  The vision for Metrogreen is a mixed-use community, 
providing new residential neighbourhoods, commercial, leisure and community facilities, a network of green spaces and routes and 
improvements to public transport and flood and surface water management infrastructure. An Area Action Plan is being prepared for the 
Metrogreen area to guide future development and ensure sufficient physical, social and green infrastructure is provided to create a sustainable 
place. The AAP will seek to provide multi-functional green infrastructure, combining improved access, recreation, biodiversity, landscaping, flood 
defence and surface water management using SuDS. 

 
The Countryside Strategy, adopted by the Council in November 2003 (an update on its predecessor from 1993), will be superseded by this GI Delivery 
Plan.  Relevant aspects of the Countryside Strategy are therefore incorporated in this Plan.  This includes a Land Acquisition Checklist, used in the past 
decade to set priorities and test all prospective purchases.  It has been updated and extended in the current financial climate to consider potential 
disposals as well as purchases (Appendix 3). 
 

7) The Wardley/Red Barns Strategy, adopted by the Council in January 2003. This aimed to create the proposed Wardley Manor Forest (Country) 
Park. The site is also identified as an Opportunity Area in the Strategic GI Network. The Delivery Plan seeks to carry forward this long-term 
initiative, superseding the Wardley/Red Barns Strategy.  However, the boundary of the proposed Forest Park is unchanged, as illustrated in the 
original Wardley/Red Barns Strategy.  This boundary will be shown in detail in the Making Spaces for Growing Places DPD. 

 
8) The Gateshead Placemaking Guide (March 2012).  This Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) aims to improve the quality of Gateshead’s 

urban and rural environments and encourage a high standard of design in all new developments.  Its coverage includes green infrastructure.  
 

9) The Council’s Open Spaces Strategy. 
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10) The Green Action Planning work undertaken by the Council in 2013 to deliver a number of green space improvements within Gateshead.  An 
audit of Council owned green spaces sites suitable for tree planting resulted in the planting of a 5 ha community woodland Mary’s Wood at 
Stella. 

 
11) The Tyne and Wear Local Transport Plan. 

 
12) The Tyne and Wear Rights of Way Improvement Plan. 

 
13) Gateshead Cycling Strategy March 2015 

 
14) The Council Tree and Woodland Management Strategy 2014-2019  

 
15) Strategic flood management documents, including: Gateshead Strategic Flood Risk Assessment; Newcastle and Gateshead Surface Water 

Management Plan; MetroGreen Flood Management Plan; MetroGreen Surface Water Management Plan and Gateshead Flood Risk 
Management Strategy. Team Valley Flood Alleviation Study, Team Valley Surface Water Management Plan, River Don Vision, Northumbria 
River Basin District River Basin Management Plan, forthcoming River Don River Restoration Centre Study, and forthcoming Team Valley Flood 
Masterplan. 

 
16) Gateshead Joint Strategic Needs Assessment  

The Joint Strategic Needs Assessment (JSNA) guides the way Gateshead Council and the local NHS identify and understand the health, well-
being and social care needs of people who live in Gateshead.   

 
17) Gateshead Playing Pitch Strategy 2016 – 2026 

 
18) Gateshead Play Strategy 2010 – 2030 

 
19) Gateshead Council Open Space Assessment – August 2017 
 

3.4 Structure 
 
This document is intentionally concise, and produced in a form which makes updating and modification straightforward.  Although produced as a stand-
alone Delivery Plan, extensive background information is already contained within the Study and Strategy (Report) referred to earlier, and this is not 
repeated here. 
 
Biodiversity is included within this Delivery Plan, as a key component of GI.  
 
3.5 Governance and Management of Delivery 
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Many of the projects within the original plan were current; some were under development while others were in the delivery stage.  However, there was a 
lack of overall co-ordination.  The management of the plan seeks to address this, by using a programme-based approach to delivery.  Adopting this 
approach is providing the structure needed to achieve the most efficient, successful delivery of projects but as a delivery plan needs to be subject to 
regular update and ultimately review.  
 
The original programme was overseen by a Programme Board supported by a virtual programme team, with representatives from relevant services. 
The proposed organisation structure and a description of roles are set out as follows: 
 
  

PROGRAMME BOARD

(Accountable for the successful 

delivery of the GI programme)

 

PROJECT BOARDS

(Accountable for the 

successful delivery of GI projects)

SMG PROJECTS/GMT

(Programme Sponsoring Group) 

EEC BOARD

 

AREA PORTFOLIOS

 

 TRANSPORT & ENVIRONMENT 

PORTFOLIO

 

PROGRAMME STAKEHOLDER 

GROUP

(Multi-Agency )

S
T

R
A

T
E

G
Y

D
E

L
IV

E
R

Y

PROGRAMME TEAM
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Sponsoring Group - The ongoing leadership of a ‘Sponsoring Group’ is key to the success of any programme.  This group, identified as SMG 
Projects/GMT, provides leadership by championing the programme.  They are responsible for ensuring that the programme supports the organisation’s 
strategy and is successfully completed. 
 
Senior Responsible Owner (SRO) - The SRO is the person authorised by the Sponsoring Group to provide overall day-to-day direction and leadership 
for delivery and implementation of the programme.  The SRO is accountable for the success of the programme, carrying the authority of the Sponsoring 
Group, and with the credibility to lead the programme. 
 
Programme Board - The Programme Board is responsible for driving the programme forward and delivering the programme outcomes and benefits in 
line with the GI Strategy & Delivery Plan.  Members of the Programme Board are individually accountable to the SRO for their areas of responsibility 
and delivery within the programme.  Programme Board membership includes: 

 Programme SRO – Chair 

 Programme Manager 

 Project Executives (from across the Council) 

 Relevant corporate functions e.g. Finance, Legal and other services 

 Non-Executive members to act as expert advisors 
 
Programme Manager - The Programme Manager is responsible for the success of the programme and ensures that the dossier of projects and 
programme activities are properly organised, reported on and tracked in order to deliver the programme goals.  They manage the programme team. 
 
Programme Team - In C&E from the following disciplines: Spatial Planning and Environment, Engineering and Landscape Design, Waste Services and 
Grounds Maintenance, Lead Local Flood Authority - Highway and Flood Risk Management, Traffic Planning and Engineering and originally the Green 
Action Plan Group from The Office of the Chief Executive. Mechanisms were established to include local external partners in the management of 
delivery. 
 
3.6 Funding and Delivery Mechanisms 
 
Viability is currently a serious constraint to delivery.  The GI Delivery Plan was prepared at a time of continuing reduced public sector funding and 
reduced staffing capacity for the implementation of schemes.  The delivery and viability of broader development schemes where GI is a component part 
is also uncertain. This is reflected in the current viability work being undertaken for the Local Development Framework in the Infrastructure Delivery 
Plan.  However, incorporating GI as an integral component of developments allows costs to be shared, while at the same time developer’s gain by 
increasing the value of their developments.   
 
The range of potential external funding sources is less extensive, but includes various Lottery funding streams, government grants, such as Natural 
England’s Environmental Stewardship scheme developer contributions through Section 106 Agreements and potentially the Community Infrastructure 
Levy (CIL), Local Flood Levy, Flood Defence Grant in Aid, Water Environment Improvement Fund.  Funding mechanisms are identified in detail in 
Appendix H of the GI Strategy (Report), so are not repeated here.  
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A thread running through this work is the Council’s willingness to take on responsibility for land to protect it, from the very first land purchases back in 
1968 to the present day. The range and quality of Gateshead Council’s land holdings is a tribute to this positive approach, and singles us out from 
neighbouring authorities.  The ability for the Council to continue this proactive approach is severely constrained by funding pressures; this raises the 
question as to how can we continue to make the most of opportunities, without increasing our management obligations.  A key challenge for the future 
will be ensuring that green infrastructure in Gateshead continues to be protected and managed in a cost effective way.  To meet this challenge both 
existing and new models of land ownership and management will have to be considered.  
 
3.7 Future Partnerships 
 
The challenges in delivering this Plan are likely to require more partnership working in the future, and even more creative use of external funding. 
  
The purchase of Milkwellburn Wood by Durham Wildlife Trust in 2010 provides a potential model for the future.  At 80 hectares, this is the largest ever 
such land purchase in Gateshead, and it is an outstanding site with huge potential.  The Council provided just 4% of the necessary funding, with 96% 
coming externally from Landfill Tax.  Crucially, the Council helped to facilitate both the purchase and community engagement, but didn’t acquire the 
land, or its long-term liabilities.  Instead, the voluntary sector, in this case Durham Wildlife Trust, was able to do so, with appropriate support. 
 
In 2014 Durham Wildlife Trust took on the management of a number of sites in Gateshead under a lease arrangement. These sites included Cross 
Lane Meadows, Addison and Hedgefield Woods, Lamesley Pastures, and Westfield Pasture. The Council supports the operation of the Wildlife Trust to 
manage these sites by providing office space and a meeting point for local volunteers at Swalwell Visitor Centre. It is possible that similar arrangements 
for other countryside sites in Gateshead will be agreed in the future. 
 
The acquisition of Shibdon Meadow also by Durham Wildlife Trust, the last remnant of wet pasture grassland along the Tyne, was completed in 2016 as 
part of a long term partnership with the Council.  The Wildlife Trust was able to raise £60,000 for the purchase of the site with a £5,000 contribution from 
the Council. Part of the Shibdon Meadow site which is in Council ownership was transferred to the Trust on a 999 year lease. 
The site will be restored to wetlands using £170,000 as part of the Land of Oak and Iron Landscape Partnership.  In conjunction with the nearby 
Shibdon Pond site which the Wildlife Trust already manage the development of Shibdon Meadow will create one of the most significant urban nature 
reserves in Tyne and Wear. 
 
The Land of Oak and Iron is a Lottery Funded Landscape Partnership seeking to conserve, enhance and promote the natural, historic and cultural 
heritage of the Derwent Valley from the fringes of the North Pennines, following the course of the River Derwent to the Tyne. The programme is led by 
Groundwork and partners include Gateshead Council, Northumberland and Durham County Councils, Durham Wildlife Trust, the Woodland Trust, 
English Heritage and the Tyne Rivers Trust. 
 
Durham Wildlife Trust also ran an innovative programme supported by Gateshead Council training and developing the next generation of wildlife 
friendly grounds maintenance contract staff. The programme – Wildgrounds trained 26 people and completed a number of projects carrying out 
biodiversity enhancements in Gateshead’s greenspaces including parks 
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The Council is also working with Newcastle and Northumbria Universities in projects looking at innovative solutions to ongoing GI management costs in 
a time of declining financial resources including Blue Green Cities. 
 
The Council is also a member of the Tyne Catchment Partnership, which includes two priority catchments in Gateshead the River Team and River Don. 
The River Don and the River Team sub-partnerships are made up of interested organisations to support integrated catchment management to address 
flood management, water quality, habitat and environmental improvements including the Environment Agency, Northumbria Water, Tyne Rivers Trust, 
and Durham Wildlife Trust. 
 
3.8 The Role of Volunteers 
 
A significant development in recent years in the management and development of GI has come directly from the public themselves by increased 
contributions from volunteers.  There are currently an estimated 480 Environmental volunteers active in Gateshead with approximately 25 environment 
themed friends of groups operating within Gateshead.  There is an average of over 6,000 volunteers active in general within Gateshead which equates 
to 8% of volunteers being designated to Environmental Activities volunteer action. 
 
Friends of Groups include The Friends of Saltwell Park, the Friends of Greengates Park, Crawcrook and Greenside Environment Group, the Friends of 
Wadley Park and the Friends of Chase Park, the Friends of Ferndene Park and the Friends of Oliver Henderson Park. Councillors can also play an 
important community role championing and encouraging.  However to carry out their work voluntary groups still require supervision, encouragement 
support, funding or advice on funding from council officers.  One of the most effective ways of supporting groups financially is to cover the insurance for 
friends of groups’ activities as part of the Council’s public liability insurance. 
 
The Gateshead Volunteer Countryside Rangers continue to play a key part in the greening of the borough.  Numbering approximately 100, the 
Volunteers work under the supervision of the Council and are a crucial element for delivering biodiversity and access enhancements on Council 
property. And following the ending of the Northern Kites Project funding in 2009 a dedicated group of volunteers, the Friends of The Red Kites (FoRK), 
continue to champion the birds; monitoring their breeding success and delivering community awareness raising events including a programme of Red 
Kite Health Walks. Sadly FoRK also perform an important role in monitoring the birds and highlighting the recent persecution of red kites in the region 
including the 3 birds that were poisoned in 2016 including 2 animals that were found at High Spen. 
 
The same applies to other community groups such as the Friends of Windy Nook who make a dramatic positive contribution to public amenity at Windy 
Nook by for example mowing path edges and removing litter. Volunteers have a very important supporting role in the delivery of GI projects and 
ongoing stewardship. Clara Vale Conservation Group, on land leased from and with the help of Gateshead Council, completed a lottery funded project 
‘Flowers in the Vale’ in 2016 using lottery funding to improve the biodiversity and access on Clara Vale Nature Reserve. Local people were involved in 
practical training opportunities and a site based education pack was also produced. 
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Furthermore volunteers working as local experts either individually, such as species County Recorders, or local historians or within specialist interest 
groups such as Durham Bird Club, Sunniside Local History Group or the Ramblers Association etc, have traditionally served an important place in GI 
conservation, protection, enhancement and promotion by providing essential data on species for example and also acting as activists and champions. 
An essential feature of the development of a number of the thematic projects is to engage and empower communities.  The Council wishes to work with 
residents and schools to actively seek their involvement in looking after the environment. As councils face challenges in the management of GI as a 
result of declining financial resources it is imperative that new ways of engaging with the public are pioneered to encourage greater appreciation and 
ownership of these areas. 
 
3.9 Reference Material 
 
The following are relevant, beyond the list of directly linked documents noted above, and have been consulted to assist in the preparation of this Plan: 
 

 The NewcastleGateshead Strategic Interventions Green Infrastructure document.  This document was produced as part of the joint GI 
planning work with Newcastle.  Although not adopted in Gateshead, it provides further background. 

 The pioneering green infrastructure work, including Delivery Plans, undertaken at Stockton. 
 Natural England’s Green Infrastructure Guidance (2009). 
 Green Infrastructure: connected and multifunctional landscapes (Landscape Institute Position Statement, 2009). 
 Local Green Infrastructure – Helping communities make the most of their landscape (Landscape Institute 2011). 
 Planning for a healthy environment – good practice guidance for green infrastructure and biodiversity (Town and Country Planning 

Association with the Wildlife Trusts July 2012) 
 
4. Priorities for Action 
 
4.1 Spatial Priorities  
 
4.1.1 Strategic Network 
 
The Strategy (Report) identified thirteen strategic corridors which together make up a strategic green infrastructure network, based on multifunctional 
corridors fulfilling wildlife, access, floodplain and landscape functions. There are nine corridors in Gateshead: Bowes Railway East & Bill Quay; Eighton 
Banks, Windy Nook & Heworth; Saltwell Park; Team Valley; Tanfield Railway; Derwent Valley; Blaydon & Barlow Burns and the River Tyne Corridor 
(see map in Appendix 1).  
 
These corridors provide a spatial framework within which we will prioritise protection and development of green infrastructure, particularly features 
providing linkages for wildlife and for access by people.  
 
A priority for the Plan is therefore to ensure that: 
 the integrity of the strategic network is safeguarded and enhanced; 
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 gaps within the strategic green infrastructure corridors that limit wildlife movement, or access by people using sustainable non-motorised transport, 
are addressed. 

 
4.1.2 Opportunity Areas 
 
In the original Plan a number of ‘Opportunity Areas’ for specific green infrastructure development were identified within the strategic corridors.  
Significant progress has been made on some of the original eight areas especially at Dunston Staiths and the Lower Derwent Valley; other areas of 
priority remain Felling Shore; Gateshead Centre; Metrogreen; Team Valley; Wardley Manor and the River Tyne.    
 
River Tyne 
 
All stages of the GI work give particular prominence to the River Tyne, with a separate River Tyne Study and Strategy Report being produced for 
Stages 1 and 2.  This reflects the status of the Tyne, its banks and tributaries as an area of multi-functional green infrastructure of unique significance to 
Gateshead and Newcastle.  Hence the whole of the strategic GI corridor is identified as an Opportunity Area.  The Tyne poses a particular challenge, 
because of the range of potential, sometimes conflicting, uses it supports.  We must reconcile the requirements of development, recreation and wildlife 
on the river.  This requires an imaginative approach to land use planning and management. 
 
4.2 Criteria to Prioritise Projects  
 
The GI Strategy Report identifies a range of key benefits provided by GI (these are described as ‘priority functions’ in the GI Strategy Report).  They are 
also key contributors to the delivery of Vision 2030, the Council Plan and the CSUCP.  The eight key GI benefits are as follows:  
 

 Protect and enhance local biodiversity 

 Provide opportunities for sustainable, non-motorised transport e.g. walking, cycling 

 Provide accessible places for recreation, quiet enjoyment, health and wellbeing 

 Enhance economic competitiveness  

 Improve the setting of local heritage and cultural assets 

 Enhance landscapes and townscapes  

 Provide sustainable water and flood risk management solutions  

 Help mitigate and adapt to climate change   
 

The Strategy Report also identifies the following additional GI functions: providing links between town and country; waste management; sustainable 
energy production; sustainable food production; community development and cohesion; regular exposure to nature and environmental awareness; 
education and training; improved air quality; and opportunities for children to play freely. 
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The eight primary functions have been used to illustrate the relative merits of projects.  Each project has been scored against each of the functions on a 
scale of 0-3.  This results in a “multi-functionality score” of between 0-24.  The combination of different functions brings added value.  A water storage 
scheme for example, may, with appropriate design, combine flood alleviation, biodiversity value, landscape enhancement and recreation. 
 
Location within the Strategic Green Infrastructure Network and location within an Opportunity Area also gives projects added significance.  These 
spatial priorities have been reflected by adding a further three points to projects in the Strategic Network, and a further three for those in Opportunity 
Areas, giving a potential overall Project Priority score of up to 30.  The Project Priority scores are given for each identified project in the forthcoming 
project summary. 
 
It should be noted that the Project Priority score only aims to provide a guide to the merit of any project to aid in prioritisation, and needs to be 
considered alongside other factors, such as the availability of funding, willing landowners and partner organisations.   
 
Some projects may only have one function, but the impact or need is so significant that they should still be prioritised.  The location of the 15 spatial 
projects (S1-S15) is shown on the map in Appendix 1. 
 
4.3 Thematic Priorities 
 
A number of other GI priorities fall outside of the above spatial priorities or are better managed on a Borough-wide basis. These include: 
 
 Gaps or deficiencies in Access Routes i.e. the Public Rights of Way Network  
 Deficiencies in Open Space and Playing Pitch Provision  
 Community Woodlands & Wildflower Meadows Allotments and Community Gardens  
 Greening Gateways and Major Transport Corridors  
 Interim uses for Regeneration Sites 
 Marketing & Promotion  
 Research & Understanding  
 
These thematic priorities have also been included as eight projects (T1-T8), and given Project Priority scores in the forthcoming project summary.  
Where they provide partial coverage in the Strategic GI Network and within Opportunity Areas, but also include projects outside, scores have been 
adjusted to reflect this. 
 
5. Projects Summary 
 
The following tables provide a summary of the major GI projects.  The tables include: 
 
 A unique reference number (spatial projects are prefixed with S, and thematic projects with T). 
 Project Name 
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 Policy Context – reference to relevant Local Plan policies and a cross-reference to the Infrastructure Delivery Plan. 
 Description - a description of the project and any sub-projects.  Details of timescales, governance and management arrangements are included 

where known.   
 Inputs – where possible the potential costs and funding sources are identified.  However, this is not always possible for longer-term projects, or 

those not sufficiently scoped.  Human and physical resource requirements are also identified here. 
 Key outputs and outcomes – the Project Priority (PP) score, combining spatial priority and multi-functionality, is presented here.  A scoring matrix 

showing how Project Priority scores have been calculated is presented in Appendix 2.  Targets will be identified during project business case 
development. As part of the update information on the delivery of the outputs and outcomes is given. 

 
The spatial projects are listed first, from east to west across the borough. 
 
The original Delivery Plan can provide a snapshot reflecting the position in late 2012 regarding current and likely future projects.  Given the long life of 
the Plan, it is inevitable that further projects will be identified in future.  They too can be tested against the Plan priorities and, if appropriate, added to 
revised versions of this document as part of the ongoing planning process. 
 
Contact for further information:  
 
Clare Ross, Natural Environment Projects Officer, Spatial Planning and Environment, Communities and EnvironmentGateshead Council, Civic Centre, 
Regent Street, Gateshead, NE8 1HH. 
 
Tel. 0191 433 3443 
 
Email: clareross@gateshead.gov.uk 
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SPATIAL PROJECTS 
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

S1 Wardley Manor 

Forest Park 
 Wardley Manor Forest Park 

Opportunity Area (Site N) 

situated in the Bowes 

Railway East & Bill Quay 

Strategic Corridor.  

 UDP policies: ENV49 (SNCIs/ 

LWS); ENV51 (Wildlife 

Corridors); CFR25 (Urban 

Countryside Sites). 

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33, MSGP36  

 IDP: GI1  

 

 

This site requires a substantial multi-functional GI 

project, tying together several disparate reclamation 

schemes to form a Forest or Country Park, providing 

biodiversity enhancements, innovative countryside 

interpretation and education, community outreach 

and improved access to the countryside. 

Conservation and improvement of this area of 

accessible greenbelt GI adjacent to the urban east of 

the borough is a GI priority for the council 

 
Timescale: 2012-2030 
Project Governance: 
Project Manager:  

 c.£1.5M capital 
phased 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource 
including HLF, 
Landfill Tax & 
Forestry Commission.  

 Potential Community 
Infrastructure Levy 
(CIL) contributions. 

 

 78 ha of Forest Park 
created 

 Enhancement of Pelaw 
Quarry Pond Local Nature 
Reserve & Local Wildlife 
Site within Park 

 Gateway to the wider 
countryside enhanced, 
with improved links to 
Bowes Railway Path 

 Improved access links to 
South Tyneside & 
Keelman’s Way riverside 
route. 

 Environmental and 

physical activity 

Interpretation, education 

and community outreach 

activities. 

 PP Score = 21 

 Increase in 
accessible 
natural green 
space 

 

S2 Follingsby   Follingsby Wildlife Corridor 

gap (No 3) situated in the 

Bowes Railway East & Bill 

Quay Strategic Corridor. 

 UDP policies: 

 CS Policies:  CS5 

(employment & economic 

growth); CS18 (GI & Nat. 

Env.); CS17                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         

(Flood risk & water 

management), KEA2. 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP: GA6.3;  

 

The River Don Partnership formed in 2016 to 
facilitate integrated catchment management, 
involving cross boundary working with Sunderland, 
Gateshead and South Tyneside Councils and key 
stakeholders (Rivers Trust, Durham Wildlife Trust, 
NWL and Environment Agency).    
The partnership has shared objectives of improving 
the WFD status of the River Don, managing flood risk, 
enabling development including the South Follingsby 
and International Advanced Manufacturing Park and 
improving the ecological network.   
 
Wildlife corridor buffer of South Follingsby 
development will combine functional floodplain 
along the River Don and sustainable drainage 
systems with biodiversity enhancement and closing 
the wildlife corridor (network) gaps where the A194 
(M), the A194 and the A184 (T) roads cross the 
corridor. 

 Costs not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource, HLF., 
Water Environment 
Improvement Fund, 
NE Enterprise Zone 

 Developer 
contributions. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Km of wildlife corridor 
enhanced 

 Sq.m. of flood storage 
capacity created 

 Greenfield runoff rates. 

 Remeander *m of river 
channel 

 Improved WFD status 

 PP Score = 16 

 Reduced risk 
of flooding 

 Populations 
of protected 
species 
safeguarded 

 Improve WFD 

status of 

River Don 
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Wetland habitat creation and protection of key 
protected species: Great Crested Newt, Otter & 
Water Vole, as well as wading birds.  Scheme will also 
help to maintain greenfield runoff rates. 
 
The development also provides opportunities for   
river restoration, re-meandering and restoration of 
floodplain connectivity.  
 
Scheme essential to facilitate major employment 
opportunity, with expansion of Follingsby Park for 
distribution/logistics sectors. The council will bring 
forward essential infrastructure works in 2017 to 
enable the development.  
 
Timescale: 2017-2019 
Project Governance: Gateshead Council and River 
Don Partnership 
Project Manager: Gareth Powell 
 
Leam Lane / Bowes Path – flood alleviation/green 
infrastructure scheme 
Within the upper part of the River Don catchment 
area, there is an opportunity to reduce surface water 
flood risk within Leam Lane area. Surface water flows 
from agricultural land and Bowes Railway path could 
be managed by creating SuDS pond and wetland 
habitat.   
 
Project Governance: Gateshead Council and River 
Don Partnership 
Project Manager: Carl Hodgson, Peter Shield 
Timescale: 2017-2020 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Costs? 

 Local Flood Levy 

 FDGIA 

 Water 
Environment 
Improvement 
Fund 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Reduce risk of 
flooding 

 Wildlife 
corridor 
enhanced 

 

 

 

 

 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 
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S3 Felling Shore  Felling Shore Opportunity 

Area (Site J) in the River 

Tyne Strategic GI Corridor 

 UDP policies:  

 CS Policies:  CS18 (GI & Nat. 

Env.) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP: GI & T1 

 

There has also been significant investment to date on 

land reclamation on parts of this section of riverside 

– notably at Saltmeadows. 

Remediation of the area around the Kittiwake Tower 

was completed in 2016 following earlier repairs to 

the Tower in 2015. 

A project to enhance the grasslands for biodiversity 

commenced in 2016. 

Parts of this section of riverside currently have 

perceived high levels of misuse including flytipping 

although in recent times enforcement, including of 

illegal tethered grazing, has been more successful. 

Further improvements would benefit from outreach 

with communities and businesses to promote 

appreciation of the area and promote responsible 

use. 

 

Timescale: 2012-2020 
Project Governance: 
Project Manager:  

 

 Cost not known 

 Mainstream public 
sector funding 

 Discretionary public 
sector funding e.g. 
Landfill Tax. 

 

 3 ha of Local Wildlife Site 
enhanced 

 Km of Keelman’s Way 
riverside route enhanced 

 

 PP Score = 18 
 

S4 Windy Nook  Windy Nook/Heworth 

Wildlife Gap (No 9) in the 

Eighton Banks, Windy Nook 

& Heworth Strategic 

Corridor 

 UDP policies:  

 CS Policies:  CS18 (GI & Nat. 

Env.) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP:  

 

Closing of the wildlife corridor gap where the A184 

dual carriageway and other roads cross the corridor 

and enhancing green spaces in corridor around 

Nature Park. 

 

Biodiversity enhancements have been carried out 

including conservation grassland improvement 

projects. Removal of illegal horse grazing has 

improved the character of the site but raises a 

challenge for future management. 

 

The Friends of Windy Nook have a significant impact 

in the use and appearance of the site and should 

continue to be supported. 

A safe route to school was created and a range of 

interpretative panels and green gym equipment was 

installed in 2014. Development of further health 

activities across the site would be appropriate. 

 

 Costs not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource. 

 Km of wildlife corridor re-
connected or enhanced 

 

 PP Score = 8  
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Biodiversity enhancements have been completed at 

Whitehill Local Wildlife Site improving areas of 

lowland heath and acid grassland. This commenced 

in 2014 and is ongoing. 

There is further potential to improve the wider 

Whitehills site possibly through improved 

conservation grassland management through 

conservation grazing and or some woodland 

creation. 

 

Timescale:  
Project Governance: 
Project Manager:  
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

S5 Gateshead 

Centre 
 Gateshead Centre 

Opportunity Area (Site E) 
situated in the River Tyne 
Strategic  GI Corridor.  

 UDP policies:  

 CSUCP: CS18 (GI & Nat. 

Env.); CS15 (Promoting Place 

Making); CS17 (Flood risk & 

water management); UC11 

(Gateways and Arrival 

Points); UC15 (Urban 

GI):GC1 (Gateshead Central 

Sub-Area); SG1 (Southern 

Gateway Sub-Area); SG2 

(Exemplar Neighbourhood 

Key Site); SG3 (Southern 

Gateway Development 

Opportunity Sites); QB1 

(Quays and Baltic Sub-Area); 

QB2 (Gatesjead Quays Key 

Site); QB3 (Quays & Baltic 

Development Opportunity 

Sites);  

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

A series of GI interventions in the urban core.  As well 
as creating a new GI network, provision will include 
street trees, living roofs, new green spaces and multi-
functional SuDS, combining GI and surface water 
management.  
 
This will include 4 new urban GI Corridors: Gateshead 
Quays-Baltic Business Quarter; Exemplar 
Neighbourhood; Regent St; and, Riverside Park-
Windmill Hills Park.  These corridors will form a GI 
arch within Gateshead Centre, connecting key 
development sites, with additional connections to 
the wider Strategic GI Network. 
 
It will be important to control surface water run off, 
given the steep topography of the Tyne Gorge and 
the extent of impermeable services.  This should 
include SuDS, such as swales and storage areas, to 
attenuate and convey flows to the Tyne, in 
accordance with the NewcastleGateshead Surface 
Water Management Plan. 
 
Baltic Business Quarter parameters plan 2017 will set 
out a strategic GI / SuD network to guide 
development. 
 
The long term management of the urban GI in 

 Cost not known 

 Discretionary 
resourcing from 
public and private 
sector    

 Developer 

contributions/CIL. 

 Ha of green space created 

 Km of access route 
enhanced  

 4 new urban GI Corridors 

 PP Score = 26 

 Increase in 
accessible 
natural green 
space 
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MSGP33 

 IDP: UC 1-8  

economicaly difficult times is a challenge partly 
because these sites may suffer from miss-use and 
antisocial behaviour. Innovative solutions including 
partnerships with new organisations such as 
academic institutions will be explored. 
 
Timescale: 2014-2030 

Project Governance: 

Project Manager:  Andrew Sloan 

 

S6 Dunston Staiths 

& Saltmarsh 

Garden 

 Dunston Staiths Opportunity 

Area (Site D) situated in the 

Tanfield Railway Strategic 

Corridor  

 UDP Policies: ENV20 (SAM); 

ENV49 (SNCIs/LWSs); ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridors) 

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.); CS17 (Promoting 

Place Making) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP: GI & T1  

The partial restoration of the Staiths, managed 

seasonal access to part of Staiths, restoration of the 

Saltmarsh Garden, other habitat enhancement, and 

community engagement combining historic and 

natural environment is completed. Community 

outreach at the Saltmarsh Garden Project is ongoing 

until April 2018.  

Project forms part of and is directly linked to wider 

riverside access (Keelman’s Way). 

 

Timescale: 2012-2015 

Project Governance: 
Project Manager: 
 

 Cost not known 

 Discretionary 
resourcing from 
public sector: HLF for 
Staiths  

 Obligated funding 
from the private 
sector: Wimpey for 
Saltmarsh Gdn.   

 
 
 

 Two Local Wildlife Sites 
enhanced 

 Km of wildlife corridor 
enhanced 

 1 SAM improved 

 PP Score = 18 
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

S7 Lower Team 

Valley 

River Team Wildlife Gap (No 4)  

 UDP Policies: ENV20 (SAM); 

ENV49 (SNCIs/ LWS); ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridor) 

 CS Policies: CS18 (GI & Nat. 

Env.); CS15 (Promoting Place 

Making); CS17 (Flood Risk & 

Water Management). 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP: GI & W2 

 

Gateshead Council and the Environment Agency are 

working in partnership on a programme of 

catchment management projects to reduce fluvial 

and surface water flood risk in the lower catchment 

of the River Team as part of the Team Valley Flood 

Alleviation Project and Flood Masterplan.  

 

The schemes have potential to provide wider 

environmental benefits in terms of WDF objectives, 

habitat enhancement and improving the 

environment of Team Valley Trading Estate 

This also closes the River Team Wildlife Corridor Gap.  

 

The scheme has potential to deliver economic 

Total cost of core Team 
Valley scheme 8.4m   

 Discretionary 
resourcing from 
public and private 
sector.   

 Flood Defence Grant 
In Aid  

 Water Environment 
Improvement Fund 

 Local flood levy 

  
 

 Km of wildlife corridor re-
connected and enhanced. 

 Flood storage 

 Improved WFD status  

 Reduced flood risk to 
business and residential 
properties 

  
 

 PP Score = 15 
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benefits by reducing flood risk for businesses on 

TVTE. 

 

The Lower Team Valley schemes includes: 

- day lighting and removal of a weir at Eslington Park; 

- flood storage Watergate Forest Park; 

- integration of SuDS within Team Valley Trading 

Estate guided by TVTE Surface Water Management 

Plan.   

 

The Council is working with the Durham Wildlife 

Trust to deliver wildlife community outreach in the 

area of Eslington Park in 2017 between the Saltmarsh 

Garden and Norwood Nature Park which is funded by 

the Tyne and Wear Community Trust’s LEAF Fund. 

 

Timescale: 2017-2019 

Project Governance: Team Partnership 

Project Manager:  Jo Gooding, Stephen Marshall, 

LLFA- Peter Burrows, Carl Hodgson, Jimmy Young.   

 

 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

S8 Upper Team 

Valley 

 Team Valley Opportunity 

Area (Site K) situated in the 

Team Valley Strategic GI 

Corridor. 

 UDP Policies: ENV49 

(SNCIs/LWS); ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridors) 

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.); CS15 (Promoting 

Place Making); CS17 (Flood 

Risk & Water Management). 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP: GI & W2 

 

Gateshead Council and the Environment Agency are 

working in partnership  on a programme of 

catchment management projects to reduce fluvial 

and surface water flood risk in the lower catchment 

of the River Team as part of the Team Valley Flood 

Alleviation Project and Flood Masterplan 

 

This includes the large-scale restoration of riverside 

flood meadows between the A1 and High Urpeth, 

bringing combined biodiversity, landscape and flood 

management benefits, and providing managed public 

access in areas where little currently exists.  

 

This includes an area of functional floodplain.  

Increased vegetation density and meander 

Total cost of Team 
Valley scheme £8.4m 

 ERDF 

 FDGIA 

 Local Levy 

 Council 

 Private  

 Water Environment 
Improvement Fund 

 
Possibly 

 Landfill Tax and HLF. 
Supported by Defra 
Higher Level 
Stewardship.  

 
 

 Sq.m of flood storage 
capacity created  

 c.80 additional ha of 
Durham Biodiversity 
Action Plan priority 
habitat restored or 
created 

 
 

 PP Score = 25 

 Increase in 
accessible 
natural green 
space 

 Increase in 
biodiversity 

 Reduced risk 
of flooding  

 Improved 

WFD status 

for River 

Team  
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restoration has the potential to attenuate floodwater 

providing an opportunity to reduce flood risk in the 

TVTE downstream.  This would also help to offset 

peak flows due to climate change. 

 

Modelled on the existing HLF-funded Lamesley 

Pastures Project, but potentially up to four times the 

size by land area, extending up to 80 hectares 

(current Lamesley Pastures site being 18 hectares). 

).  It would provide upstream flood storage,   through 

better use of the natural flood plain; river restoration 

of 500m of the River Team reinstating meanders; 

creation of a series of ponds, pools and bunds; and 

creation (10ha), restoration and enhancement of 

c.70 hectares of priority habitats resulting in the 

establishment of a regionally important wetland 

nature reserve. The Council anticipates that it will 

apply for European Regional Development Fund.  

 

The core scheme also includes smaller scale natural 

flood management (NFM)  schemes including: 

- Urpeth Wood – river restoration and 

backwaters; 

- Low Urpeth – wetlands and hedgerow; 

- Target Wood riparian buffer and hedgerow; 

- Greenford Lane –permeable boards; 

- Lady Park Burn (Robins Wood) - leaky 

dams. 

 

In addition, the Council has identified other green 

infrastructure and flood management projects within 

the Team catchment:  

- Hedley Hall Woods 

Extension of Hedley Hall Woods by Woodland Trust, 

provides an opportunity to remove the existing 

culvert and create approx. 500m of enhanced open 

watercourse incorporating a series of check dams, 

along with the creation of at least two attenuation 

ponds that will relieve flooding along Birkheads Lane 
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and contribute to flood alleviation on the Team 

Valley Trading Estate, and deliver significant 

improvements in water quality and ecological 

function. 

 

- South of AEI Cables Durham Road Rowletch 

Burn.  

This site supports a large area (c.3ha) of irreplaceable 

remnant species rich grassland, as well as early 

successional brownfield land/scrub mosaic and lies 

within a designated Wildlife Corridor. The Rowletch 

Burn runs along the western boundary of the site and 

the site is at significant risk of fluvial flooding and 

surface water flooding.   Gateshead Surface Water 

Management Plan recommended that this green 

space should be used to store excess surface water 

from the surrounding area.  The Rowletch Burn is 

also heavily polluted which contributes towards the 

failing water body status of the River Team under the 

Water Framework Directive. 

 

A sensitively designed natural flood management 

scheme has potential to enhance the existing habitat, 

contribute towards the flood management and WFD 

objectives of the catchment.    

 

Multi-ownership complicates delivery, and has 
inhibited progress to date.  Would require a series of 
additional land acquisitions (or management 
agreements) for long-term security of land. 
The EA has commenced landowner engagement. 
Further work is needed to develop the stewardship 
requirements and opportunities for Water Meadows 
at Lamesley and on the NFM sites.  The delivery will 
be through partnership approach between the 
Environment Agency and the Council. Further 
modelling and design work is to be commissioned by 
Environment Agency in Autumn 2017, ahead of 
delivery in 2018/19.  
 
Timescale: 2017-2020 
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Project Governance:  Team Catchment Partnership 
Project Manager: : Joe Gooding, Stephen Marshall, 

Peter Shield, Carl Hodgson 

S9 Tanfield Railway  Bodgins Burn Wildlife Gap 
(No 10) situated in the 
Tanfield Railway Strategic GI 
Corridor. 

 UDP policies: ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridors) 

 CSUCP Policies:  CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 

Closing of the Wildlife Corridor gap where the A692 
Burnopfield and A6076 Stanley roads cross the 
corridor. 
 
In practice, although this has been identified in 
Gateshead’s Ecological Evidence Base and 
subsequently in the GI Strategy, because this gap 
consists simply of road crossings, the potential for 
ecological improvement is limited. 
 
The Tanfield Railway Path has a new connection with 
the Keelman’s Way at the Saltmarsh Garden 
following the reopening of the Ekki Bridge.  
Timescale:  
Project Governance: 
Project Manager: 
 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource. 

 Km of wildlife corridor re-
connected. 

 

 PP Score = 7 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

S10 Metrogreen  Metrogreen Opportunity 

Area (Site F) and River Tyne 

Wildlife Gap (No 2) situated 

in the River Tyne Strategic GI 

Corridor 

 UDP policies: ENV49 

(SNCIs/LWSs); ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridors) 

 CSUCP Policies: CS3 (Spatial 

Strategy for Neighbourhood 

Area) CS18 (GI & Nat. Env.); 

CS17 (Flood Risk & Water 

Management) AOC2 

(Metrogreen). 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP: G1 & W1 

 

 

Multi-functional GI, combining improved access, 

biodiversity, landscaping, flood defence and surface 

water management using SuDS.  Riverside is 

particularly important for access and biodiversity.  GI 

has key role in creating a setting for and adding value 

to new housing development. 

 

The Metrogreen Flood Management Plan identifies 

potential for a landscaped bund set back from the 

River Tyne frontage to mitigate the tidal and fluvial 

flood risk at Metrogreen.  The Metrogreen Surface 

Water Management Plan will identify suitable 

locations for SuDs such as swales and storage areas 

to manage surface water. 

 

Contamination issues on most sites and flood risks to 

be addressed. 

 

Treatment of interface between River Tyne Tidal 

Mudflats LWS and development is key.  The buffer 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource 

 Developer 
contributions/CIL. 

 Ha of Durham Biodiversity 
Action Plan priority 
habitat retained, 
enhanced or created 

 25-30 ha of multi-
functional green space 
created 

 Km of access route 
enhanced 

 PP Score = 26 
 



Page 30 of 47 

strip or bund on the riverside needs to accommodate 

the Keelman’s Way GI riverside route within a 

landscaped setting, and screen mudflats to minimise 

disturbance to feeding waders.   

 

Brownfield habitat loss is anticipated from 

development, but still aim to retain or recreate some 

brownfield habitat. 

 

Work will commence on the evidence for the 

Metrogreen Area Action Plan 2017/2018 which 

include a preferred green infrastructure and flood 

management strategy.     

 

Timescale: 2020-2030 
Project Governance: Metrogreen Project Board 
Project Manager:  Joe Gooding, Jane Howarth 
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

S11 

 

Lower Derwent 

Valley 
 Lower Derwent Valley 

Opportunity Area (Site M) 

and River Derwent Wildlife 

Corridor Gap (No 5) situated 

in the Derwent Valley 

Strategic GI Corridor 

 UDP policies: ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridors) 

 CSUCP Policies:  CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.); CS17 (Flood Risk 

& Water Management).  

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP: G1 & W1 

 

The lowest 1200 metres of the Derwent, including 

the Tidal River Derwent LWS and the Hurrocks 

allotments. 

 

Scope for multi-functional GI and surface water 

management/ SuDS, linked with any future 

development.  Shibdon Meadow and the Hurrocks 

are functional floodplain.  This would include 

improved riverside access and biodiversity 

enhancements. The mouth of the Derwent is also 

considered to present a threatening environment to 

users in some locations.  

 

Includes Shibdon Meadow restoration of LWS to 

provide multi-functional GI, enhancing wetland for 

wildlife and providing flood storage capacity, in the 

event of extreme tidal and fluvial flood events.  Long 

standing land acquisition issues have been resolved 

and a project by Durham Wildlife Trust to start the 

improvements to Shibdon Meadow as part of the 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource e.g. 
Local Flood Levy and 
Landfill Tax 

 Developer 
contributions/CIL.  

 19 ha of Local Wildlife Site 
enhanced 

 Sq.m of flood storage 
capacity created 

 New cycle route 
connection to Keelman’s 
Way 

 PP Score = 26 

 Increase in 
accessible 
natural green 
space 

 Reduced risk 
of flooding  
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Land of Oak and Iron Landscape Partnership can 

commence. 

 

Links to the Metrogreen project, but with specific 

issues and opportunities, hence separate treatment 

in the GI Strategy & here in the Delivery Plan. 

Pedestrian access improvements linking Shibdon 

Meadow and Shibdon Pond with the Keelman’s Way 

could be improved. 

 

Timescale: 2012-2020 
Project Governance:   
Project Manager: 
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

S12 Blackhall Mill  River Derwent Wildlife 

Corridor Gap (No 7) situated 

in the Derwent Valley 

Strategic Corridor 

 UDP policies: ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridor) 

 CSUCP Policies:  CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP:    

The riparian component of the wildlife corridor on 

the section of the Derwent as it passes through 

Blackhall Mill is constricted by housing and flood 

defences.  

 

There is potential here to enhance biodiversity by 

creating flood meadows, combined with flood 

storage, on land on the south (Durham) side of the 

river. 

 

Riverside access improvements on the Durham side 

of the Derwent as part of the Land of Oak and Iron 

Project will improve sustainable transport 

connections for people living in Blackhall Mill and 

those traveling from the Derwent Walk to GI sites 

north of the River. 

 

Timescale:  
Project Governance:   
Project Manager: 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource e.g. 
Local Flood Levy and 
Landfill Tax 

 CIL. 

 Km of wildlife corridor re-
connected 

 Sq.m of flood storage 
capacity created 

 PP Score = 12 
2 

 Reduced risk 
of flooding 
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S13 Blaydon Burn  Blaydon Burn Wildlife 

Corridor Gap (No 6) situated 

in the Blaydon & Barlow 

Burns Strategic  GI Corridor 

 UDP policies: ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridors)  

 CSUCP Policies:  CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.); CS17 (Flood Risk 

& Water Management). 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 

Closing the gap where the B6317 and the minor 

Blaydon Burn road cross the Blaydon Burn Valley, 

and sections of the Burn have been culverted, by de-

culverting the burn.  Blaydon Burn also has a history 

of flooding which has been associated with culverted 

reaches and trash screens. The Environment Agency 

is carrying out monitoring of the Burn and in 

connection with the Water Framework Directive 

targets. 

 

Timescale:  
Project Governance:   
Project Manager: 
 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource 

 CIL. 

 Km of wildlife corridor re-
connected 

 

 PP Score = 14  
 

S14 Stanley Burn 

and Milkwell 

Burn Wildlife 

Corridors 

 Stanley Burn Wildlife 

Corridor Gap (no 11) 

 UDP policies: ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridors)  

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 

Closing the Wildlife Corridor gap where the A695 and 

B6395 roads cross the Stanley Burn. 

 
Stanley Burn has the potential as a cross-boundary 
multi-functional project with Northumberland 
County Council as there are opportunities for 
biodiversiy and access improvements, community 
engagement and heritage interpretation. Stanley 
Burn also has a role in flood alleviation at Prudhoe. 
The Land of Oak and Iron Landscape Partnership is 
funding woodland and community outreach projects 
in Prudhoe but further projects are possible for 
similar projects in Gateshead. 
 
The Milkwell Burn Wildlife Corridor connects with 

the Stanley Burn Wildlife Corridor and this area has 

significant possibilities in terms of biodiversity and 

access improvement projects.  

 

Timescale:  
Project Governance:   
Project Manager: 
 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource. 

 Km of wildlife corridor re-
connected 

 

 PP Score = 3  
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 
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THEMATIC PROJECTS 

 

S15 River Tyne  River Tyne Opportunity Area 

(Site O) covering the whole 

of the River Tyne Strategic 

Corridor 

 UDP policies: ENV49 

(SNCIs/LWSs); ENV51 

(Wildlife Corridors); T6 

(River Tyne Corridor).  

 CSUCP Policies:  CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.). 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33, MSGP39 

 

 

 IDP:  G1 & T1  

Enhancement of new Local Wildlife Site. 

 

The wintering wading bird population is regionally 

significant but very susceptible to disturbance. 

Riverside public access (the Keelman’s Way) needs to 

be screened and buffered in some areas to prevent 

disturbance, while at the same time giving views of 

the river.  

 

Biological recording of the bird population by 

volunteers and others will be supported. A short 

community outreach project at Stella Riverside will 

aim to increase appreciation of the need for a 

riverside buffer zone in that area. 

 

The newly-established Quayside Kittiwake 

Partnership is also developing a project to safeguard 

the unique inland Kittiwake population in central 

Newcastle and Gateshead.  The creation of a high-

quality new artificial Kittiwake breeding site by a 

private company in the central area is currently being 

developed. 

 

Timescale:  
Project Governance:   
Project Manager: 
 

 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource 

 Potential developer 
contributions/CIL 

 HLF is potential 
funding source for 
Quayside Kittiwake 
Project. 

 300 ha of Local Wildlife 
Site enhanced 

 Km of access route 
enhanced 

 PP Score = 22 
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

T1 Access Routes  Access route gaps 

(outstanding items from 

nos. 13-26) and others 

identified in the GI Strategy 

(and originally sourced from 

This project will oversee works to close the gaps on 

the access route network (including Public Rights of 

Way). These have been identified as: 

 Creating a multi-user link from Winlaton Mill to 

Northumberland using the former Chopwell 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource 

 Potential develop 
contributions/CIL. 

 Km of access route 
enhanced 

 PP Score = 10 
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the Tyne & Wear Public 

Rights of Way Improvement 

Plan). 

 UDP policies:  

 CSUCP Policies: CS13 

(Transport); CS18 (GI & Nat 

Env;  

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 Cycling Strategy for 

Gateshead  

 

Mineral Line. This project is unlikely along its 

entire length in the short term as sections are in 

private ownership. It is questionable how much 

a gap in the network this route is as there are 

other paths linking Winlaton Mill to Chopwell. 

Two other section of the Chopwell Mineral Line 

which are in Council ownership will or have 

been improved as part of the Land of Oak and 

Iron Partnership in 2016. This includes the 

section from Chopwell Village to the northern 

entrance to Milkwellburn Wood which created 

as a new bridleway (BW 123 Blaydon). Further 

improvements to Footpath 40 Blaydon, part of 

the Red Kite Trail at High Spen Bank which is 

also adjacent to the Chopwell Mineral Line are 

proposed. 

 Creation of a surfaced multi-user route on 

highway verge from Winlaton Mill to Thornley 

Woodland Centre and Rowlands Gill. Various 

routes have been examined over a number of 

years but the project is considered too costly to 

be delivered at this time. This project remains a 

long term aspiration however. The creation of 

one section of cycleway along the footway from 

Lockhaugh Lane to Thornley Woodlands Centre 

is the most feasible.  

 Funding is being sought to improve the paths in 

or connecting with the Derwent Walk Country 

Park including the Clockburn Lonnen (Restricted 

Byway 59 Whickham) the footpath from 

Winlaton Mill to Lands Wood ‘The Black Ashy 

Path’ (Footpath 57 Blaydon) and the footpath 

from Thornley Woodland Centre to the C2C 

route, incorporating ‘Turner’s Viewpoint’ 

(Footpath 62 Blaydon). Establishing a new 

public bridleway - Blaydon 120 at Spen Burn 

Woods was completed in 2014. 

 Creating a bridleway link from Restricted Byway 

44 Whickham to the Derwent Walk in the Lower 
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Derwent Valley is awaiting a ‘direction’ by the 

Secretary of State  

 Establishing a footpath link along the Stargate 

Mineral Line was completed in 2013. 

 Bridging gaps in the surfaced route near Windy 

Nook Nature Park was completed in 2013. The 

Safe Route to School via the rear of Windy Nook 

Primary is well used. There is potential to run 

walking and cycling events in the wider Windy 

Nook area. 

 Upgrade Urpeth Bridge to Urpeth Forge to 

bridleway This route is currently a restricted 

bridleway (RB 21 Lamesley) and had pedestrian, 

cycle and horse user ‘rights’. Changing the 

designation would be a ‘downgrading’ of rights 

and would not address access gap. 

Improvements to this route are difficult due to 

private ownership and difficult access 

arrangements. 

 Upgrade the Barlow/Greenside to Coalburns 

route up to bridleway. This route is currently an 

Unclassified ‘white’ County Road. Removing 

vehicle rights would require a downgrading of 

current rights. A potential project to repair the 

road which is very eroded by water damage is 

unlikely due to the excessive cost of resolving 

the substantial drainage and surfacing 

problems. 

 

A further survey of the entire network was 

completed in 2013, as part of a Rights of Way 

Management System, and further gaps and areas 

requiring improvement were highlighted. These 

issues are currently being improved but any 

outstanding access gaps will be noted when the 

Green Infrastructure Strategy is revised - potentially 

in 2020   

 

Other access gaps reported in the Green 
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Infrastructure Strategy report but not reported in 

the original GI Delivery Plan are detailed below 

 

 Upgrade of Footpath 28 Blaydon - 

completed  

 Improve safety crossing at Tanfield Railway 

Path – Penyfine Crossing – completed. 

 Improve safety crossing at Tanfield Railway 

Path – A6076 – completed. 

 Create link in Keelman’s Way at Stella – 

completed. 

 Establish link on Greenside Mineral Line – 

Sections of the Greenside Line Footpath 

103 Ryton were improved in 2017 as part 

of the Land of Oak and Iron project. Paths 

have also been improved as part of the 

Burnhills waste disposal site reclamation 

scheme. 

 

As part of the Land of Oak and Iron Landscape 

Partnership Waggonways Access for All work 

significant improvements were carried out on the 

following path which gives rise to a significant 

closure in an access gap in the lower Derwent Valley.  

 Woodhouse Lane (The route of the 

Western Way 1 Waggonway) (BW and RB 

148/149 Whickham) 

 

The significant cost of the ongoing maintenance 

costs of the rights of way network will remain a 

challenge in the future. 

 

Timescale: 2012 - 2030 
Project Governance:   
Project Manager: 
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 
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T2 Open Spaces & 

Playing Pitches 

 

 Deficiencies in open space… 

 UDP policies:  

 CSUCP Policies: CS14 (Health 

and Wellbeing)CS18 (Green 

Infrastructure and the 

Natural Environment);  

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP40, MSGP41 

 IDP:    

Specific deficiencies in various types of open space, 

and of sports pitches, have been identified. These 

are set out below: 

 Parks and open spaces in Crawcrook, Ryton, 

Winlaton, Felling, Birtley and some areas of 

Whickham and Sunniside 

 Outdoor pitches at Crawcrook, Ryton, Chopwell, 

Rowlands Gill, Birtley and Felling (subject to 

revision in line with the forthcoming Playing 

Pitch Strategy) 

 Play areas in Gateshead – imperfect distribution 

and in some cases inadequate size 

 Doorstep open spaces in urban neighbourhoods  

 

This Open Space Assessment (OSA) was produced in 

August 2017 to inform policies contained in 

Gateshead’s Local Plan which will guide 

development across the Borough until 2030.   

 

The OSA provides a qualitative and quantitative 

assessment of the supply of, and the demand for 

open spaces across the Borough.  Findings from 

these assessments of supply and demand are used 

to determine recommendations for Local Plan 

policies relating to the provision of new open spaces, 

and the protection of existing sites.  Criteria-based 

Local Plan policies, applying local ‘standards’ relating 

to the provision of open space may be used by the 

Council as a measure of surpluses and deficiencies in 

open space provision. 

 

 

Timescale: 2012 - 2030 
Project Governance:   
Project Manager: 
 

 Cost not known 

 Funded from 
discretionary public 
sector resource 

 Potential developer 
contributions/CIL. 

 Sq.m of open space 
created 

 Sq.m of playing pitches 
provided 

 PP Score = 10 
 



Page 38 of 47 

T3 Woodlands & 

Meadows 

 Deficiencies in open space… 

 UDP policies: ENV44 

(Woodland, tree and 

hedgerow protection and 

enhancement). 

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33, MSGP37, MSGP38 

 IDP:    

Changing close-mown amenity grass into both 

community woodlands and wildflower meadows was 

investigated in 2012.  The project looked at reducing 

ground maintenance costs through management 

planning.   

Tree planting was carried out on large areas of public 

open space in Birtley where grass cutting had been 

reduced. 

This work was as a result of the direct application of 

the Council’s Green Action Planning group led by the 

Office of the Chief Executive.   

A thorough investigation of potential sites for 

woodland creation on council land was carried out 

and this illustrated the lack of suitable sites for new 

planting due to competition for development or 

because of ecological or highway concerns. 

As part of this project a 5ha community woodland 

project was planted at Stella although this has 

suffered to some extent by vandalism and illegal 

horse grazing. 

Woodland creation is unlikely to be considered for 

large urban sites in the future unless there are funds 

for significant investment in long term maintenance 

Research was carried out looking at the potential of 

managing council woodlands for wildlife with wood 

fuel as a by-product. Unfortunately this would not be 

economically viable at this stage. 

 

The long-term management of public open space 

grasslands remains a challenge. Grassland and 

meadows of high conservation value need to be cut 

and the hay removed annually as a cessation to 

these operations as a result of budgetary constraints 

would have a negative effect on nature 

conservation. 

It is likely that managed conservation grazing will 

play an increased role in the management of 

grasslands in the future. 

 

 Overall cost not 
known 

 c.£40,000 for Stella 
community 
woodland 

 Mainstream public 
sector funding 

 Discretionary public 
sector funding e.g. 
Big Tree Plant. 

 Sq.m of community 
woodland created 

 No. of trees planted 

 Sq.m of wildflower 
meadows created 

 PP Score = 15 

 Increase in 
accessible 
natural green 
space 

 Increase in 
biodiversity 

 Reduced 
maintenance 
cost 
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The changes in the Department of Farming, 

Environment and Rural Affairs’ Countryside 

Stewardship grants following Brexit may dictate the 

direction of future projects if the importance of state 

aiding the use of land for example for water 

management and public health were to become 

more prominent government policy. 

 

Timescale: 2012 - 2017 
Project Governance: Colin Huntington 
Project Manager: Kevin Hills 
 
 

       

T4 Allotments & 

Community 

Gardens 

 UDP policies: CFR27 

(allotments). 

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.) 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP40. MSGP41 

 IDP:    

Improving the supply and condition of allotments 

and community gardens.  

A number of improvements have taken place 

improving sites such as the Hurrocks and improving 

the management of allocating allotments, dividing 

allotments to create more and manageable plots, 

encouraging community gardens and supporting 

allotment societies to run sites and take on 

increased responsibilities. 

 

Timescale: 2012 - 2017 
Project Governance: Colin Huntington 
Project Manager: Kevin Hills 
 

 Cost not known 

 Mainstream public 
sector funding 

 Discretionary public 
sector funding. 

 No. of allotment plots 
created 

 Sq.m of Community 
Gardens created 

 PP Score = 9 

 Improved 
health and 
wellbeing 

T5 Greening the 

Gateway 

 UDP policies:  

CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & Nat. 

Env.); UC15,  (Urban GI); UC11 

(Gateways); GC1 (Gateshead 

Central Sub-Area); SG1 (Southern 

Gateway Sub-Area); QB1 (Quays 

and Baltic Sub-Area)  

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP:    

A series of greening interventions on key gateways 

to Gateshead and along major transport corridors 

(road and rail) aimed at improving the attractiveness 

of Gateshead and masking unsightly buildings and 

infrastructure.  

 

This was a direct application from the Office of the 

Chief Executive’s s Green Action Planning work. 

 

A trial was carried out looking at more sensitive 

management of grassland along the Crawcrook 

 Cost not known 

 Mainstream public 
sector funding 

 Discretionary public 
sector funding. 

 Sq.m of green space 
enhanced or created 

 PP Score = 9 

 Aesthetic 
improvement 
of gateways 

 Increase in 
biodiversity  
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Bypass. 

 

Timescale: 2012 - 2017 
Project Governance: Colin Huntington 
Project Manager: Kevin Hills 
 

T6 Urban Greening  UDP policies:  

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.); CS15 (Promoting 

Place Making). 

 Draft MSGP Policies: 

MSGP33 

 IDP:    

Enhancement of urban greenspaces and the linkages 
between them, in areas outside of the urban core, 
therefore beyond the coverage of the Urban Core 
Area Action Plan, e.g. in Bensham and Saltwell. 
 
The detail of projects will be developed through 

subsequent masterplanning work for future 

schemes. 

 

Timescale: 2012 - 2030 
Project Governance:   
Project Manager:  
 

 Cost not known 

 Mainstream public 
sector funding 

 Discretionary public 
sector funding 

 Potential developer 
contributions/CIL.  

 Sq.m of green space 
enhanced or created 

 Km of Urban GI 
         routes created. 

 PP Score = 15 
 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

T7 Green Interim 

Uses 

 UDP policies:  

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.);  UC11 (Gateways 

and Arrival Points); UC15 

(Urban GI):GC1 (Gateshead 

Central Sub-Area); SG1 

(Southern Gateway Sub-

Area); SG2 (Exemplar 

Neighbourhood Key Site); 

SG3 (Southern Gateway 

Development Opportunity 

Sites); QB1 (Quays and Baltic 

Sub-Area); QB2 (Gateshjead 

Quays Key Site); QB3 (Quays 

& Baltic Development 

Opportunity Sites);  

 IDP:    

A number of sites will remain undeveloped for a 
period of time as a consequence of planned phasing 
or viability constraints. The potential to use these for 
temporary green uses, including pocket parks and 
community gardens, or as retention for brownfield 
biodiversity, or for biomass production, will have 
wider community benefit.  
 
The project will seek to identify these sites and 
develop a series of phased sub-projects.  
 
Timescale: 2012 - 2030 
Project Governance:   
Project Manager: 
 

 Cost not known, but 
generally low cost 
interventions 

 Mainstream public 
sector funding 

 Discretionary public 
sector funding. 

 Sq.m of green space 
enhanced or created 

 PP Score = 13 
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T8 Marketing & 

Promotion 

None  This project will look at the promotion of the linking 
network of green infrastructure assets raising 
awareness of the natural environment through 
various media and also promoting walking and 
cycling for health and wellbeing  It will include 
provision for people with disabilities. 
 
There is potential to work with the universities to 
use new technologies to encourge the public to use 
and enjoy GI as part of wider healthy living 
iniitatives. 
 
Timescale: 2012 - 2030 
Project Governance:   
Project Manager 
 

 Cost not known 

 Discretionary public 
sector funding. 

 No of leaflets produced 

 No of interpretation 
panels installed. 

 PP Score = 9 

 Increase in 
visitor 
numbers  

 Increased 
‘access’ 

 Increased 
awareness of 
biodiversity 
and heritage 
and culture 

Ref Project Name Policy Context Description Inputs Outputs Outcomes 

T9 Research & 

Understanding 
 UDP policies:  

 CSUCP Policies: CS18 (GI & 

Nat. Env.); CS17 (Flood Risk 

& Water Management). 

 SFRA, NewcastleGateshead 

Surface Water Management 

Plan & Strategy; Gateshead 

Flood Risk Management 

Strategy.  

 

 

A series of research studies over the lifetime of the 

GI Delivery Plan.  

 

Current proposal: 

 

Green Infrastructure and Flood Risk Management 

Study 

 

Additional study to bring together earlier work on GI 

and flood risk management, to develop our 

understanding as to how and where GI could help to 

alleviate flood risk.  This should build upon the 

NewcastleGateshead Surface Water Management 

Strategy and assist the Council as Lead Local Flood 

Authority with forthcoming new responsibilities as a 

SuDS Approving Body. 

 

This is an outstanding commitment in evidence 

gathering, in support of both GI delivery and flood 

risk management. This would enable further projects 

to be identified to maximise the synergy between 

these two areas of work. 

 

 £20,000 

 Discretionary public 
sector funding 
including 
Environment Agency 

 Research Study  PP Score = 
N/A 

 Improved 
scoping of 
projects to 
manage flood 
risk and 
enhance GI 
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Further ecological monitoring of projects is 

necessary to investigate their effectiveness 

 

Further research is required into the use of 

Gateshead’s GI by residents. And an evaluation of 

the potential health impacts of projects. 
Timescale: 2013 - 2014 
Project Governance: Core Strategy Project Board 
Project Manager: Peter Bell 
 



Page 43 of 47 

Appendix 1 

 

Green Infrastructure Projects & Strategic Network Map  
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Appendix 2 

 

Scoring Matrix 

 

A function score of 3 on a function indicates a high contribution or benefit; 2 medium and 1 low.  A spatial score of 3 indicates that a project is 

completely within the GI Network or Opportunity Area – lower scores indicate the approximate extent to which the thematic projects fall within 

the GI Network and Opportunity Areas (1.5 = c.50% within; 1 = c.30% within). 

 

The scoring is based upon the Council’s evidence base as referenced in this Delivery Plan, primarily in the form of the GI Study and Strategy, 

and where appropriate, other documents including the water studies, the Ecological Evidence Base, and the Tyne and Wear Public Rights of 

Way Improvement Plan.  However, this process is qualitative, and inevitably reliant to some extent upon the expertise and judgement of 

officers. 

 

In the interests of consistency and transparency, all projects highlighted by this evidence base have been included.  However, particularly low 

scoring projects are less likely to be implemented.  Furthermore, future projects will be tested against these criteria, and those which score 

highly may displace low scoring projects from this list. 

 
Ref Project Name Function 

Score: 

Biodiversity 

Function 

Score: 

Non-

motorised 

transport 

Function 

Score: 

Recreational 

access 

Function 

Score: 

Enhanced 

economic  

competitive 

-ness 

Function 

Score: 

Setting of 

Heritage 

& Culture 

Function 

Score: 

Enhanced 

landscape 

Function 

Score: 

Water & flood 

risk 

management 

Function 

Score: 

Climate 

change 

mitigation 

& adaptn. 

Spatial 

Score: 

In 

Strategic 

GI 

Network? 

Spatial 

Score: 

In an 

Opportunity 

Area? 

Project 

Priority: 

Total 

Score 

S1 Wardley Manor 

Forest Pk.  

3 3 3 1 2 2 0 1 3 3 21 

S2 Follingsby 3 1 1 3 0 2 3 3 0 0 16 

S3 Felling Shore 3 3 3 1 0 2 0 0 3 3 18 

S4 Windy Nook & 

Heworth 

(Wildlife Corr. 

gap) 

3 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 3 0   8 

S5 Gateshead 

Centre 

1 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 26 

S6 Dunston Staiths 

& Saltmarsh 

Garden. 

 

 

 

 

3 1 3 1 3 1 0 0 3 3 18 
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Ref Project Name Function 

Score: 

Biodiversity 

Function 

Score: 

Non-

motorised 

transport 

Function 

Score: 

Recreational 

access 

Function 

Score: 

Enhanced 

economic  

competitive 

-ness 

Function 

Score: 

Setting of 

Heritage 

& Culture 

Function 

Score: 

Enhanced 

landscape 

Function 

Score: 

Water & flood 

risk 

management 

Function 

Score: 

Climate 

change 

mitigation 

& adaptn. 

Spatial 

Score: 

In 

Strategic 

GI 

Network? 

Spatial 

Score: 

In an 

Opportunity 

Area? 

Project 

Priority: 

Total 

Score 

S7 Lower Team 

Valley (Wildlife 

Corr. gap) 

3 0 1 3 0 2 3 3 0 0 15 

S8 Upper Team 

Valley 

3 0 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 25 

S9 Tanfield 

Railway Pth. 

(Wildlife Corr. 

gap) 

2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 3 0   7 

S10 Metrogreen 3 3 3 3 0 3 3 2 3 3 26 

S11 Lower Derwent 

Valley 

3 3 3 3 0 3 3 2 3 3 26 

S12 Blackhill Mill 

(Wildlife Corr. 

gap) 

3 0 1 0 0 1 2 2 3 0 12 

S13 Blaydon Burn 

(Wildlife Corr. 

gap) 

3 0 1 0 2 2 1 2 3 0 14 

S14 Stanley Burn 

(Wildlife Corr. 

gap) 

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0   3 

S15 River Tyne 

(overall project 

– in addn. to 

specific 

projects listed.) 

3 3 3 3 1 2 0 1 3 3 22 

T1 Access route 

gaps (including 

PROW gaps). 

0 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 1.5 

(some 

routes 

only) 

1.5 

(some routes 

only) 

10 

T2 Open spaces & 

playing pitches. 

 

 

 

 

 

1 0 3 1 1 3 0 1 1 

(few sites 

within 

Strategic 

Network) 

1 

(several sites 

in 

Opportunity 

Areas) 

 

 

 

 

 

12 
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Ref Project Name Function 

Score: 

Biodiversity 

Function 

Score: 

Non-

motorised 

transport 

Function 

Score: 

Recreational 

access 

Function 

Score: 

Enhanced 

economic  

competitive 

-ness 

Function 

Score: 

Setting of 

Heritage 

& Culture 

Function 

Score: 

Enhanced 

landscape 

Function 

Score: 

Water & flood 

risk 

management 

Function 

Score: 

Climate 

change 

mitigation 

& adaptn. 

Spatial 

Score: 

In 

Strategic 

GI 

Network? 

Spatial 

Score: 

In an 

Opportunity 

Area? 

Project 

Priority: 

Total 

Score 

T3 Woodlands & 

Meadows 

3 0 3 1 1 3 0 2 1 

(few sites 

within 

Strategic 

Network) 

1 

(several sites 

in 

Opportunity 

Areas) 

15 

T4 Allotments & 

Community 

Gardens 

 

 

 

 

0 0 3 1 0 2 0 1 1 

(several 

sites 

within 

Strategic 

Network) 

1 

(several sites 

within 

Strategic 

Network) 

9 

T5 Greening the 

Gateway 

1 0 0 3 0 3 0 1 1 

(some 

gateways 

within 

Network) 

1 

(some 

gateways 

within 

Opportunity 

Areas) 

  9 

T6 Urban Greening 1 1 3 2 1 3 1 1 1 

(some 

potential 

within 

Network) 

1 

(some 

potential 

within 

Opportunity 

Areas) 

15 

T7 Green Interim 

Uses 

3 0 2 2 0 3 0 1 1 

(some 

within 

Network) 

1 

(some within 

Opportunity 

Areas) 

13 

T8 

 

Marketing & 

Promotion 

0 1 3 2 0 0 0 0 1.5 

(coverage 

within 

Network) 

1.5 

(coverage 

within 

Opportunity 

Areas) 

  9 

T9 Research & 

understanding 

          N/A 
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Appendix 3                                Land Acquisitions and Disposals Checklist 

 

The following ten criteria should be applied when considering a potential land acquisition or disposal: 

 

1) Is the Council the most appropriate land owner, or are there other more appropriate ways of safeguarding the site (if necessary), e.g. via a 

management agreement, or by disposal to an alternative owner?  

 

2) Are resources available to fund a purchase, or if not, is it likely that funding can be raised? 

 

3) What are the resource implications of future management and site development work?  If necessary, can resources be raised from external 

sources, including if appropriate, funding for land reclamation/remediation?  Or is it more appropriate after purchase that the Council hands the 

site over to an outside agency for future management? 

 

4) Is the site under threat?  What would be the consequences of the Council not proceeding with an acquisition? 

 

5) Is the site replaceable if lost?  Ancient semi-natural woodlands are irreplaceable and therefore worthy of particular priority here. 

 

6) What benefit would people gain from an acquisition?  For example, could public access to an area be provided where none currently exists? 

 

7) Would the site add positively to the Council’s (or a partner organisation’s) portfolio of existing land holdings?  For example, is it in an area 

where there is currently a lack of publicly owned or publicly accessible countryside?  Conversely, does it complement and add value to an 

existing publicly-owned site? 

 

8) What is the ecological value or landscape quality of the site (including any designations which apply): a) now? b) potentially, following 

realistic, achievable enhancement, or if appropriate, remediation of contamination? 

 

9) Does the site have special significance in a wider context?  For example, could it contribute to the implementation of a project in this GI 

Delivery Plan, or in the Durham Biodiversity Action Plan, or would it plug a gap, enabling a landscape scale project to proceed? 

 

10) What are the public liability implications (if any) of an acquisition? 

 

(Note: this is an update and adaptation of the land acquisition checklist originally incorporated in ‘Our Countryside’, the Gateshead Countryside 

Strategy, adopted by the Council in November 2003, and now superseded by this GI Delivery Plan.) 

(PTB 29/11/12) 


