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1. Introduction  
In July 2024, the Councils (Sunderland City Council and South Tyneside Council) undertook a 
consultation on the draft International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP) Area Action Plan 
(AAP). This represented the first round of consultation on the preparation of a new AAP 
(Regulation 18). The consultation closed on the 24 September 2024. 

The IAMP AAP will be a considered a Development Plan Document (DPD). In the process of 
preparing DPDs, the Councils are legally required to follow the procedures and regulations laid 
down in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 20121, as 
amended, and in their respective adopted Statements of Community Involvement (SCIs) in 
regard to consultation. 

The Councils both have  an adopted Statement of Community Involvement (SCI). The 
Sunderland SCI was adopted in June 20202. The South Tyneside SCI was adopted in June 20223. 
These set out the processes that the Councils will follow when engaging and consulting with 
local communities and key stakeholders, including statutory and Duty to Cooperate consultees, 
in the course of preparing DPDs.  

The 2012 Regulations identify three key stages of plan preparation and the minimum level of 
public consultation required before a Local Planning Authority (LPA) can proceed to publish a 
submission version of a DPD. The key stages are: 

• Preparation of a Local Plan (Regulation 18); 
• Publication of a Local Plan (Regulations 19-20); and 
• Submission of a Local Plan (Regulation 22). 

To date, the Councils have only reached the Regulation 18 stage and therefore this report will 
focus on how the Councils have met the legal requirements for consultation at this stage. 

Regulation 18 states that the following preparation must take place before a Local Plan can 
progress to the next stage (Regulation 19): 

1) A local planning authority must— 

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

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

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

(a)such of the specific consultation bodies as the local planning authority consider may 
have an interest in the subject of the proposed local plan; 

 
1 The Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/767/contents/made  
2 Sunderland City Council Statement of Community Involvement (June 2020) 
https://www.sunderland.gov.uk/article/14275/Statement-of-Community-Involvement  
3 South Tyneside Statement of Community Involvement (June 2022) Statement of Community 
Involvement (published June 2022) - South Tyneside Council 
 

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/767/contents/made
https://www.sunderland.gov.uk/article/14275/Statement-of-Community-Involvement
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/767/contents/made
https://www.sunderland.gov.uk/article/14275/Statement-of-Community-Involvement
https://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/article/11451/Statement-of-Community-Involvement-published-June-2022
https://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/article/11451/Statement-of-Community-Involvement-published-June-2022


(b)such of the general consultation bodies as the local planning authority consider 
appropriate; and 

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

(3) In preparing the local plan, the local planning authority must take into account any 
representation made to them in response to invitations under paragraph (1). 

Further details are provided in Chapter 2 to demonstrate how the Councils have met the 
requirements set out above. 

Purpose of the Consultation Statement 
The Consultation Statement is a requirement of the 2012 Regulations and forms one of the 
“proposed submission documents” referred to and required, at the Regulation 19 publication 
stage. 

This Consultation Statement identifies the key stages and outcomes of the draft IAMP AAP 
consultation and engagement processes and details how the documents preparation to date, 
complies with Regulation 18 of the 2012 Regulations and the Councils SCIs in order to progress 
to the “Publication” stage of a Local Plan (Regulation 19). 

The document summarises the representations received to the Regulation 18 consultation and 
provides a response to each of the representations received, including where any changes have 
been made to the Plan as a result. 

This document will evolve with the preparation of the IAMP AAP as it progresses through the 
future stages of plan development. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



2. Consultation on the Draft IAMP AAP (2024) 
The Draft IAMP AAP sets out a strategic vision and objectives for the IAMP site, alongside a 
spatial strategy and planning policies applicable to the IAMP area. This includes allocations and 
designations.  The IAMP AAP boundary is located within both the Sunderland City Council and 
South Tyneside Councils administrative areas. As a consequence, the consultation on the draft 
AAP was a joint exercise, administrated by Sunderland City Council.  

The Draft IAMP AAP was supported by a Sustainability Appraisal and a Habitats Regulation 
Assessment. In addition, an evidence library of evidence documents was published alongside 
the Draft IAMP AAP for review, which are listed in Appendix 1. Comments on these supporting 
documents were also welcomed alongside any comments on the draft IAMP AAP.  

When Did We Consult 
The consultation on the Regulation 18 draft version of the IAMP AAP commenced on Monday 29 
July 2024. It ran for a period of 8 weeks and between 29 July 2024 and 23 September 2024. 
Engagement met the minimum requirements identified in the 2012 Regulations, Regulation 18 
stage, for the preparation of the Local Plan. 

Which Stakeholders Did We Consult With  
The Councils wrote directly to all statutory consultees, general consultation bodies and those 
on both Councils Local Plan consultation databases.  Where possible, consultation was 
undertaken by email, however letters were posted to those consultees where an email address 
was not available.  A copy of the consultation email/letter is provided at Appendix 2. 

In order to consult local communities and businesses who may be affected by the proposals, 
letters were sent to all addresses that are located within or in close proximity of the AAP area.  
Figure 1 provides the extent of the area to which letters were distributed. 

The Councils ensured that consultation was undertaken in full alignment with each Councils 
Statement of Community Involvement (SCI). Given the nature of the IAMP AAP and the relatively 
small area which it relates to, it was not considered necessary to undertake specific community 
consultation events. 

All of the consultation documents were available on Sunderland City Councils website (with 
links to this website also provided on the South Tyneside Council website). In addition, a copy of 
the Draft IAMP AAP was made available to view at Sunderland City Hall, South Shields Town Hall 
and Jarrow Town Hall during normal opening hours. These arrangements were further outlined in 
the Statement of Representation Procedure document which accompanied the aforementioned 
consultation and was also published on the Councils website.   A copy of the Statement of 
Representation Procedure is provided at Appendix 3.  

 

 

 

 

 



Figure 1: Consultation area for distribution of letters 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



3. Summary of the Main Issus Raised at Regulation 18 
Stage  

There were 15 responses that were duly made during the consultation period. In addition, there 
was also 1 response received after the closing date, which is considered a ‘late submission’.  
However, given that this representation was made by a specific consultation body (Natural 
England), the issues raised have been taken into consideration as part of this Consultation 
Statement.  

The Councils took into consideration all representations received. Table 1 provides a summary 
of each of the key issues raised and the Councils response, including details of any changes 
made to the AAP as a result of the representations made. This is considered to be in accordance 
with Regulation 22(c) of the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 
2012.  

      Table 1: Summary of Responses (Regulation 18 Stages) and Councils Response Received During 
Consultation Period 

Consultee Summary of Issue  Councils Response  

Active Travel 
England 

IAMP AAP Vision 

Active Travel England (ATE) outline that the IAMP vision is 
welcomed, in particular reference to sustainability.  
However, ATE also indicate that greater prominence 
should be given to active travel.  

The Councils have updated the 
vision to include reference to active 
travel. 

Active Travel 
England 

IAMP AAP Objectives   

Incorporating Active travel into the objectives would be 
welcomed. Active Travel England have suggested 
proposed wording changes.  

 

The Councils have updated the 
objectives to incorporate reference 
to active travel.  

 

Active Travel 
England 

IAMP AAP Evidence Base  

ATE welcome the development of a Transport 
Assessment to support the Regulation 19 draft. It would 
be useful to understand the scope for this work. 

ATE strongly encourage that the transport assessment 
should be cognisant of the Active Travel England’s 
Planning Application Assessment toolkit.  

Support noted.  The Transport 
Position Statement has been 
undertaken in alignment with the 
latest Government guidance. 



Consultee Summary of Issue  Councils Response  

Active Travel 
England 

IAMP AAP Transport (Policy T1) 

ATE outline that the transport section should reference 
LTN 1/20, Design for the Mind and Inclusive Mobility.   

ATE outline that Travel Plans must require clear vision, 
objectives, support and monitoring. 

ATE set out that Transport Assessments must consider 
quantum of active travel trips. 

ATE set out that Part iii of the policy should include cycle 
repair and drying rooms.  

 

The Councils consider that draft 
IAMP Policy T1 is in alignment with 
national planning policy, however 
the policy has been updated to 
indicate that proposals should be 
delivered in accordance with the 
Government’s latest design 
standards and the supporting text 
acknowledges that this is currently 
LTN 1/20. 

It is considered that the Planning 
Practice Guidance (PPG) outlines 
sufficient guidance on what Travel 
Plans and Transport Assessments 
should require. The background text 
has therefore been updated to 
ensure that Travel Plans and 
Assessments are prepared in 
accordance with the latest guidance 
contained in the PPG.  

We will actively encourage 
developers to contact ATE at an 
early stage. This has been added to 
the background text of the IAMP AAP.  

Active Travel 
England 

The Hub 

ATE question the location of the Hub. ATE consider the 
current hub is not located as centrally within the IAMP, a 
better alternative more central location is worth 
consideration. 

 

 

 

The location of the Hub has been 
previously confirmed as an 
appropriate location via the current 
IAMP AAP (2017). It should be noted 
that the Hub would serve the 
existing employment areas to the 
south of Nissan also, so would be 
centrally located with regard to the 
wider employment sites.  

Active Travel 
England 

The Hub 

ATE would support the approach to the hub. However 
sufficient space is required to allow employees to spend 
break times.  Further detail should be provided regarding 
the phasing for when the hub will be delivered. 
Furthermore, the Hub should ensure sustainable and 
active modes of transport can access the hub.  

It is considered the hub location is 
appropriately sized to meet the 
needs for IAMP employees and that 
the hub will be served by 
sustainable and active transport 
methods.  It is not proposed that the 
AAP should dictate timescales for 
the delivery of the hub to allow 
flexibility.  



Consultee Summary of Issue  Councils Response  

Active Travel 
England 

The Hub 

ATE outline it would be hugely beneficial if the hub could 
provide for a range of mobility services, including bus 
stops, cycle parking, hire and repair for instance, to help 
facilitate multimodal travel.  

 

The Hub is designed to provide main 
town centre uses to support IAMP 
employees.  It is proposed that the 
hub will provide a range of mobility 
services, however it would not be 
considered appropriate to detail 
these within the policy.  

Active Travel 
England  

Road Segregation 

Concern over lack of segregation on shared path 
infrastructure which doesn’t meet latest guidance. 

Draft policy T1, at criterion D, 
outlines principles in relation to 
walking and cycling. It sets out that 
‘junctions/ highway measures’ 
should safely integrate potential 
pedestrian and cycle movements in 
accordance with the latest design 
standards. It is considered this will 
ensure sufficient to incorporate 
good walking and cycling 
infrastructure.  Cycling/walking 
provision currently provided on site 
was delivered to the appropriate 
standards at the time. 

Active Travel 
England 

Housing Site  

Need to consider linkages to adjacent housing site. 

There is no housing sites proposed 
adjacent to the IAMP within the 
adopted development plan.  

Active Travel 
England 

Design Policy (Policy D1) 

Design policy should reference objectives of LTN 1/20 
and provide more certainty regarding delivery of policy 
requirements. Support the placemaking objectives of the 
policy. 

 

It is not considered appropriate that 
planning policies which are intended 
to last over the long term should 
reference national transport policy 
documents which may become out 
of date in the future. It is considered 
that the wording provides sufficient 
certainty on delivery of policy 
requirements, whilst retaining 
sufficient flexibility, where justified. 

Active Travel 
England 

Design Policy (Policy D1)  

The use of the word ‘consider’ in D1 parts A ii, iii, v of this 
policy should be amended to provide more certainty. But 
the themes of this policy are welcomed and supported.  

 

The Councils consider the wording 
appropriate which will provide 
flexibility to the design approach of 
the IAMP.  
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Active Travel 
England 

Walking and Cycling  

Walking and cycling must include wheelers and shared 
use may not always be appropriate.  Part iii of policy T1 
should include cycle repair and drying rooms. An 
approach to quantum and quality of cycle parking should 
be included. 

 

 

Policy T1 requires new infrastructure 
provision to be delivered in 
accordance with the latest design 
standards.  Part iii of the policy 
indicates that appropriate cycling 
facilities should be provided.  As the 
items identified within the policy 
were just examples of appropriate 
facilities, these have been moved 
from the policy wording to the 
supporting text and reference to 
cycle repair and drying rooms 
included.  

Barratt David 
Wilson 

IAMP General Comment 

Barratt David Wilsons (BDW) main area of concern is that 
the draft IAMP AAP seeks to release part of safeguarded 
Site SS3 for development.  It is not considered that there 
is sufficient evidence to justify the release of this land for 
employment use and that a holistic approach should be 
given to the release of land through the preparation of a 
new citywide Local Plan.  BDW consider that the 
safeguarded land should be released for residential 
development.  

 

The Regulation 19 version of the 
IAMP AAP no longer proposes to 
include the safeguarded land within 
the AAP boundary and allocate it for 
employment use. Consideration will 
be given to the release of the 
safeguarded land through the new 
Local Plan being prepared for 
Sunderland, which will give 
consideration to the most 
appropriate uses for the site. 

Barratt David 
Wilson 

Sunderland Core Strategy and Development Plan  

BDW outline that in their view there is an urgent need to 
review and update the Core Strategy. 

The Council have undertaken a 
review of the CSDP.  This was 
published in December 2024 and 
sets out the timetable for work 
commencing on the preparation of a 
new Local Plan for Sunderland. An 
updated Local Development 
Scheme has also been published.  
Consideration will be given to the 
release of the safeguarded land 
through the new Local Plan, 
including the most appropriate uses 
for the site.  

Barratt David 
Wilson 

IAMP and Skills  

BDW welcome the objective that recognises the need to 
ensure access to a skilled workforce to realise the vision 
for the IAMP. BDW maintain that there is a need to 

The Councils recognise the need to 
ensure a skilled workforce and the 
connection to housing.  
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recognise the role that housing plays in supporting 
economic growth. 

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

Church Commissioners Land Interests  

The Church Commissioners for England (CCfE) outline 
their land interests in and around the IAMP.  

The Councils acknowledge the 
information regarding land interests.  

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

Need to Update the IAMP AAP  

CCfE agree with the need to update the IAMP AAP 
following a considerable shift in economic context since 
the existing AAP was prepared.  

The Councils acknowledge CCfEs 
view that there need to update the 
IAMP AAP and concur with this view.  

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP Expansion Area (Allocation AA1) 

CCfE strongly agree with the justification to expand the 
IAMP AAP however, they disagree that the expansion into 
the safeguarded land outlined in Figure 2 of the draft plan 
is the most appropriate location for the expansion of the 
IAMP and advocate an alternative expansion area to the 
north on their land. 

The Councils no longer propose to 
allocate the land parcel (AA1) 
currently designated as safeguarded 
land in the Sunderland CSDP 
through the IAMP AAP.  It is 
considered that there is a sufficient 
quantum of development land 
allocated through the AAP to meet 
short and medium term 
development needs.  However, 
consideration will be given to 
potential  further needs for release 
of additional employment land 
through the preparation of new Local 
Plans for Sunderland and South 
Tyneside and also through the IAMP 
AAP Plan Review which must be 
undertaken within five years of 
adoption.  The Councils will 
continue to monitor the delivery of 
employment land on the IAMP 
through the AMR and will undertake 
an earlier Plan Review if required. 

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP Evidence Base 

CCfE have assembled evidence which outlines a lack of 
supply of employment land (2.85 yrs) and almost all of 
IAMP already subject to planning consent. 

  

It is considered that there is a 
sufficient quantum of development 
land allocated through the AAP to 
meet short and medium term 
development needs.  Consideration 
will be given to further needs for 
release of additional employment 
land through the preparation of new 
Local Plans for Sunderland and 
South Tyneside and also through the 
IAMP AAP Plan Review which must 



Consultee Summary of Issue  Councils Response  

be undertaken within five years of 
adoption.  The Councils will 
continue to monitor the delivery of 
employment land on the IAMP 
through the AMR and will undertake 
an earlier Plan Review if required. 

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP and Residential Development  

Support that residential development not supported due 
to potential conflicts. 

The views of the CCfE are 
acknowledged.  

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

Removal of Maximum Floorspace 

Support removal of maximum floorspace thresholds 

 

The Councils concur with the views 
of the CCfE on the need to support 
the removal of the maximum 
floorspace thresholds.  

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

The IAMP Hub  

Support proposals for the Hub and increased flexibility, 
however, feel that an additional Hub would be required in 
the north to support proposed expansion there. 

The Councils acknowledge the views 
of the CCfE. However, it is not 
considered there is a need for a 
distinct hub within the northern 
employment area given the scale of 
development proposed within the 
northern employment area within 
the AAP. 

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP Design Policy  

Design policy should indicate additional details for the 
aesthetics of the site.  A design guide would be helpful.   

Specific comments provided on Policy D1: 

• Remove ref to ‘open grid’ format for flexibility 
• Access to be suitable for different user groups 
• Design guide to set aspirations for water 

management 
• Stepping frontages due to scale of units 
• Further detail on cladding design 
• Further guidance on spatial characteristics of 

NELSAM 
• Further guidance on expectations for public rights 

of way. 
• Detail on what landscape buffers should be 

provided. 
• Detail on expectations for solar panels 
• Further detail needed on what to be included in 

Sustainability Statement. 

It is considered that the design 
policy strikes the right balance 
between requiring good quality 
sustainable design, whilst also 
allowing sufficient flexibility to 
support delivery.  However, the 
reference to the development of 
plots using an ‘open grid’ has been 
removed as suggested to provide 
flexibility. 
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Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP Transport Policy  

No specific comments on transport policy at this stage 
and await outcomes of the Transport Assessment.  

The Councils acknowledge the 
response of the CCfE in relation to 
the Transport Assessment. A 
Transport Position Statement has 
been undertaken in alignment with 
the latest Government guidance. 

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP and Low Carbon  

Generally, support low carbon aspirations of the plan. 

 

 

The Councils acknowledge the 
support in relation to this aspect of 
the plan.  

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP Flood Risk Policy ((draft Policy FR1) 

Support the principle of the flood risk policy but further 
detail is required in relation to the bridge across the River 
Don and questions over deliverability linked to funding. 

 

The Councils acknowledge the   
support in principle. Further details 
regarding the bridge were approved 
via planning application 
21/02807/HE4 & ST/1172/21/FUL).  
Further details regarding the 
deliverability are set out within the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan. 

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP Ecology Policy (draft policy EB1)  

CCfE have some support for ecology policy – but have 
concerns over costs of enhancing river geomorphology.  
However, outline that it is sensible to put a development 
radius around the river. 

 

The Councils consider the planning 
policy criteria related to the River 
Don is critical to ensure good 
ecology. The basis of this has not 
changed in any substantial way and 
is broadly consistent with the 
existing adopted policy.  Support 
regarding the buffer is noted. 

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP Wildlife Corridors (draft policy EB1) 

CCfE consider the existing wildlife corridors mostly 
degraded.  In CCfE view development should be 
acceptable if better quality corridors are proposed. 

It is considered that the policy 
wording within Policy EB1 provides 
sufficient flexibility. 

Church 
Commissioners 
for England  

IAMP Green Infrastructure Policy (draft policy G1) 

Agree with principle of Policy G1 and requirement to 
integrate Green Infrastructure. 

The Councils acknowledge the 
support in relation to the Green 
Infrastructure policy.  

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

IAMP Amenity  

CCfE support Policy A1. 

The Councils acknowledge the 
support in relation to the amenity 
policy.  
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Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

Phasing Strategy (draft policy IMI) 

CCfE Agree with principle of phasing strategy – but early 
engagement needed with landholders. 

The Councils acknowledge the 
support in relation to phasing 
strategy.  Early engagement will be 
undertaken with landowners where 
possible.  

Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

Mitigation Strategy  

Requirement for a mitigation strategy is vague. 

The requirement is consistent with 
the current adopted policy.  The 
supporting text is clear that the 
mitigation strategy would simply 
provide a summary of all mitigation 
proposed as part of a development 
for clarity. 

Coal Authority  No Comment  

The Coal Authority outline that their records indicate the 
presence of coal mining features are not located at the 
IAMP. On that basis the Coal Authority have no specific 
comments.  

The Councils acknowledge the 
comment from the Coal Authority.  

Environment 
Agency 

IAMP Objectives  

The Environment Agency (EA) outline a stronger emphasis 
is needed for IAMP Objective 14 to ensure that there is no 
increase to on or offsite flood risk as a result of 
development in the IAMP area. 

 

Objective 14 has been updated to 
ensure that there is no increase to 
on or offsite flood risk as a result of 
development within the IAMP.  

Environment 
Agency 

Flood Risk 

In relation to the Flood Risk Policy, indicate that the policy 
should be updated to ensure that development does not 
increase flood risk. 

Policy (FR1) has been updated to 
include reference to development 
not increasing flood risk. 

Environment 
Agency 

IAMP Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA)  

The EA outline that the Level 1 SFRA for IAMP meets the 
requirements for a Level 1 SFRA as set out in government 
guidance. The EA support the SFRA recommendation that 
there will be 'no development within the functional 
floodplain unless development is water compatible and 
has passed the exception test.' 

The Councils acknowledge support 
that the SFRA was undertaken in 
alignment with government 
guidance.  
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Environment 
Agency 

IAMP Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA)  

The EA do have some comments regarding the IAMP SFRA 
Mapping outlined in appendix A.  

According to the EA, the historic flooding map is unclear. 
Can you confirm if it is showing greater than 50 historic 
flood events? Perhaps these are smaller surface water 
events recorded by the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) 
as the EA historic flood maps show no historic flood 
events for this site. 

The data presented in Appendix 1 is 
based on Ward level data provided 
by the LLFA, which extends over a 
much greater area than the IAMP.  
The Councils can advise that within 
the LLFA data there were only 3 
recorded historic flood events within 
the AAP area. 

Environment 
Agency 

IAMP Biodiversity and Geodiversity  

In relation to the removal of the ELMA, the EA advise that 
best practices should be followed, which includes the 
undertaking of a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA).  

The EA also outline that principles set out in Section 12 
should be incorporated into Policy EB1. 

Most of the site is already has 
planning consent and was subject to 
detailed ecological appraisal as part 
of that process.  It is therefore not 
deemed necessary to undertake a 
PEA for the AAP.  

Environment 
Agency 

IAMP River Don  

Greater emphasis should be placed on enhancing and 
restoring the River Don and Usworth Burn to a good 
ecological potential in line with Northumbrian Basin 
Management Plan. 

 

Policy EB1 has been updated to 
place greater emphasis on restoring 
the River Don and Usworth Burn to a 
good ecological potential.  

Environment 
Agency 

Wildlife Corridor  

Suggest River Don and wildlife corridor should be treated 
as two separate but interlinked features and suggest 
these are split in Policy EB1.  Also suggest including giving 
priority to protecting species of principle importance. 

The Councils have updated the AAP 
to reflect the comments provided. 
These revisions are set out in Policy 
EB1.  

Gateshead 
Council 

Expansion to IAMP  

Agree with justification for expansion.  

 

The Councils acknowledge the 
support.  

Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Vision  

Gateshead Council have requested an amendment to the 
IAMP vision reference to rail transport for freight or 
passenger service. 

In addition, Gateshead Council have also requested the 
word accessible is added to the vision.   

 

The Councils have updated the 
vision to include reference to rail 
and also to reflect the IAMP being a 
sustainable employment location.  
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Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Objectives  

Consideration should be given to how proposals could 
assist in developing freight access between the site and 
Leamside Line. 

Gateshead Council outline that objective 8 should be 
revised.  It is suggested this should be presented as a 
SMART objective.  

In addition, Gateshead Council have outlined the need to 
reference rail in objective 7.  

The Councils will continue to 
investigate the potential to 
developing freight access between 
the site and the Leamside Line, 
where viable. 

Objective 8 has been updated to 
reference active travel which is 
considered to align to the principles 
promoted by Gateshead Council. 

Objective 7 has been updated to 
include rail within the objective.  

Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Residential Development  

Gateshead Council agree with the IAMPs approach to 
residential development.  

The Councils acknowledge the 
support in relation to the IAMPs 
approach to residential 
development.  

Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Hub and Public Transport Interchange 

Support approach to the hub.  Consideration should be 
given to the location of the public transport interchange. 

The Councils acknowledge support 
in relation to the hub. The Council 
have updated policy H1to give 
consideration to transport 
connections and support active 
travel modes with the Hub. 

Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Transport  

Gateshead Council consider the removal of floorspace 
limits is acceptable, subject to an updated transport 
assessment to consider the impacts. 

The Councils acknowledge the 
support offered in relation to 
removing the floorspace limits. A 
Transport Position Statement has 
been prepared which has been 
published as supporting evidence 
for the Regulation 19 version of the 
IAMP AAP.  

Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Design Policy (D1)  

Gateshead Council outlined that the design principles 
should recognise the potential conflict between freight 
movements and active travel movements.  

 

The Councils recognise the need to 
segregate movements from active 
travel methods and have updated 
the policy to reflect this.  

The Council have provided new text 
within policy T1 that active travel 
infrastructure should be provided to 
the latest national guidance and 
standards.  
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Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Transport Policy (T1)  

Gateshead Council outline that the public transport 
section of the AAP in their view fails to take in to account 
the recommended main modification of the policy by HM 
Inspector in his report of 2017.  The Inspector recognised 
the importance of linking public transport to the IAMP 
from other centres and recommended the following a 
main modification to include a reference regarding a link 
to Heworth interchange. 

As a consequence of the above, Gateshead Council 
request that this detail should be included in the 
emerging AAP. 

The Councils have revised draft 
policy T1 and inserted reference to 
the importance of prioritising major 
public transport interchanges in 
Sunderland and Heworth. 

Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Transport Policy (T1) – Links to Gateshead  

Gateshead Council outline that the policy should be 
revised in order to contribute towards improved public 
transport accessibility for Gateshead residents to jobs at 
the IAMP. 

IAMP Transport Policy (T1) – Public Transport   

Gateshead Council outline that although the draft 
supporting text sets out text on cycling and walking this 
isn’t established in the draft policy.  

IAMP Transport Policy (T1) – Car Clubs  

In addition, Gateshead Council outline that the policy 
should give more strength to car clubs.  

As outlined above, the Councils 
have revised policy T1 to ensure 
there is reference to major public 
transport interchanges.  

It is considered there is sufficient 
policy criteria is already provided at 
Criterion D in relation to walking and 
cycling.  

The Councils have revised text in 
relation to the introduction of car 
clubs. This is now an expectation 
subject to viability and feasibility.  
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Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Flood Risk (FR1) 

Gateshead Council outline that draft policy FR1 should 
have replacement text, the reference to minimising 
pollution suggests some pollution might be acceptable; 
suggest rewording to adequately manages pollution. 

It is considered that there is duplication between criterion 
A (iv) and C within Policy FR1.  

In relation to SuDS, Gateshead Council outline that Policy 
FR1 is limited to SuDS at plot level, but SuDS linkages are 
necessary at a strategic level. Therefore, consideration 
should be made for cross referencing complementary 
policies.  

 

The AAP has been updated in 
relation to managing pollution to 
reflect the comments provided. 

The policy has been updated to 
remove criterion A(iv) to remove 
duplication. 

The policy wording is largely 
consistent with that contained 
within the adopted AAP, however the 
supporting text has been updated to 
include reference to the need to 
consider SuDs linkages at a strategic 
level where appropriate. 

Gateshead 
Council 

IAMP Green Infrastructure  

Gateshead Council support the approach to green 
infrastructure.   

The Councils acknowledge the 
support in relation to the approach 
for Green Infrastructure. 

Historic 
England 

General Comments  

Historic England (HE) are supportive of the IAMP AAP.  

The Councils acknowledge the 
support.  

Historic 
England  

IAMP and Heritage Assets  

The new IAMP boundaries should make sure that they are 
included within the Local Plans for the area as well as the 
AAP. 

Once the IAMP AAP is adopted, the 
Councils will seek to update their 
wider Local Plans to reflect the 
changes at an appropriate time.  

Historic 
England 

IAMP Heritage Impact Assessment  

Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) should accompany 
the AAP which reflects the new boundary for the site. HE 
outlines this could be an update to a previous one or a 
new one.  

Heritage Impacts were considered in 
the preparation of the current AAP 
and also as part of the SA/SEA.  Most 
of the site already has planning 
permission in place and heritage 
impacts were considered as part of 
planning application process.  It is 
therefore not considered that a 
Heritage Impact Assessment of the 
AAP is required. 

Historic 
England 

IAMP Policies  

HE makes the general comment that all policies should 
consider their impact on heritage assets.  

The Councils are confident that the 
draft policies will not impact 
negatively on heritage assets.  
Consideration has been given to the 
potential impacts as part of the 
Sustainability Appraisal.   
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Historic 
England 

IAMP Ecological Mitigation  

HE outlines it is important that any ecological and 
landscape mitigation is appropriate to the historic 
environment. 

This comment is acknowledged. It is 
considered there is sufficient 
protection of heritage assets via 
draft policy D1 which outlines the 
importance of having special regard 
to heritage assets.  

Historic 
England 

IAMP Wind Energy  

HE outlines that any proposals must demonstrate that it 
does not harm heritage assets (and their settings) 
including also the cumulative effect of any proposals. It is 
currently drafted as ‘unacceptable adverse impact’ 
(rather than harm). It is therefore expected that the policy 
is amended. 

The Councils have updated Policy I2 
to outline that renewable energy 
proposals do not harm heritage 
assets including their setting as well 
any cumulative impact. In addition, 
the name of the policy has been 
changed to Renewable and Clean 
Energy. 

Ministry of 
Defence / 
Defence 
Infrastructure 
Organisation  

General Comment 

The Defence Infrastructure Organisation, working as part 
of the Ministry of Defence (MOD) outline the need to 
consider impact of development on operational sites.  
Note reference in Policy ID2 to MOD safeguarding areas.  
No objection in principle to wind turbines but MOD 
should be consulted where a proposed turbine has a tip 
height of, or exceeding 11m, and/or has a rotor diameter 
of 2m or more. 

The Councils acknowledged the 
information provided.  

National Grid  IAMP and National Grid Assets  

National Grid outline that proposals should account for 
utilities infrastructure which crosses the site, including 
overhead transmission line.  Suggest an amendment to 
Policy D1 to reflect this. 

The IAMP AAP has been updated to 
recognise the infrastructure within 
IAMP AAP policy D1.  

Nelson Pet 
Care 

IAMP Impact on Business  

Concerned that the IAMP AAP does not take account of 
(or seek to mitigate) the consequential impacts of the 
IAMP development on the existing business operations of 
mypetstop. 

It is considered that draft policy A1 
sufficiently protects neighbouring 
occupiers from the potential 
impacts of IAMP development. 

Nelson Pet 
Care 

IAMP and Agent of Change  

Representation highlights that the "agent of change" 
principle was introduced in the NPPF in July 2018 (after 
the existing AAP was adopted) and makes clear that 
existing businesses should be protected from any 
adverse impacts caused by new development. It also 
places the responsibility for mitigating the impact of a 

Policy A1 has been updated to 
include reference to the agent of 
change principle.  
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change on the party introducing that change i.e. the 
applicant. 

Nelson Pet 
Care 

IAMP Vision  

The draft vision, should also make reference to other 
aspects of the development, including its potential 
impact on neighbouring occupiers i.e. existing local 
residents and businesses.  The response suggests 
proposed wording changes to the vision. 

The purpose of the vision is to 
establish an overarching strategy of 
what the Plan seeks to achieve.  It is 
not considered necessary to include 
specific reference within the vision 
to potential impacts upon 
neighbouring occupiers.  It is 
considered that Policy A1 provides 
sufficient consideration in this 
regard.  

Nelson Pet 
Care 

IAMP Objectives 

An additional objective should be included within the AAP 
which makes reference to protecting neighbouring 
occupiers, including the amenity of local residents and 
the operations of existing businesses to ensure 
consistency with the updated NPPF. 

 

It is not considered necessary to 
introduce a new objective regarding 
protecting neighbouring occupiers. 
It is considered that Policy A1 
provides sufficient consideration in 
this regard.  

Nelson Pet 
Care 

IAMP Transport Assessment  

Nelson Pet Care outline it is vital to the viability of the 
business that the Transport Assessment and 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan take account of the existing 
access arrangements for mypetstop and that Policy T1 
includes measures to ensure any consequential impacts 
are appropriately mitigated. 

The IAMP AAP proposes no changes 
to access arrangements which 
would impact upon Nelson Pet Care.  

Nelson Pet 
Care 

IAMP Transport Policy   

Nelson Pet Care outline there is a lack of clarity regarding 
potential access restrictions along Follingsby Lane.  

Nelson Pet Care outline the somewhat isolated location 
of their site, any proposals to limit private vehicle access 
along Follingsby Lane would have a severe impact on the 
viability of their existing business. As such, Policy T1 
should make clear that any bus priority measures should 
not restrict access to their site via private vehicle. 

It is not proposed that the IAMP AAP 
would restrict access arrangements 
along Follingsy Lane.  Policy T1 has 
been updated to remove reference 
to Follingsby Lane being for local 
access only.  

North East 
Land Sea and 
Air Museum 

IAMP and the North East Land Sea and Air Museum 

North East Land Sea and Air Museum (NELSAM) outline 
that paragraph 78 (previous IAMP AAP) should be updated 
to reflect the new long-term lease. 

It is not considered appropriate for a 
planning document to reference a 
long-term lease as it has no bearing 
on the planning framework for the 
IAMP.  The AAP already has regard to 
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the continued presence of the 
museum on the site.  

North East 
Land Sea and 
Air Museum 

IAMP and Enhancement of NELSAM  

Do not consider that the Council has supported the 
enhancement of the facility as required by the policy. 
Would like the site area to be extended. 

 

The comment is acknowledged.  The 
new AAP does not seek to change 
the support afforded to the retention 
and enhancement of the museum or 
the allocated land on the Policies 
map within the locality of the 
museum.  It should be noted 
however that the AAP is a 
development plan and therefore has 
limitations in this regard.  

North East 
Land Sea and 
Air Museum 

IAMP and Status of Playing Fields  

Seeking further clarification on the playing field status of 
the adjacent land. 

 

The former playing fields adjacent to 
NELSAM are currently allocated for 
development within the adopted 
AAP and this allocation is proposed 
to continue in the new AAP.  The Plan 
has been updated to include 
reference to the former playing 
pitches. 

Northumbrian 
Water  

General Comment 

Support the aspirations of the IAMP. 

The Councils acknowledge the 
broad support provided by 
Northumbrian Water.   

Northumbrian 
Water  

IAMP Design Policy  

In relation to Policy D1, Northumbrian Water outline the 
need to encourage sustainable drainage and water 
conservation.  

Northumbrian Water recommend the consideration and 
inclusion of “resilience” in this policy.  

The Plan has been updated to 
include ‘resilience’ into draft Policy 
D1. 

Northumbrian 
Water 

IAMP – Infrastructure  

Northumbrian Water support sections 9 and 15 of the 
draft IAMP AAP.  

NWL are in process of upgrading water supply within the 
area to meet needs of a current land user and ‘domestic’ 
supply with upgrades expected to be completed by the 
end of 2025.  Further upgrades may be required 
depending on the nature of future businesses. 

The Councils acknowledge the 
support. The Councils also look 
forward to working with 
Northumbrian Water in the future in 
relation to infrastructure provision.  
The upgrades identified are included 
within the IDP.  

Northumbrian 
Water 

IAMP and Flood Risk  The Councils acknowledge the 
support offered in respect to section 
10.  
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Northumbrian Water support section 10 of the IAMP AAP 
in relation to flood risk and water management.  

Paul Andrew General Comment 

Supports the draft IAMP AAP. 

The Councils acknowledge the 
support offered in respect to the 
draft IAMP AAP. 

South Tyneside 
Green Party 

Objection to Development in Green Belt  

The South Tyneside Green Party strongly object to the 
proposed expansion into the Green Belt setting out this 
aspect of the emerging IAMP AAP should be removed. 
Outlining that it is essential that all reasonable 
alternatives, such as intensification within the existing 
IAMP footprint, are fully explored.  

The supporting Green Belt and 
Safeguarded Land Justification 
Report provides the justification for 
removing the applicable land from 
the Tyne and Wear Green Belt. The 
Councils consider the reasoning 
sound.  It should also be noted that 
planning approval has been granted 
(subject to the signing of a S106 
legal agreement) for industrial 
development on the area identified.  
It was deemed that very special 
circumstances were present which 
justified approval of this 
development within the Green Belt.  
The AAP seeks to reflect this. In 
addition, whilst it is not designated 
as Green Belt, it should be noted 
that the IAMP AAP no longer seeks to 
expand into land currently contained 
within the Sunderland Core Strategy 
and Development Plan Safeguarded 
Land.  

South Tyneside 
Green Party 

IAMP, ELMA and Impact on Biodiversity  

The South Tyneside Green Party set out that further 
investment into IAMP and the removal of the Ecological 
and Landscape Mitigation Area (ELMA) standards will 
pose a threat to biodiversity.  

The Councils consider that draft 
policy EB1 outlines a positive and 
effective basis for meeting the 
ecological and landscape impacts 
of development.  

South Tyneside 
Green Party 

ELMA 

Concerned about the weakening of protections around 
the ELMA. According to the response, this threatens the 
coherence of ecological protections across the site, with 
developers no longer required to contribute to a larger, 
more robust ecological framework. Instead, each phase 
of development will be treated in isolation, which may fail 
to deliver sufficient biodiversity protection 

The Councils consider that draft 
policy EB1 outlines a positive and 
effective basis for meeting the 
ecological and landscape impacts 
of development.  The policy ensures 
that a wildlife corridor will be 
maintained and enhanced along the 
River Don corridor.  It should be 
noted that most of the site already 
has the benefit of planning consent 
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and any ecological impacts were 
identified and appropriate mitigation 
agreed as part of that process. 

South Tyneside 
Green Party 

IAMP and Climate Change  

The South Tyneside Green Party outline that both South 
Tyneside and Sunderland Councils have declared climate 
emergencies but, in their view, IAMP AAP fall short in 
embedding ambitious climate action in the draft planning 
policies.  

It is considered that the AAP strikes 
the right balance between ensuring 
a sustainable development whilst 
ensuring that development remains 
deliverable.   

South Tyneside 
Green Party 

IAMP and Sustainability Statements 

The response indicates that South Tyneside Green Party 
consider that Sustainability Statements for major 
development must outline how developments will 
achieve carbon neutrality by 2035, how developments 
would prioritising on-site renewable energy generation, 
how they would implement sustainable transport 
infrastructure. 

Draft policy D1 outlines the need to 
provide Sustainability Statements. 
This sets out that applicants should 
outline how development 
incorporates (inter alia) high 
environmental standards. It is 
considered this is sufficient to be 
useful in the determination of 
planning applications.  It should also 
be noted that the AAP is a joint Plan 
and that the low carbon targets of 
each authority are not aligned. 

South Tyneside 
Green Party 

IAMP and Jobs Density  

South Tyneside Green Party outline that the IAMP AAP 
acknowledges that job densities have been lower than 
projected, which brings into question the economic 
rationale for the proposed expansion.  

The IAMP is focused on the 
advanced manufacturing and 
automotive sectors. These sectors 
are usually associated with high 
levels of mechanisation and 
robotics, which results in lower jobs 
densities. Given that the AAP 
restricts development to Principal 
employment uses, it is therefore 
important that it reflects the likely 
job densities within these 
employment sectors.  

South Tyneside 
Green Party 

IAMP and Flood Risk  

South Tyneside Green Party outline that in their view more 
robust flood risk management measures are needed, 
particularly given the expansion’s proximity to the River 
Don. Development should be steered away from flood-
prone areas, and a comprehensive flood risk assessment 
must be conducted to ensure long-term resilience. 

The IAMP AAP has been supported 
by a comprehensive Strategic Flood 
Risk Assessment which has 
contributed to the drafting of draft 
policy FR1 and the plan as a whole.  
The Environment Agency have been 
consulted and have not indicated 
any significant issues with the 
proposals in relation to flood risk.  
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Sport England  IAMP and Playing Fields 

Sport England outline that IAMP includes ‘playing fields’. 
Proposals should meet provisions of NPPF para 103. 
Unless playing field is shown to be surplus, then it must 
be replaced by playing field of equivalent quantity and 
quality.  Draft AAP is silent on this matter.  

Sport England acknowledges that the playing fields do 
not appear to have been used for a number years, 
however, if the AAP is proposing its development, then its 
provisions should be in accordance with NPPF para 103.  

That means unless the playing field is shown to be 
surplus, then it must be replaced by playing field of 
equivalent quantity and quality. 

In Sport England view the draft AAP is completely silent 
on this matter and consider that this is a major omission. 

The Councils note the 
representation from Sport England 
regarding the disused playing fields.  
The AAP has been updated to 
reinsert reference to the playing 
fields and to reestablish the release 
criteria within the policy, on a 
consistent basis with the adopted 
AAP. 

 

Table 2: Summary of Responses (Regulation 18 Stages) Received After Consultation Period 

Consultee  Summary of Issue  Council Response  

Natural England IAMP Habitat Regulations Assessment Screening  

Natural England concur with the views of the 
supporting Habitat Regulation Assessment screening 
assessment.  

The Councils acknowledge 
Natural England agreement 
with the HRA screening 
assessment.  

Natural England Biodiversity Net Gain 

Natural England agrees with the plan’s overall 
approach to Biodiversity Net Gain and would like to 
provide detailed advice on the following aspects of 
incorporating it into this plan. 

The plan should refer to the statutory framework for 
biodiversity net gain and should be consistent with, 
but not duplicate, the statutory provisions. 

The statutory requirement to 
secure biodiversity has been 
outlined in the Regulation 19 
version of the IAMP AAP.   

Natural England Ecology and Biodiversity Policy EB1 

Natural England outline that draft policy EB1the   
approach to biodiversity net gain in Policy EB1 should 
comply with the mitigation hierarchy, as outlined in 
paragraph 186 of the NPPF. Consequently, the policy 
should make it clear that any mitigation and/or 
compensation requirements for “Habitats Sites”, other 
statutory designated sites or irreplaceable habitats 

The AAP has been updated to 
provide clarity that any 
mitigation for and/or 
compensation for habitat 
sites is separate to the 
requirement to deliver 
biodiversity net gain. 



should be dealt with separately from biodiversity net 
gain provision.  However, Natural England outline that 
the IAMP AAP has screened out impacts to Habitats 
Sites in the HRA. 

Natural England Green and Blue Infrastructure 

Natural England outline that the expanded IAMP AAP, 
presents and opportunity combine the management 
of climate impact and water runoff with the creation of 
Green and blue Infrastructure. 

In relation to SUDs Natural England outline that draft 
IAMP AAP, does not offer detailed information on the 
specific design of Green/Blue Infrastructure and SuDS 
(or alternative water management) arrangements. 
Consequently, Natural England refer the Councils to 
Natural England guidance for information purposes.  

The Councils acknowledge 
the documents referred to by 
Natural England.   

Full details of the green and 
blue infrastructure to be 
provided will be dealt with at 
the planning application 
stage. In relation to SuDS, 
draft policy FR1 outlines the 
need for new developments 
to provide a surface water 
drainage strategy which 
complies with national 
design standards and local 
policy. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



4. Summary of proposed changes 
The Councils have outlined in section 3, the changes which have been made within the 
Regulation 19 version of the IAMP AAP as a result of representations made. The main changes 
as a result are considered to be the following: 

• The IAMP AAP (Regulation 18) version included an allocation, entitled Proposed 
Employment Land Allocation – Additional Allocation 1 (AA1). This has been removed 
from the Regulation 19 version of the IAMP AAP. It will thus no longer be taken forward as 
a site allocation for employment land within the IAMP AAP.  

• The IAMP AAP vision has been revised to reference rail provision. 
• The IAMP AAP vision has been revised place more emphasis on active travel. 
• The IAMP AAP objectives has been revised to make reference to ‘active travel’  
• IAMP AAP objective 14 has been updated to ensure that there is no increase to on or 

offsite flood risk as a result of development within the IAMP. 
• IAMP AAP Policy H1 has been updated to ensure development gives consideration to the 

location of a public interchange at the Hub. 
• IAMP AAP Policy D1 has been updated to ensure the segregation with active travel 

methods of travel.  
• IAMP AAP Policy D1 has been updated to include reference to ‘resilience’. 
• IAMP AAP Policy FR1 has been updated to include reference to development not 

increasing flood risk. Background text to Policy FR1 has been updated to include 
reference to the need to consider SuDs linkages at a strategic level where appropriate. 

• IAMP AAP Policy FR1 has been updated to ensure that pollution is adequately managed.  
• IAMP AAP Policy FR1 subpoint A(iv) of IAMP AAP has been removed as it was a 

duplication of what was previously in criterion C of the same planning policy.  
• IAMP AAP Policy FR1 has been updated to ensure that development considers linkages 

of SuDs at a strategic level where appropriate.  
• IAMP AAP Policy EB1 has been updated to place greater emphasis on restoring the River 

Don and Usworth Burn to a good ecological potential. 
• IAMP AAP Policy EB1 has been updated to suggest that the River Don and the wildlife 

corridor is treated as separate but interlinked features.  
• IAMP AAP Policy EB1 has also been updated to give priority to protecting species of 

principle importance. 
• IAMP AAP Policy A1 has been updated to include reference to the agent of change 

principle. 

The Councils have made the changes as outlined above, as well as other changes the two LPAs 
consider necessary for the next consultation version of the IAMP AAP. 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 1: Evidence Base 

The following is a list of evidence base documents which supported the IAMP AAP Regulation 18 
consultation: 

• Green Belt and Safeguarding Land Justification Report 
• IAMP AAP Habitat Regulation Assessment  
• IAMP AAP Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment  
• IAMP AAP Employment Land Position  
• Wind Energy Evidence Base – Regulation 18  

In addition, the following documents were also consulted upon:  

• Statement of Representation Procedure  
• IAMP AAP Sustainability Appraisal/Strategic Environmental Assessment  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 2: Consultation Letter and Email 

Consultation Letter  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Consultation Email 

Draft International Advanced Manufacturing Park Area Action Plan (Regulation 18) 
consultation 
 

Dear Sir/Madam,   
 

As you may be aware, Sunderland City Council and South Tyneside Council are supporting 
the development of a new employment park on land to the north of the existing Nissan car 
manufacturing facility, which is known as the International Advanced Manufacturing Park 
(IAMP). 

The current development plan supporting the delivery of the site is the IAMP Area Action 
Plan (AAP), which was adopted by both Councils in 2017 and work on the delivery of the site 
is well advanced. 

As part of the devolution deal recently agreed with the Government, several sites across the 
North East, including the IAMP, were given Investment Zone status which aims to stimulate 
economic growth.  It is therefore necessary for the Councils to update the IAMP AAP to 
ensure that it is fully aligned to its Investment Zone status in order to maximise the 
associated economic benefits.  

The Councils are therefore consulting on a new draft version of the IAMP AAP.  This 
represents the first consultation stage (Regulation 18), with a further round of consultation 
anticipated in early 2025 before submission of the Plan to the Secretary of State for 
Examination in Public. 

The consultation will commence on Monday 29th July and cover an eight-week period, 
closing at 5pm on Monday 23rd September 2024. A copy of the AAP and the supporting 
evidence is available to view online at www.sunderland.gov.uk/haveyoursayonplanning.  
Copies of the AAP have also been made available to view at Sunderland City Hall, South 
Shields Town Hall and Jarrow Town Hall. 

Whilst it is recognised that this is a joint AAP, Sunderland City Council will be administering 
the consultation. 

All representations to the plan should be made in writing to 
planningpolicy@sunderland.gov.uk or Planning Policy Team, Sunderland City Council, 
Sunderland City Hall, Plater Way, Sunderland, SR1 3AA. 

All representations received will be taken into consideration in drafting the next version of the 
AAP, alongside any changes to national policy and guidance. 

If you have any queries relating to the AAP or the consultation, please don’t hesitate to 
contact us on the details above. 

Yours faithfully                            

Gary Baker       Andrew Inch 

Strategic and Sustainable Plans Manager   Senior Manager (Planning) 

Sunderland City Council     South Tyneside Council 

 

http://www.sunderland.gov.uk/planningpolicy
mailto:planningpolicy@sunderland.gov.uk


Appendix 3: Representation Procedure  

Statement of Representations Procedure  

Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 The Town and Country Planning (Local 
Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 (Regulation 18)  

Sunderland City Council and South Tyneside Council 

Draft International Advanced Manufacturing Park Area Action Plan (July 2024) 

The Councils are inviting comments, known as representations, on the draft International 
Advanced Manufacturing Park Area Action Plan (IAMP AAP). This statement sets out the 
following information: 

• When you can make representations 
• The deadline for making representations  
• How you can make representations 
• How to view the Draft Local Plan and supporting evidence base documents 

Development Plan document title 

Draft International Advanced Manufacturing Park Area Action Plan (IAMP AAP) Regulation 18.  

Subject matter and area covered 

The IAMP AAP seeks to revise the planning policy framework for a large employment site within 
the administrative boundaries of Sunderland and South Tyneside. 

Once adopted, the new AAP will form part of the statutory Development Plan for both 
Sunderland City Council and South Tyneside Council (the Councils) and replace the existing 
IAMP AAP.  

The subject matter for the IAMP AAP (Regulation 18) includes the following: 

• the strategic issues facing the IAMP. 
• draft strategic vision for the IAMP AAP;  
• draft strategic objectives for the IAMP AAP; 
• draft spatial strategy for the IAMP AAP; 
• draft planning policies for the IAMP AAP;  
• draft site allocations within the IAMP AAP area; and 
• the future demand for applicable employment land and space at the IAMP;  

Period for making representations  

Representations are invited on the Plan for a period of eight weeks from 29 July 2024 to 5pm on 
23 September 2024. 

Statement of Fact: Where will consultation material be available  

The Draft IAMP AAP (Regulation 18) and supporting evidence base will be made available on the 
Sunderland City Council website at www.sunderland.gov.uk/haveyoursayonplanning. 

The Draft IAMP AAP document will also be made available to view at the following locations 
during normal office hours: 

http://www.sunderland.gov.uk/haveyoursayonplanning


• Sunderland City Hall, Plater Way, Sunderland, SR1 3AA (8.30am-5pm Monday-Friday) 
• South Shields Town Hall, Westoe Road, South Shields, NE33 2RL (10am – 3pm Monday 

to Friday) 
• Jarrow Town Hall, Grange Road, Jarrow, NE32 3LE (10am -3pm 

Monday/Wednesday/Friday) 

Representations 

You can respond to the consultation either by emailing your response to: 
PlanningPolicy@sunderland.gov.uk 

If you wish to respond via letter, please send your correspondence to:  

Planning Policy Team  

Sunderland City Council  

Sunderland City Hall  

Plater Way  

Sunderland  

SR1 3AA  

Although the IAMP AAP is a joint document which will form the Development Plan for both 
Sunderland and South Tyneside Councils, Sunderland City Council are administering the 
consultation. Therefore, please ensure that all responses are sent to the e-mail/address 
identified above. 

Please note that copies of all comments received will be available for the public to view and 
cannot be treated as confidential. 

Request for further notification 

By submitting a representation, you will automatically be added to our Local Plan consultation 
database and kept informed of the next stage in the Local Plan process. You can opt out at any 
time.  
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