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Notes of Meeting: Darlington Borough Council

Local Plan Duty to Cooperate Meeting — Darlington Borough Council
28 April 2016

ACTIONS

Present:

Alex Conti (Planning Strategy Team Leader - RCBC)
Valerie Adams (Planning Policy Manager - DBC)
Roger Tait (Principal Planning Officer - RCBC)

Update on the latest position on Local Plans and timescales

AC provided an update on the progress of the Local Plan. The
Council is currently preparing the Draft Local Plan for consultation
in June/July following the consultation on the Scoping Report in
July 2015. AC outlined the changes since the previous draft of
the Local Plan. This includes a new policy on Gypsy and
Travellers, a policy on renewables and changes to the housing
sites, mainly the removal of a large site to the south of Marske for
1000 dwellings.

Housing

AC noted that the SHMAA concluded that the OAN for housing in
Redcar and Cleveland is slightly above official household
projections, at an average of 132 dwellings per annum, mainly
due to historic constraints on the availability of viable housing
land. AC noted that the population of the borough has been
steadily declining, mainly through a loss of working-age
population. ONS suggest that overall population levels will be
stable, however there will be around 9,000 fewer aged 64 and
under. The Council’s chosen strategy is to stem the fall in
population and reduce the loss of the working age population. To
deliver this strategy, the housing requirement has been set at 234
per annum.

AC noted that Oxford Economics has been commissioned to
undertake some additional analysis on economic predictions to
ensure the evidence base is sound.

AC noted that the vast majority of sites already have planning
permission. Only 5 sites do not have permission.

AC noted that affordable housing will be required on all sites
subject to viability.

It was agreed that Darlington and Redcar and Cleveland have
different housing markets so there were no major issues.

The requirement for starter homes was discussed. It was thought
that there would be limited demand for this type of housing in
either Darlington or Redcar and Cleveland.




Employment

AC explained that there would be no additional employment sites
allocated in the plan. All allocations were existing sites.

Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople accommodation
requirements

AC explained that a study had been carried out by Opinion
Research Services to provide an assessment of current and
future need for Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show people
accommodation in Redcar and Cleveland.

The study concluded that the pitch provision needed to 2030 in
Redcar and Cleveland is 8 additional pitches. This would be
provided by extending the current site in the borough at The
Haven, South Bank. The Local Plan included a policy on Gypsy,
Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Accommaodation.

Strategic Infrastructure Requirements

VA noted that the Highways Agency was undertaking a study to
assess the possibility of providing a new road link linking the A66
with the Al to the north of Darlington. The need for this was partly
based on development at Teesport and the need to improve road
links to from the Port to the Al and to reduce congestion through
Darlington.

It was agreed that we would need to work closely together with
transport providers to ensure that all transport links between
Darlington and Redcar and Cleveland were improved over the
plan period.

The requirement and possibility of introducing a CIL in the
borough was discussed. It was agreed that at this particular time,
it was not appropriate for either area.

Renewable Energy/Landscape

AC noted that Land Use Consultants were commissioned to
provide an evidence base to underpin the policies relating to
renewable and low carbon energy. This included undertaking a
landscape sensitively assessment for wind and solar energy
development. The Local Plan will include a specific policy on
Renewable and Low Carbon Energy following a request from
Members.

Darlington Local Plan update

VA provided an update on Darlington’s Local Plan. Just
completed an Options Paper. The Council consulted on its Local
Plan Issues and Options Document in May 2014 and will be
consulting on the Preferred Options Stage between 27 May and
22 July. The SHMA is currently being updated and will include




analysis on the need for starter homes. ONS based population
projections indicating an increase in population. The housing
requirement will be 400 dwelling per annum (6000 houses over
plan period). DBC are planning to adopt the new Local Plan in
December 2018. Examination will be early in 2018.

Durham Tees Valley Airport will be a key development site.
We are currently at Preferred Options Stage.

Any other business

None




Notes of Meeting: Middlesbrough Borough Council

Local Plan Duty to Cooperate Meeting — Middlesbrough Borough Council
23" June 2016

ACTIONS

Present:

Alex Conti - Planning Strategy Team Leader (RCBC)
Roger Kay - Housing Strategy Lead (RCBC)

Katherine Whitwell - Planning Policy Group Leader (MBC)
Martin Coleclough - Principal Planning Officer (MBC)

Update on the latest position on R&C Local Plan and timescales

AC provided an update on the progress of the Local Plan. The
consultation on the Draft Local Plan commences on the 27" June and
ends on the 8" August. AC noted the consultation has been delayed
until after the EU election.

AC outlined the changes since the previous draft of the Local Plan and
gave a quick overview of the main housing sites. The most significant
change since the previous version of the plan is the removal of a large
site to the south of Marske for 1,000 dwellings.

Housing

AC noted that the SHMA had concluded that the OAN for housing in
Redcar and Cleveland is slightly above official household projections,
at an average of 132 dwellings per annum, mainly due to historical
constraints on the availability of viable housing land. The population of
the borough has been steadily declining, mainly through a loss of
working-age population.

ONS suggest that overall population levels will be stable. However,
there will be around 8,900 more people aged 65 and over, with 9,000
fewer aged 64 and under. This means that the working age population
is falling, whilst the population overall will be ageing rapidly.

The Council’s chosen strategy is to reduce the projected loss of the
working age population. To deliver this strategy, the housing
requirement has been set at 234 per annum. The Local Plan will
allocate sufficient land for a 20% buffer to this requirement, in order to
give choice and flexibility to the market.

Historical delivery rates are around 190 per year so there is a need to
allocate above this historic rate to boost the supply in order to deliver
the strategy. PBA/Oxford Economics have been commissioned to
undertake some additional analysis on economic predictions to ensure
the evidence base is sound.

AC noted that the SHMA had considered Redcar and Cleveland to be
largely a single housing market area, although with some shared




characteristics with both Middlesbrough and Stockton-on-Tees.

KW advised that MBC are in the process of commissioning a new
SHMA, which will inform a review of their Local Plan. This new SHMA
will need to determine whether Middlesbrough forms a single housing
market area.

All discussed the possibility of an additional piece of work being
commissioned to consider, in particular, the employment-led housing
needs of both the RCBC and MBC SHMAs. This could also possibly
involve SBC.

It was agreed to discuss this possible research commission later in the
summer, once the new MBC SHMA has commenced.

Other issues

Renewable Energy

AC noted that Members were not happy with the proposed approach to
wind turbines in the previous draft of the Local Plan. AC noted that
Land Use Consultants were commissioned to provide an evidence
base to underpin a new policy on renewable and low carbon energy, in
particular wind turbines. This included undertaking a landscape
sensitively assessment for wind and solar energy development.

Community Infrastructure Levy

AC noted that the Council had decided that CIL would not be
appropriate in Redcar and Cleveland at the present time. This would be
reviewed following the adoption of the Local Plan.

Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople accommodation
reguirements

RK explained that a study had been carried out by Opinion Research
Services to provide an assessment of current and future need for
Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show people accommodation in
Redcar and Cleveland. The study concluded that the pitch provision
needed to 2030 in Redcar and Cleveland is 9 additional pitches. This
would be provided by extending the current site in the borough at The
Haven, South Bank. The Draft Local Plan includes a policy on Gypsy,
Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Accommodation.

Employment land

AC noted that the ELR was being updated. Initial indications were that
there is an oversupply of land but the quality of existing sites is an
issue. There would be no additional employment sites allocated in the
plan. All allocations were existing industrial estates. Land was being
deallocated at Kirkleatham Industrial Estate.

Starter Homes
RK noted that there was no indication of need for starter homes in

Redcar and Cleveland.




Any other business

None




Notes of Meeting: Stockton-on-Tees Borough Council

Meeting Location: Municipal Buildings Stockton

Date: 13 April 2016

Attendees:

SBC
David Bage
John Dixon

R&CBC
Alex Conti
Roger Kay

Agenda ltem

Action

1. Local Plan
Timetable SBC
& R&CBC

DB provided an overview of the structure at SBC and identified
timescales for plan preparation which have been published on the
Council website ahead of a revised LDS.

AC identified that a Preferred Option Plan is going to Cabinet in May
with consultation to follow the EU referendum. This will lead to a
publication in November and Submission in March.

2. Evidence
Base Review

DB identified what assessments the evidence base review contains and
that they will be completed in June. Discussions revolved around the
following matters:

o ELR- DB identified the need to link this with the outputs of the
SHMA. A Duty to Cooperate meeting will be held to share the
outputs of this study (alongside TCU)

e Town Centre Uses- noted that there are limited issues
regarding this matter and the scope of the TCU is
predominantly a retail capacity assessment but expanded to
cover needs for other town centre uses.

e Open Space Assessment- being undertaken by consultants

SHMA covered under item 5

3. Housing Site
Selection

DB provided an overview of sites across the Borough highlighting that
the need to allocate additional sites will be dependent upon outputs of
the SHMA/OAN.

4. Strategic and
local capacity of
the highway
network

No specific issues. Brief discussion regarding historic route which would
have linked the North Tees Cluster (Seal Sands) with South Tees
(Wilton); identified need to a consistent approach between relevant
authorities.

5. AOB

AC provided an overview of the extensive evidence base review which
forms the basis on the emerging Local Plan. Noted that Redcar has
prepared an OAN based on their Housing Market Area and the
emerging Local Plan seeks to deliver in addition to this. AC identified
that further modelling and sensitivity testing is being undertaken by
Oxford Economics (based on employment forecasts) to reinforce the
evidence base.

AC expressed concern regarding the emerging SBC SHMA which will
likely have a housing market area which includes Stockton,
Middlesbrough and Redcar. Noted that there will be a need to continue
dialogue and ensure reports do not undermine each other. DB to liaise
with consultants to circulate wording/recommendation on the housing
market area in the SHMA report so that it can be reviewed. AC
requested that emerging outputs of SHMA can be shared.

DB




Notes of Meeting: Hartlepool

Local Plan Duty to Cooperate Meeting — Hartlepool Borough Council
8" June 2016

ACTIONS

Present:

Alex Conti - Planning Strategy Team Leader (RCBC)
Roger Tait - Principal Planning Officer (RCBC)
Matthew King - Planning Policy Team Leader (HBC)
Malcolm Steele - Senior Planning Officer (HBC)

Update on the latest position on R&CLocal Plan and timescales

AC provided an update on the progress of the Local Plan. The
consultation on the Draft Local Plan commences on the 27" June and
ends on the 8" August. AC noted the consultation has been delayed
until after the EU election.

AC outlined the changes since the previous draft of the Local Plan.
This includes a new policy on Gypsy and Travellers and changes to the
housing sites, mainly the removal of a large site to the south of Marske
for 1000 dwellings.

Housing

AC noted that the SHMA had concluded that the OAN for housing in
Redcar and Cleveland is slightly above official household projections,
at an average of 132 dwellings per annum, mainly due to historic
constraints on the availability of viable housing land. AC noted that the
population of the borough has been steadily declining, mainly through a
loss of working-age population. ONS suggest that overall population
levels will be stable, however there will be around 9,000 fewer aged 64
and under, which means working age population is falling. The
Council’s chosen strategy is to stem the fall in population and reduce
the loss of the working age population. To deliver this strategy, the
housing requirement has been set at 234 per annum +20%. Historic
delivery rates are around 190 per year so there is a need to allocate
above this historic rate to boost the supply in order to deliver the
strategy. PBA/Oxford Economics have been commissioned to
undertake some additional analysis on economic predictions to ensure
the evidence base is sound.

AC noted that the vast majority of sites already have planning
permission. Only 5 sites do not have permission.

It was agreed that Hartlepool and Redcar and Cleveland have different
housing markets with little migration between the two areas so there
were no major cross boundary issues. AC noted that the SHMA had
considered Redcar and Cleveland to be largely a single housing
market area.
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AC confirmed that Redcar and Cleveland has a 5 year housing supply
at the present time. However, this was being challenged by developers.

Other issues

Renewable Energy

AC noted that Members were not happy with the proposed approach to
wind turbines in the previous draft of the Local Plan. AC noted that
Land Use Consultants were commissioned to provide an evidence
base to underpin a new policy on renewable and low carbon energy, in
particular wind turbines. This included undertaking a landscape
sensitively assessment for wind and solar energy development.

Community Infrastructure Levy

AC noted that the Council had decided that CIL would not be
appropriate in Redcar and Cleveland at the present time. This would be
reviewed following the adoption of the Local Plan.

Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople accommodation
requirements

AC explained that a study had been carried out by Opinion Research
Services to provide an assessment of current and future need for
Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show people accommodation in
Redcar and Cleveland. The study concluded that the pitch provision
needed to 2030 in Redcar and Cleveland is 8 additional pitches. This
would be provided by extending the current site in the borough at The
Haven, South Bank. The Draft Local Plan includes a policy on Gypsy,
Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Accommodation.

Employment land

AC noted that the ELR was being updated. Initial indications were that
there is an oversupply of land but the quality of existing sites is an
issue. There would be no additional employment sites allocated in the
plan. All allocations were existing industrial estates. Land was being
deallocated at Kirkleatham Industrial Estate.

Starter Homes
AC noted that there was no indication of demand for starter homes in

Redcar and Cleveland.

Environmental issues

MS noted that there was a number of environmental issues, for
example the expansion of the SPA, which would require continued
partnership working. This will also include working in partnership with
Natural England.

All

Hartlepool Local Plan update

Timescales
MK noted that Hartlepool is currently preparing a new Local Plan
which, once adopted, will replace the 2006 Local Plan. They are

11




currently at Preferred Options Stage with the consultation running
between the 27" May and 22" July. The planned date for the
Publication version is October.

Housing requirement

The SHMA had specified a target of 325 per annum plus a small
number to account for demolitions. 6,000 homes over the plan period
would be required, although 3,000 already had permission. 500
executive homes would be built at Wynyard.

Infrastructure constraints

MK noted that the main infrastructure constraint was the capacity of the
A19 flyover. HBC would be working closely with the Highways Agency
to assess the impact of proposed development and determine
mitigation measures.

Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople accommodation
regquirements

There are no sites allocated for Gypsy and Travellers. There is a
criteria based policy to deal with any demand for sites.

Renewable Energy
Two areas were allocated for wind turbines, one which is an existing
area.

Any other business

None
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Notes of Meeting: North York Moors National Park Authority

Date: 26 April 2016

Venue: The OId Vicarage, Helmsley

Paul Fellows Head of Strategic Planning North York Moors National Park Authority
gzi)r Shields Planning Officer, North York Moors National Park Authority

,(A(I:esx) Conti Planning Strategy Team Leader, Redcar and Cleveland Borough Council
E&E%er Kay Housing Strategy Lead, Redcar and Cleveland Borough Council

Purpose of Meeting: An update meeting, and the first Duty to Co-operate meeting for
NYMNP to discuss common issues/scope for joint work on the evidence base.

Background: The Redcar and Cleveland area covers a small part of the National Park
(small parts of Hutton, Westworth, Lockwood and Loftus wards) Planning functions are

separate.)

1. Update on Plans:

PF explained that work had just begun on the North York Moors Local Plan. It will
exclude the part of Helmsley covered by the 2014 Helmsley Plan and Whitby
Business Park Plan; otherwise it will be a full local plan. Issues and Options will be
issued around October 2016 with preferred options due summer 2017. One piece of
evidence has been commissioned and is available in draft form — the SHMA.

AC explained that R & C were working on an allocations plan following their 2007
Core Strategy. However, a decision was made to prepare a full Local Plan in 2012,
following the publication of the Localism Act and the NPPF. Work on this had
progressed to publication stage but this was discontinued in July 2014 following a
decision by the Council not to approve the publication plan. A revised Local Plan is

now being prepared. A consultation draft will be considered by Cabinet on 24 May for
consultation to commence in June, with a Regulation 19 Publication Plan following on
in November.

Evidence base
Conclusion: There was agreement that there were no common issues arising from
results of the evidence thus far which warrants joint working. The R & C area within

the NYMNP is a very small part of both planning authorities area. In NYMNP’s case
only the SHMA has been commissioned thus far.

SHMA
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NYMNP have commissioned a joint SHMA, likely to indicate a low level of need
compared to current buildings rates (likely to be around 29 dpa).

R & C have a completed SHMA (Feb 16). ‘Policy off OAN = 132. Policy on housing
requirement in draft local plan (population-led) = 234. Currently carrying out
additional economic forecasting following an appeal decision- eventual OAN figure
may be higher.

Land Availability Assessment

R & C’s is complete (will be published 2016), does not cover the area in the National
Park

Affordable Housing and Viability

R & C’s viability assessment completed (2013), does not cover the area in the
National Park. Will be updated ahead of publication Local Plan.

Employment sites/targets, Retail Assessments

R & C’s employment Land review completed 2013 (Nathaniel Lichfield), now being
updated. May lead to deallocation or change to mixed use of 1-3 sites. Their
Strategic Retail and Leisure Assessment was completed in 2011 and will updated
ahead of publication.

Infrastructure Delivery Plan

Completed by R & C, no major issues identified requiring more detailed transport
modelling.

Renewable energy including wind

R & C have completed a renewable/low carbon study (2015) and carried out
sensitivity analysis and capacity work to identify suitable areas for wind. Some may
be near the NYMNP boundary.

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment

Completed 2010 by JBA consultants and updated 2016 (R & C). No issues for the
National Park.

Open Space

Work undertaken by R & C (2016) does include land in the National Park. Agreed
that findings will be shared.

Gypsy and Traveller Sites

14



R & C completed assessment in 2015 — no additional need identified in either area
beyond that generated by the existing community on the current site in R& C area.
This could lead to current site extension.

No other issues identified. The two authorities agreed to meet further if needed,
and communication is to be maintained via the development officer forum.

Ends
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Note of Meeting: Scarborough Borough Council

Local Plan Duty to Cooperate Meeting — Scarborough Borough Council
22nd March 2016

ACTIONS

Present:

Alex Conti - Planning Strategy Team Leader (RCBC)
Steve Wilson — Forward Planning Manager (SBC)

Update on the latest position on R&C Local Plan and timescales

AC provided an update on the progress of the R&C Local Plan. The
consultation on the Draft Local Plan will commence following the
Cabinet decision in May 2016.

AC outlined the changes since the previous draft of the Local Plan.

Housing

AC noted that the SHMA had concluded that the OAN for housing in
Redcar and Cleveland is 10% above official household projections, at
an average of 132 dwellings per annum, mainly due to historic
constraints on the availability of viable housing land. AC noted that
historically the population of the borough has been steadily declining,
mainly through a loss of working-age population. ONS has projected
that overall population levels will be stable. However, there will be
around 9,000 fewer aged 64 and under, which means working age
population is projected to decline. The Council’s chosen strategy is to
stem the fall in population and reduce the loss of the working age
population. To deliver this strategy, the housing requirement has been
set at 234 per annum. Historic delivery rates are around 190 per year
so the requirement is above this historic rate which will help to meet the
NPPF policy to significantly boost the supply of housing.

AC noted that the vast majority of sites already have planning
permission.

It was agreed by both SW and AC that Scarborough and Redcar and
Cleveland have different housing markets with little migration between
the two areas so there were no major cross boundary issues. AC noted
that the SHMA had considered Redcar and Cleveland to be a single
housing market area, albeit within a wider housing market that includes
Middlesbrough and Stockton boroughs.

AC confirmed that Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council has assessed
that it has a 5 year housing supply at the present time. However, this
was being challenged by developers.

Other issues

Renewable Energy
AC noted that Members were not happy with the proposed approach to
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wind turbines in the previous draft of the Local Plan. Land Use
Consultants were commissioned to provide an evidence base to
underpin a new policy on renewable and low carbon energy, in
particular wind turbines. This included undertaking a landscape
sensitively assessment for wind and solar energy development. The
new policy approach identifies areas where specific types of renewable
energy development should be directed.

Community Infrastructure Levy

AC noted that the Council had decided that CIL would not be
appropriate in Redcar and Cleveland at the present time. This would be
reviewed following the adoption of the Local Plan. SW confirmed
Scarborough not taking forward CIL at current time due to viability
issues.

Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople accommodation
requirements

AC explained that a study had been carried out by Opinion Research
Services to provide an assessment of current and future need for
Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show people accommodation in
Redcar and Cleveland. The study concluded that the pitch provision
needed to 2030 in Redcar and Cleveland is 8 additional pitches, all of
which will arise from household growth associated with the existing
population at The Haven, South Bank. Consequently, the Draft Local
Plan includes the provision of 9 additional pitches for the period to
2032, to be provided by extending the current site at The Haven. The
policy on Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Accommodation
also includes criteria to guide planning applications. SW confirmed
Scarborough had a similar report commissioned that found little
evidence of need in the Borough due to the distance from major
thoroughfares in the middle of the country.

Employment land

AC noted that the ELR had been commissioned.

As Potash Mine and Ancillary developments were now approved there
was little if nothing to cover under the DtC between the two authorities.

All

Scarborough Local Plan update

SW indicated that the SBC Local Plan includes a housing requirement
of 460 per annum. The strategy underpinning the plan was based upon
increasing economic activity rates, and would not be reliant on
increasing in-commuting rates from surrounding authorities to ensure
Plan is sustainable. There will have to be some level of economic in-
migration to fill both the positions made available through retirements
and new job creation.

Any other business

None
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Notes of Joint Meeting: Scarborough Borough Council, Hambleton District
Council and the North York Moors National Park Authority

NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED/IMPACT LEVEL 0

Minutes of Duty to Cooperate Meeting between Redcar & Cleveland Borough
Council, Scarborough Borough Council, Hambleton District Council and the North
York Moors National Park Authority
Held Tuesday 26 November 2013 at 14:00
Belmont House, Guisborough.

Present:

Alex Conti Planning Strategy Team Leader (RCBC)
Phil Jones Strategic Planning Manager (RCBC)
David Hand Planning Policy Officer (SBC)

Graham Banks Planning Policy Manager (HDC)

Sarah Housden Policy Manager (NYMNP)

Chris France Director of Planning (NYMNP)

1. Introduction

AC introduced the Redcar & Cleveland Draft Local Plan, with a particular focus on
the approach to planning for housing. The document had been prepared to
incorporate a review of existing development plan policy, contained within the LDF
Core Strategy and Development Policies DPDs, alongside new policies covering site
specific allocations, designations and other topic-specific policies. It has become
apparent that the overarching development strategy was no longer deliverable given
the lack of public funding to support development in regeneration areas.

2. Housing

AC outlined the approach to housing. The overall strategy is to arrest the long term
population decline from the borough. The housing requirement had been calculated
using the Government’s interim household growth projections (based on the 2011
Census) as a starting point. These show that if population decline were to continue
at the same rate then an additional 200 houses would be required each year. In
order to retain population, we have determined through analysis that we would need
to deliver an additional 270 dwellings per annum.

In order to deliver our housing requirement, and given our recent record of housing
delivery, we have selected a significant number of greenfield sites for allocation
across the borough. These sites have been subject to independent viability
assessment as part of a Whole Plan Viability Study undertaken by Peter Brett
Associates, which concluded that they were all deliverable or developable within the
plan period.
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DH questioned what RCBC were doing with the shortfall in delivery of housing. AC
explained that given the significant population loss a line had been drawn as those
people’s housing needs had already been met elsewhere. DH indicated that SBC
were pursuing a similar approach and drew attention to an Inspector’s Report
concerning South Worcestershire’s development plan that had confirmed that this
was an acceptable approach.

GB queried whether there was a rural exceptions policy, and whether we were
allowing a proportion of market housing to aid the delivery of affordable housing in
the rural areas. AC confirmed that RCBC had proposed this as part of the Affordable
Housing Policy (H4) although no allowance had been made for market housing. AC
confirmed this would be considered in finalising the plan.

DH, GB and SH indicated that they were happy with the approach that RCBC
had taken, and would submit comments to that effect.

3. North York Moors

SH & CF welcomed the strengthening of RCBC'’s policies in regard to recognising
the impact of development on the setting of the National Park, in particular Policies
SD6 (Renewable Energy) and N1 (Landscape). However, the wording could be
improved to strengthen the policies in this respect and also to clarify that part of the
National Park is within Redcar and Cleveland. SH & CF would also like something to
be included regarding the value of having the NYMNP on the boundary of RCBC'’s
plan area, including the economic value. It was suggested that Policy ED9 could be
amended to refer to this. AC to consider making changes in preparing the publication
Local Plan, including the possibility of a specific introductory section that explains the
relationship between RCBC and the NYMNP, including the NYMNP Management
Plan. SH to provide suggested wording changes — further discussion may be
necessary to help finalise this (AC).

SH also confirmed that RCBC would be consulted on their joint minerals and waste
plan (with North Yorkshire CC & City of York) in the near future.

4. Potash

The proposed York Potash development was briefly discussed. DH asked whether
potential housing demand had been taken into account in deriving the housing
numbers. AC confirmed that RCBC did not consider this would have a significant
impact on housing requirements in R&C and would expect the majority of housing
development arising from this proposal to be accommodated in SBC area. However,
there is sufficient flexibility in the Local Plan to allow for additional development as
there is a proposed over-allocation of approx. 10%.

AC highlighted that a R&C member had requested that the proposed pipeline be
included in the Local Plan. There was broad agreement that as this is a minerals
issue it was outwith the scope of the document and would need to be included in a
future review of the Tees Valley Joint Minerals & Waste DPDs. However, it was
agreed that reference should still be made to the scheme, particularly the
processing plant that is likely to be located at Wilton (AC).
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5. Whitby Business Park AAP

DH asked for confirmation that there were no cross boundary concerns with the AAP
being prepared by SBC & NYMNP. AC & GB confirmed that there were none and
that representations would be made accordingly.

Note prepared by: Alex Conti
Planning Strategy Team Leader
Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council

Tel: 01287 612353
alex.conti@redcar-cleveland.qgov.uk

Circulation: - Those present.
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Notes of Meeting: Highways Agency

Local Plan Duty to Cooperate Meeting — Highways England
19 May 2016

ACTIONS

Present:

Alex Conti (Planning Strategy Team Leader - RCBC)

Roger Tait (Principal Planning Officer - RCBC)

Tony Gordon (Transport Strategy Lead, RCBC)

Peter Armstrong (Development Engineer Team Leader — RCBC)
Daniel Gaunt (Asset Manager, HE)

Chris Bell (Asset Manager, HE)

Update on the latest position on Local Plans and timescales

AC provided an update on the progress of the Local Plan. The
Council is currently preparing the Draft Local Plan for consultation
in June/July having consulted on the Scoping Report in July 2015.
AC stated that the HE will be formally consulted during the
consultation. However, this meeting was to flag up any major
issues prior to finalising the sites and policies in the Draft Local
Plan and to understand what infrastructure improvements were
required to support development.

AC advised that an infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) is being
prepared alongside the Local Plan and will set out what
infrastructure needs to be upgraded to support development.

Impact of proposed development on the strategic road
network

AC provided an overview of the housing policies. Our housing
evidence shows that the borough has been experiencing a falling
population. The strategy in the Local Plan is to stem this outward
migration and stem the fall in working age population. This will
require an annual housing delivery rate of 234.

RCBC tabled a map showing the locations of all the proposed
housing sites and employment sites.

AC provided an overview of where new development would be
located and explained that the majority of housing sites already
have planning permission (only 5 sites do not have permission).
In terms of employment sites, AC explained that all the sites were
existing industrial estates rather than new development sites.

DG noted that there were 3 major junctions that development in
Redcar and Cleveland would impact on. However, based on the
level of development proposed, and the location of sites, it was
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not expected that there would be a large impact on the strategic
highway network.

HE had recently completed a study on Greystones roundabout
improvements. However, this was not progressed to a detailed
study. It is anticipated that this roundabout will need improved
after 2025 so will only be required in the long term.

It was noted that development at Teesport would have a major
impact on the junctions. The development proposed here has
already been taken into account in recent transport studies and
work was ongoing to determine ways or improving traffic flows
from Teesport.

Changes to national policy

DG stated that the Housing and Planning Bill included a
“permission in principle” policy. This could cause issues in the
future for HE as it would need to assess development sites
upfront. AC noted that all the brownfield sites which are thought to
be deliverable are allocated in the Local Plan. No additional
brownfield sites are expected to come forward at this stage.

East Middlesbrough Bypass

DG noted that HE had received a lot of queries regarding the
bypass. AC noted that if this issue was to arise through the
consultation process, it would be dealt with through the
Examination. The Council did not think that this project would be
deliverable for various reasons. The development of the Swan’s
Corner site would prevent a road being built in the future.
Furthermore, part of the route would be on land that is owned by
the National Trust, which could not be compelled to sell the land.

TG advised that a signage strategy was being developed to help
reduce traffic congestion in the southern part of Middleborough
through directing traffic to less congested roads.

Highways Agency future investment plans

DG advised that HE was undertaking an east - west transport
study to assess traffic levels and pinch points along the A66 from
Teesport to the Al. One of the key issues is the level of traffic
using the A66 around the south of Darlington. Also, traffic heading
north from the A66 to the Al had to go through urban parts
Darlington and low speed road. Key interventions emerging from
the east-west study is either dualling the A66 south of Darlington
or constructing a new road to the north of Darlington to link into
the Al. There are also a range of possible interventions to reduce
congestion along the parts of the A66 through Stockon and also
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to improve access into Teesport from the A66 which were
currently being assessed.

HE is also undertaking studies to assess options of providing a
new River Tees Crossing or at least reducing the amount of local
traffic using the Tees Flyover. It was noted that cost of a new
crossing would be significant and would require significant
national funding. The Tees Valley Combined Authority would be
preparing a business case for this project in due course. It was
also noted that HE, in conjunction with Tees Valley CA, were
undertaking a study on freight movement across the Tees Valley.

It was noted that traffic issues around the Wynyard junction was
still an issue and needed to be resolved.

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP)

RT handed out copies of the transport section in the draft IDP and
advised that the plan had been put together using the evidence
the Council had available on transport infrastructure
requirements. RT advised that the IDP would be updated
following this meeting but additional comments on the document
were welcome prior to it being finalised. The IDP would be made
available alongside the Draft Local Plan during the consultation
when HE would have a further chance to submit comment.

AOB

AC advised that HE would be notified at the start of the
consultation on the Draft Local Plan and offered to meet again if
required prior to the Local Plan being finalised later in the year.
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Notes of Meeting: Northumbrian Water

Local Plan Duty to Cooperate Meeting — Northumbrian Water
Monday 18" April 2016

ACTIONS

Present:

Alex Conti (Planning Strategy Team Leader - RCBC)
Roger Tait (Principal Planning Officer - RCBC)

Mark Mein (Principal Planning Officer — RCBC)
Daniel Woodward (Planning Team - NW)

Nigel Hill (Engineer — RCBC)

Nick Fraser (Engineering Team Leader — RCBC)

Redcar & Cleveland Local Plan progress update

AC provided an update on the progress of the Local Plan.
The Council is currently preparing the Draft Local Plan for
consultation in June/July following consultation on the
Scoping Report in July 2015. The Local Plan will replace
the current Local Development Framework once adopted in
2017. AC noted that NW will also be consulted formally
during the consultation but this meeting was arranged to
highlight any major issues with the proposed development
sites prior to the finalising the Draft Plan.

AC left the meeting.

Housing site allocations (any drainage, water capacity
constraints or flooding issues)

RT provided an overview of the main areas for development
for both residential and employment before going through
each area in turn to discuss any drainage, water capacity or
flooding issues.

Nunthorpe: Swans Corner — DW noted that offsite sewer
works are required to be undertaken by NW in order to
support the development. At present NW has not scheduled
the works in their program, however they are aware there is
a live planning application for the site. Once there is
certainty that the site will come forward i.e receives planning
permission and works are about to begin, this will then
trigger their investment process to carry out the necessary
works to support the development.

Redcar: The development at Kirkleatham Lane was
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discussed. NF noted that a retention pond was being
constructed on the Industrial Estate to resolve flooding
iIssues on the site. NF also noted that the Dormanstown
Flood Storage scheme was in the Environment Agency’s
Medium Term Plan and was currently at stage 2 in the
funding approval process.

Marske: It was noted that NW and the Council were
currently assessing flooding issues around Marske. There
are flooding issues in this area that need to be resolved, in
particular around Longbeck Road. RT noted that the Draft
Local Plan did not include any sites in or around Marske or
New Marske but noted that there was a planning application
appeal pending for 1000 houses to south of Marske. It was
noted that if this development went ahead, this could solve
some of the flooding issues in this area. DW also noted that
the Marske WWTW has been upgraded and capacity
increased.

Skelton: It was agreed that there were no major issues that
need to be resolved and the drainage in this area has
capacity for new development.

Brotton: DW noted that there was known issues in the area
of Kilton Lane. Although this is not something that will stop
development, NW hopes to work with the developer when
the site comes forward to manage the flows from the site so
that flooding is not increased offsite.

Loftus: It was agreed that there were no major issues that
need to be resolved. However, DW stated that there was a
minor issue with Low Cragg Hall Farm site, although this
could easily be resolved and would not stop the
development.

Eston: NF confirmed that the Town Hall site would need to
reduce the discharge rate to ensure flood risk is not
increased. There are some minor drainage issues around
Normanby Hall but this could be resolved through site
design. There are also some minor issues around High
Farm but this could be resolved when development comes
forward.

Guisborough: NF confirmed that there are capacity issues
in the drainage system at Stokesley Road junction.
Developers will be asked to make a reduction in surface
water discharge from development sites. There are surface
water issues on the Cleveland Gate site, however these
could be resolved through design measures. It was noted
that the deforestation of Guisborough Forest was increasing
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flood risk in Guisborough. Further deforestation would
exacerbate this problem.

South Tees: There are flooding problems on the Tees
Dock Road into Tees Port. However, work was underway to
remediate this problem in partnership with Tees Port.

It was agreed that even though infrastructure improvements
had to be made to the water and sewerage infrastructure in
different areas of the borough, there are no major issues
that would stop any of the proposed development sites
coming forward.

NWL Future investment plans

DW confirmed that all the sewage treatment works (STWSs)
that the Local Plan developments will drain to currently have
enough capacity to support the proposals and don’t
anticipate any major issues.

DW set out the capital investments NW were planning to
make for the 2015-2020 period. This includes:

- Saltburn Bathing Waters Scheme
- Gaskell Lane Bridge, Loftus

- Bran Sands ETW & RSTC

- Saltburn SPS Hob Hill

DW stated he would send through additional information on
these projects including costings for the Infrastructure
Delivery Plan.

DW advised that they are currently in the process of creating
“release 2” which means more works may be added to the
list once the release 2 list has been developed. DW agreed
to keep RCBC informed regarding any updates.

DW

Dw

Draft Flood and Water Management policy

RT handed out copies of the draft Flood and Water
Management Policy and asked those present to review
the policies and suggest any amendments. RT
reminded those present that they would be consulted
on the Draft Local Plan in June/July and would have the
opportunity to formally comment on the policies and
sites then.

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment update
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RT handed out copies of the draft SFRA update and
asked those present to review the document and
suggest any amendments before the strategy is
finalised by the 6™May.

ALL

AOB
There were no other issues to discuss.

RT thanked DW for attending the meeting and stated that
additional meetings would be arranged if required later in
the year prior to the Local Plan being finalised.
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Correspondence: Environment Agency

From: Tait, Louise D
Sent: 11 May 2016 10:55
To: Tait, Roger <Roger.Tait@redcar-cleveland.gov.uk>

Cc: Sked, Cameron <cameron.sked@environment-agency.gov.uk>

Subject: RE: Redcar and Cleveland Local Plan Policies (initial comments)
Hi Roger,

Many thanks for your email and for advising when the Plan will go to Cabinet. We look forward to
receiving your consultation in the near future.

| agree. | think that it is not necessary at this initial stage to meet up given that there have been no
major/outstanding issues identified. If there are any major issues identified between now and the
Publication version we would be more than happy to meet up to discuss these further.

In the meantime, if you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Kind regards,
Louise

From: Tait, Roger [mailto:Roger.Tait@redcar-cleveland.gov.uk]

Sent: 11 May 2016 10:40

To: Tait, Louise D

Subject: RE: Redcar and Cleveland Local Plan Policies (initial comments)

Hi Louise,

Yes, the comments were very helpful so thanks for sending them through. We made the changes to
the document yesterday to reflect your comments.

The Plan starts to go through our Cabinet approval process tomorrow and will hopefully be
approved by Cabinet on the 23™. The consultation will start shortly after this. We will notify you
when the consultation starts and you can formally comment then.

I've not had time to rearrange the Duty to Cooperate meeting but as you’ve had a look at the
policies and sent us comments, plus you’ve been through the SFRA | think that is sufficient at this
stage. If anything major crops up been now and the Publication version, we can meet up to discuss.
If you do think we should still meet up now, just let me know.

Thanks again for your help.
Regards
Roger Tait

Principal Planning Strategy Officer
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From: Tait, Louise D [mailto:louise.tait@environment-agency.gov.uk]
Sent: 11 May 2016 09:57

To: Tait, Roger

Subject: FW: Redcar and Cleveland Local Plan Policies (initial comments)

Hi Roger,
| hope that our initial policy comments attached below were of assistance to you.

From your most recent email, | noticed that the Draft Local Plan is expected to be finalised by today.
| would be most grateful if you could advise when we would be likely to receive a formal
consultation on the Draft Local Plan for comment.

Kind regards,
Louise Tait

From: Tait, Louise D

Sent: 04 May 2016 15:32

To: 'Tait, Roger'

Cc: Sked, Cameron

Subject: Redcar and Cleveland Local Plan Policies (initial comments)

Hi Roger,
Thank you for sending through your draft local plan policies.

We have had a look over the policies and have some initial comments/suggestions to make. Please
see attached each of the policies with our comments included. In addition, our flood risk team have
the following initial comments on the Flood and Water Management Policy:

In general, we are in support of this policy. However, we wish to raise a couple of points in respect of
drainage for previously developed sites and Greenfield sites. Sections of the policy are quoted with
written comments below.

“For previously developed sites, the peak runoff rate from the development to any drain, sewer or
surface water body for the 1-in-1 year rainfall event and the 1-in-100 year rainfall event, must be as
close as reasonably practicable to the greenfield runoff rate from the site for the same rainfall event,
but must not exceed the rate of discharge for the pre-development scenario for that event.”

This section of the policy appears to set a high bar in requiring developments to meet as close to
Greenfield runoff rate as possible but then seems to lower the requirement in stating that the
development must not exceed the discharge rate for the pre-development scenario. We suggest that
a greater emphasis is placed on the developer achieving as close to Greenfield runoff rates as
possible. It may require the deletion of the end of the sentence “but must not exceed the rate of
discharge for the pre-development scenario for that event” to avoid competing criteria.

Ideally, any new discharge to a watercourse should be restricted to Greenfield run off.
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“For greenfield sites, the peak runoff rate from the development to any highway drain, sewer or
surface water body for the 1-in-1 year rainfall event and the 1-in-100 year rainfall event, must not
exceed the peak greenfield runoff rate from the site for the same event.”

The surface water drainage rates restriction appears to have been obtained from national

guidance. We consider that the variable discharge rates, based upon rainfall rates, would be difficult
to regulate and control. At the 1 in 100 year rainfall event, it is likely that there will be significant
flood risk within the vicinity of properties. Our concern with the allowances is that at lower rainfall
you may well have higher discharges.

As the policy stands, we would advise that you liaise with your surface water team/specialists to
assess how to control and regulate the parameters set out in the policy.

We suggest that this policy requirement may be technically difficult to achieve and would advise that
alternatively, the policy could specify a mean Greenfield runoff rate (this would be a fixed rate rather
than a variable discharge rate). Reference could then be made to attaining the recommended rates
set out in the national guidance, wherever possible, but that the development must achieve the

local standards/parameters which have been set.

| have also received information on the General Development Principles Policy from our
Groundwater and Contaminated Land team:

We suggest the addition of the following criterion to the list of general development principles in
Page 1/2 the document:-

e A Preliminary Risk Assessment will be required where development is proposed on sites

where land contamination is identified that has the potential to have a significant impact on
human health, property, ecosystems and the water environment.

In the section ‘Site location’ there is a paragraph relating to contaminated and unstable land. We
consider that the following wording may be appropriate to include at the end of the paragraph
which would provide further clarification to the applicant.

....in accordance with The Model Procedures for the Management of Land Contamination (CLR 11),
which have been developed to provide the technical framework for applying a risk management
process when dealing with land affected by contamination’.

| hope the above initial comments are of assistance to you.

Kind regards,

Louise Tait

Senior Planning Advisor
Environment Agency Tyneside House

Newecastle Business Park
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Newcastle upon Tyne
NE4 7AR
Telephone 0191 203 4284

E-mail louise.tait@environment-agency.gov.uk
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Notes of Meeting: Northern Gas

From: Sherwood-Parkin, Rory [mailto:Rory.Sherwood-Parkin@TeesValleyUnlimited.gov.uk]
Sent: 07 December 2015 14:08

To: David Nelson (David.Nelson@darlington.gov.uk); Malcolm Steele
(Malcolm.Steele@hartlepool.gov.uk); ' (Katherine_ Whitwell@middlesbrough.gov.uk)'
(Katherine_Whitwell@middlesbrough.gov.uk); Tait, Roger; Clifford, Matthew

Subject: Key points from Gas Infrastructure meeting today

Dear all,

Thank you for coming to the Gas Infrastructure meeting with Northern Gas Networks this morning,
which | hope you found (as | did) really useful. Key points (feel free to add to):

Dan Sadler from NGN (dsadler@northerngas.co.uk / 0113 397 5381) gave an overview of
NGN’s plans to look at decarbonising gas in the UK through the use of hydrogen. Dan is
going to be seconded into DECC from Jan on this and thinks that Tees Valley would be
ideally placed to benefit from such rollout given the salt cavity storage at North Tees (NGN
are looking at a pilot project in Leeds and potentially rolling to Humber and then Teesside).
NGN talked through how their infrastructure operates and their RepEx replacement
programme; ongoing for the last 16 years and has another 15 years to run, essentially
replacing pipelines (average 480km a year) across the area. Replacing infrastructure in a
manner that means it could accommodate hydrogen. Also have a programme or demolition,
for example knocking down towers at Portrack Lane, Cannon Park etc (key contact at
Demolition programme at NGN is Tim Harwood, tim.harwood@northerngas.co.uk).

Can’t share data on Tees Valley’s infrastructure, but NGN happy to respond to queries from
LAs/TVU on the cost of connection of a particular planned site (shouldn’t be an issue with
capacity, just cost; cost is largely determined by distance from network/whether it crosses
critical infrastructure such as roads, rail etc/usage of the land).

LAs highlighted need for closer engagement with NGN, so that they could identify if any major
issues/costs with future sites identified in Local Plans. NGN happy to find out right contact
(could be Andy Irwin, airwin@northerngas.co.uk or John Peacock,
ipeacock@northerngas.co.uk; Dan to find out). Very large housing developments would go to
Major Projects Team.

NGN are obliged to help with actions to alleviate fuel poverty and are therefore keen to work
with LAs in this regard (contact Tom Bell, head of social responsibility,
tbell@northerngas.co.uk)

Next steps: I've sent Dan your contact details (and those of Neil Kenley, Director of Business
Investment at TVU — neil.kenley@teesvalleyunlimited.gov.uk). Dan will get in touch re setting
up a meeting in a couple of months’ time with the Local Area Operations Manager or relevant
local contact. Dan is also to look into any data of where off-gas properties are located in Tees
Valley.

Best wishes,

Rory

Rory Sherwood-Parkin

Economic Strategy & Intelligence Manager

Tel: 01642 632 004
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Notes of Meeting: Northern Powerqgrid

Northern Powergrid — LAs — TVU meeting 30" July 2015

Key Overall points

Went through investment plan (and Long Term Development Plan, which includes
investment at substations and infrastructure across the area)

Generation availability map (could be issues of generation capacity around Wilton
and East Cleveland, which could potentially limit onshore wind farm activity)
Capacity issues outlined

Map of substations and key routes provided

Overview of Powergrid, background, role and remit

Reconfigured zone to be based upon different areas; Tees Valley is Teesside Zone
Spend of circa £100m in Teesside Zone every investment period

Good contacts established

Feel for issues in each LA area

Recognition that powergrid are bound by competition

Issues re way leave access in some local authorities

Keen to get understanding of key development sites in the future, but are restricted
by OFGEM and government to putting this into future capacity or investment plans
(have to wait until they get developer or council applications).

LAs can flag up the need for future capacity on key sites, but NPG have to offer that
to any customer that comes up.

They don’t project load growth (apart from in big industrial areas)

However, very happy to provide outline estimates of costs for moving pylons,
supplying certain sites, new lines etc. This could help re masterplanning of particular
sites by LAs

Average cost of moving a substation is £1m. Hemlington Grange upgrade to Prissick
substation £2m.

As a rule, no capacity issues of extending urban conurbations, it's when you get to
brownfield land or more remote that things become more difficult

No issues of capacity on main industrial sites (e.g. Wilton, North Tees, Bilingham,
Teesport) although NPG would like closer relationships with large companies/ more
heads-up as to what could be planned

New housing developments, as a rule talking over 3-4,000 homes to have a big
impact on capacity (5mw usually requires a new substation).

OFGEM and government encouraging them to use assets more smartly rather than
invest in new ones (only invest when clear demand to)

Need to be aware that LAs may ultimately be responsible for paying for issues that
may arise (e.g. Hemlington Grange).

Can’t reinforce assets in advance of need

Smart meters will have a big impact (particularly on challenging response targets)
12 month notice to move assets

Good relationship with local developers and house builders

National Grid handle nationally significant generation projects (e.g. Dogger Bank,
Hartlepool nuclear power station)

NPG moved offices recently to Preston Farm (from Skippers Lane), so nhow have
three sites in Tees Valley (Billingham and Middlesbrough for logistics, Stockton is the
Teesside Zone HQ), big push nationally on apprenticeships

Tougher new regulations from OFCOM mean that they have stretching targets on
outages and interruptions which is driving a lot of their activity.
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e Particular challenge in Teesside Zone was around copper theft (impacted upon
Nifco), but this has subsided. Other challenges include ageing cables, tougher
targets and access to substations (way leave issues, shopping centres etc)

¢ On the generation side (they have a map on their website), difficult to predict and
different technologies have different impacts (PV has as different impact on capacity
compared to biomass etc)

e Northern Powergrid investment plan: http://www.northernpowergrid.com/investments-

in-your-area
¢ Northern Powergrid generation availability map:
http://www.northernpowergrid.com/generation-availability-map

Darlington
o Key sites (housing and employment) around Faverdale (no issues at the moment)

and Morton Palms/Link 66 areas (edge of capacity, so could be more expensive, but
not a showstopper). No issues perceived at the moment. Discussion to be had
around Harrowgate Hill proposed housing site (pylons etc)

Hartlepool
e Two potential main housing sites of South West extension and Tunstall will create

around 3,000-4,000 new homes; no overall capacity issues expected

Middlesbrough

¢ North Middlesbrough not an issue (e.g. Middlehaven). Main problems area the further
you go South in the town, hence the issues at Hemlington Grange. Acklam and
Prissick substations over capacity, therefore investment in Hemlington Grange
means Prissick investment is being brought forward (£10m from NPG, £2m from
MBC).

e Prissick upgraded in 2-3 years, with temporary fix in the meantime. Should resolve
most problems in Middlesbrough, although could be issues around housing growth in
Nunthorpe (given distance from substations)

Redcar & Cleveland

e Total of 4,000 homes over next 15 years; not a major issue

¢ No problems at the moment, although right at limit of capacity in Redcar town centre,
Grangetown, South Bank and racecourse. Rural areas not a problem.

Stockton-on-Tees

e Key housing sites in town centre and Wynyard fine (plenty of capacity at Wynyard).

e Main other housing site is West Stockton (where cable theft linked to Nifco outages
was happening), where the issue should be solved through investment, but issues at
the moment over wayleaves.

e Noissues at DTVA.

Next Steps

e Email notes round to LAs & NPG
e Write up notes formally for TIG meeting in Oct. Propose:
o Annual meeting (TVU, LAs, NPG) to provide updates to the above
o Bi-annual meeting of TVU with Powergrid to give informal heads-up on future
developments / inward investment
o TVU & LAs investigate gas and water along the same lines as above (and
report back to TIG in Jan)
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Correspondence: Tees Valley Nature Partnership

- :

-\ “. g e A

Tees VaIIey'Nature Partnership

Margrove Park Heritage Centre
Margrove Park

Boosbeck

Saltburn

TS12 3BZ
www.teesvalleynaturepartners
hip.org
rmurtagh@teeswildlife.org
01287 636382

13/02/
2017

Mr Adrian Miller, Head of Planning,

Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council,

Regeneration Services Directorate,

Redcar & Cleveland House,

Kirkleatham Street, Redcar

Yorkshire,

TS10 1RT.

Dear Adrian Miller,
Duty to Co-operate — Redcar and Cleveland local plan

Thank-you for undertaking the Tees Valley Nature Partnership (TVNP) Local Plan
Assessment for Nature and Biodiversity.

This is an assessment tool to ensure that nature and biodiversity considerations are
included in the local plans at any stage of the policy planning or review. A series of
principles to evaluate this have been developed using the NPPF and NPPG that support the
priorities and outcomes devised by the TVNP. Full details of the assessment including the 9
guiding principles, the assessment forms and links to all the relevant strategies can be
found at: teesvalleynaturepartnership.org.uk/resources/local-plan-assessment-for-nature-

biodiversity/

We acknowledge that Redcar and Cleveland’s Local Plan process was well advanced when
the TVNP launched the assessment in September 2016. Despite this the plan has still
scored a rating of ‘Good’ and the work put in by the planning authority will help to aid the
development of the other Tees Valley Local Plans that follow on behind Redcar and
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Cleveland. There is still potential to increase your score, to do so we recommend a two-
point approach: -

1. At this advanced point of the local plan process, we would recommend the following
minor amendments to the policy wording in the plan.

a. Modify the wording regarding Local Sites Partnership to reflect that this has
been integrated into and is now part of the TVNP.

b. Reference to BOAs Biodiversity Opportunity Areas where identified in the
assessment feedback e.g. policy N4. (a paragraph has been supplied)

c. Clearer wording regarding PDL and a ‘commitment to a continual working
arrangement with the TVNP’ e.g. Stockton’s policy ENV 5 2 “...creation or
improvement of habitats to meet the objectives of the Tees Valley Nature
Partnership.’

2. The following issues we would like to see progressed through Supplementary Planning
Documents and if necessary incorporated into future revisions of the local plan. These
include points relevant across the whole of the Tees Valley regarding initiatives in
development.

a. Tees Valley wide biodiversity indicators.

b. The development of a Biodiversity offsetting policy linked to a Tees Valley
policy (agreement) including options for cross boundary strategic mitigation
where appropriate.

c. Future regard of any Tees Valley local guidance for buildings’ sustainability
standards’.

d. Shoreline Management Plan, although specific reference has been considered
not necessary in the local plan we recommend regard and reference to this is
made with any future interest for example from a Landscape Partnership which
is being investigated for the coast from Saltburn to Sandsend.

e. Clearer reference to Local Green Space — commitment to promoting this to

communities at the next revision of the local plan and if and when developed
any Neighbourhood Plans.

Once again thank you for taking the time and effort to undertake the assessment. To
complete the process, we would appreciate a written response on how you intend to
implement our recommendations. If you have any further queries in the meantime please
do get in touch.

We look forward to a continuing positive working relationship with you where we can all
work to realise the partnerships vision of ‘A rich and healthy natural environment in the
Tees Valley that sustains a vibrant place for people to live work and learn’.

Yours sincerely

Rachel Murtagh

TVNP Officer
On behalf of the Tees Valley Nature Partnership

CC Fiona Hurworth, Principal Planning Strategy Officer
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From: Rachel Murtagh [mailto:rmurtagh@teeswildlife.org]
Sent: 05 April 2017 10:05

To: Hurworth, Fiona

Subject: RE: TVNP checklist

Hi Fiona

Looks good to me and thanks for the clarification on the Middlesbrough Beck area too.
Kind regards

Rachel Murtagh

Tees Valley Nature Partnership Officer

rmurtagh@teeswildlife.org

www.teesvalleynaturepartnership.org.uk Tel: 01287 636382

Postal address: Tees Valley Wildlife Trust, Margrove Park Heritage Centre, Margrove Park, Boosbeck
Saltburn TS12 3BZ

From: Hurworth, Fiona [mailto:Fiona.Hurworth@redcar-cleveland.gov.uk]
Sent: 04 April 2017 18:43

To: Rachel Murtagh <rmurtagh@teeswildlife.org>

Subject: RE: TVNP checklist

Hi Rachel
Thank you for your comments and quick response.
For the map | may just put a white text box over the yellow area in the key for now.

In the revised wording to policy N4 you removed reference to Middlesbrough Beck Valleys. Although
it is hard to spot, the map shows a small area crosses into Redcar & Cleveland around the Spencer
Beck which runs through Redcar and Cleveland then forms part of the boundary between ourselves
and Middlesbrough, with one of the banks on our side.

In terms of landscape we have a separate landscape policy (Policy N1) which categorises our
landscapes slightly differently and doesn’t make reference to the TVNP landscape types, although it
makes reference to biodiversity in the supporting text. To make the distinction between the policies
clearer, and explain why we are introducing new landscape types in Policy N4, | have slightly
amended your highlighted wording. | hope this is ok, but please let me know if not.
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Existing Local Plan text to be deleted is scored through and new text to be inserted as a modification
is underlined:

Policy N 4
Biodiversity and Geological Conservation

We will protect and enhance the borough’s biodiversity and geological resources. Support will be
given to high quality schemes that enhance nature conservation and management, preserve the
character of the natural environment and maximise opportunities for biodiversity and geological
conservation, particularly in, or adjacent to, Biodiversity Opportunity Areas in the wider River Tees
Corridor, Teesmouth, East Cleveland and Middlesbrough Beck Valleys eppertunity-areas. We will
protect and preserve local, national and international priority species and habitats and promote

their restoration, re-creation and recovery.
Paragraph 7.36, policy N4.

Legend . 2es E -)’ ature AFREFS I

East Cleveland

B Teesmoutn

= Middlesbrough Beck Valleys
Central Farmland

B River Tees Comidor

Nature Opportunity

The Tees Valley Nature Partnership have identified five broad landscape types within the Tees

Valley, four of which are present in Redcar and Cleveland, as illustrated on the diagram. Biodiversity

Opportunity Areas (BOAs) comprise the key areas for potential biodiversity enhancement within

these larger areas where targeted maintenance, restoration, creation, mitigation and offsetting

measures should be adopted to enhance biodiversity, and in turn help to deliver a wide range of

ecosystem services. Collectively the BOAs form a strategic network, representing a significant

environmental asset for the Tees Valley

TVNP priorities are to:

1: Protect and enhance the geodiversity and biodiversity of the Tees Valley ensuring the
conservation, restoration and creation of key landscapes and habitats, including mitigating
and adapting to the impacts of climate change.

2: Work at a landscape scale to restore and deliver robust ecological networks that
demonstrate a wide range of environmental, social and economic outcomes.
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Thanks for your help,
Fiona

From: Rachel Murtagh [mailto:rmurtagh@teeswildlife.org]
Sent: 04 April 2017 16:45

To: Hurworth, Fiona

Subject: RE: TVNP checklist

Hi Fiona,

Please see my amendments highlighted in your table below. Good point about the ‘nature
opportunity’ label it’s a bit misleading feel free to take it out — I'll have to see if | can amend it at this
end too (the map was produced before my time!). Thanks for the update on Neil Cole (I assume he is
equivalent to Katherine Whitwell in Middlesbrough & Valerie Adams in Darlington)

Kind regards
Rachel Murtagh
Tees Valley Nature Partnership Officer

rmurtagh@teeswildlife.org

www.teesvalleynaturepartnership.org.uk Tel: 01287 636382

Postal address: Tees Valley Wildlife Trust, Margrove Park Heritage Centre, Margrove Park, Boosbeck
Saltburn TS12 3BZ

From: Hurworth, Fiona [mailto:Fiona.Hurworth@redcar-cleveland.gov.uk]
Sent: 04 April 2017 11:47

To: Rachel Murtagh (rmurtagh@teeswildlife.org) <rmurtagh@teeswildlife.org>
Subject: TVNP checklist

Importance: High

Hi Rachel

Further to your letter on the TVNP checklist please find below how we are intending to respond to
your points (first section of your letter) within the Local Plan which we are about to submit for
examination. There are two tables as some are considered main and others minor.

| will put these in a formal letter but thought it could be useful to let you see these first in case you
had any comment. If you do have any comments, or think we have missed something, could you
please let me know as soon as possible as we are presently finalising our submission Local Plan.
Please feel free to give me a call if you would like to talk through any of the changes

If you want to cross reference these changes with the Local Plan it can be viewed here:
http://redcarcleveland-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/local plan/plp?pointld=1480346157463
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Change Reason

It is important to consider biodiversity at the design stage, including where To provide

development is on brownfield land. Areas of biodiversity on brownfield land additional

should be retained and enhanced alongside any remediation of clarification

contamination. as
recommende

d by the Tees
Valley Nature
Partnership
(TVNP).

Legend

East Cleveland

B Teesmouth

W Middiesbrough Beck Valleys
Central Farmiand

2 River Tees Cormidor

Nature Opportunity

The Tees Valley can be divided into five broad areas of landscape for the
purposes of habitat conservation, enhancement and creation. Biodiversity
Opportunity Areas (BOAS) are the most important areas for biodiversity
within these larger areas where targeted maintenance, restoration, creation,

mitigation and offsetting measures should be adopted to enhance
biodiversity and in turn help to deliver a wide range of ecosystem
services. Collectively the BOAs form a strategic network, representing a
significant environmental asset for the Tees Valley.

Update to
reflect
continued
work by
TVNP, as
recommende
d by TVNP.

40




The Tees Valley can be divided into five broad areas of landscape type. The BOA’s

comprise the key areas for potential biodiversity enhancement within these larger

areas Where targeted maintenance, restoration, creation, mitigation and offsetting

measures should be adopted to enhance biodiversity and in turn help to deliver a

wide range of ecosystem services. Collectively the BOA’s form a strategic network,

representing a significant environmental asset for the Tees Valley

TVNP priorities are to:

e 1: Protect and enhance the geodiversity and biodiversity of the Tees

Valley ensuring the conservation, restoration and creation of key

landscapes and habitats, including mitigating and adapting to the

impacts of climate change.

e 2:Work at a landscape scale to restore and deliver robust ecological

networks that demonstrate a wide range of environmental, social and

economic outcomes.

The preservation, restoration, re-creation and recovery of local and national | To provide
priority species and habitats will alse-be promoted, including the creation or | additional
improvement of habitats to meet the objectives of the TVNP. clarification
as
recommende
d by the
TVNP.
Ref | Page | Policy/Para | Change Reason
AM26 | 193 N4 Support will be given to high quality To provide
schemes that enhance nature clarification and
conservation and management, reflect ongoing work
preserve the character of the natural and terminology
environment and maximise used by the Tees
opportunities for biodiversity and Valley Nature
geological conservation, particularly if | Partnership
they are in or adjacent to the
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas within
landscape areas of the Tees Corridor,
Teesmouth and East Cleveland.
AM28 | 196 7.46 (N4) | ...These criteria, which are based on Factual correction to

Defra guidance, have been decided
locally by the Tees Valley Local-Sites

reflect updated
structure of TVNP.
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Nature Partnership... The Tees Valley
RIGS (Regionally Important Geological
Sites) group advises the Local Site
Nature Partnership...

AM29

196

7.47 (N4)

The Local Plan will continue to protect
these sites and encourage and support
opportunities to enhance them,
including working with the Tees

Valley Leeal-Sites Nature Partnership.

Factual correction to
reflect updated
structure of TVNP.

One issue | did think of was that the name of the yellow areas on the insert map being ‘Nature
Opportunity’ possibly gives the impression that this is where we would want enhancement. Is there

any scope to amend this, for example put something like other is brackets after Nature Opportunity?
If this is possible it could be done at a later date before we publish the final Plan.

Also just to let you know we have a new Planning Strategy Manager who started this week, Neil
Cole. Adrian Miller remains the Manager above Neil and is our Head of Planning and Development.

Thanks

Fiona

Fiona Hurworth

Principal Planning Strategy Officer

Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
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Note of Meeting: Natural England

Note of meeting with Natural England
2 March 2017

Redcar & Cleveland Council, Redcar & Cleveland House, TS10 1RT

Attendees

Ellen Bekker (EM), Natural England (NE)

Andrew Whitehead (AW), Natural England (NE)

Michael Miller (MM), Natural England (NE)

Adrian Miller (AM), Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council (RSBC)

Fiona Hurworth (FH), Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council (RCBC)

1. Update

e RCBC provided a brief update on Local Plan and plans to submit for examination by end of
March.

e FH updated NE on ongoing recreation and birds studies being undertaken by INCA from
November to March and plans to use this data to inform the strategic approach to mitigation in
a Foreshore Management Plan (FMP). Due to timings, work on the FMP would be likely to
commence after the submission of the Local Plan.

o AM updated NE on the emerging South Tees Mayoral Development Corporation who will have
powers for a large area of South Tees, including areas within the Teesmouth & Cleveland Coast
SPA.

2. Recreation mitigation and Natural England representation to Local Plan

e RCBC and NE discussed NE’s representation.

e NE confirmed that measures recommended by the Appropriate Assessment of the Local Plan
were considered acceptable in principal but that certainty was needed that mitigation can
be delivered and adverse effects of the Local Plan prevented.

e RCBC agreed that modifications to Policy N4, and supporting text to SD5, would be
recommended to the Inspector by the Council in accordance with NE’s representation.

o The use of a 6km threshold, for considering impacts on the SPA from housing and
recreation/tourist proposals, was agreed as appropriate, as according to research this is the
distance from which 75% of visitors to the SPA travelled.
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NE suggested that RCBC could consider, as an example, the approach taken to recreational
mitigation by Sunderland in their South Sunderland SPD and HRA.

The use of green infrastructure as a mitigation measure was also discussed, including
general principals. The potential to use this form of mitigation at land at Kirkleatham Lane,
where Natural England had objected to a planning application for residential development,
was also discussed.

As an interim measure, prior to the finalisation of the FMP, it was agreed that RCBC would
develop an interim strategy setting out how they would deal with applications for residential
and tourism/recreational development that could have an adverse effect on the integrity of
the SPA, and the possible use of s106 contributions. RCBC will consult and work with Natural
England to develop and agree this strategy.

It was also agreed that following internal discussions, RCBC would write formally to Natural
England to confirm how mitigation measures would be delivered.

It was agreed that once these measures had been undertaken, and agreed, NE may be able
to reconsider their objection to the Local Plan, and that it may be appropriate for NE and
RCBC to prepare a Statement of Common Ground to inform the examination. It was noted
however that it may not be possible to agree this prior to submission of the Local Plan.
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TEES VALLEY PLANNING MANAGERS MEETING
Tuesday 28™ February 2017 at 1.00pm
Oberhausen Room, Town Hall, Middlesbrough

Attendance

Paul Clarke (PC) — Middlesbrough Council

Alex Conti (AC) — Middlesbrough Council

Adrian Miller (AM) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
Matthew King (MK) — Hartlepool Borough Council

Barry Jackson (BJ) — Stockton Borough Council

David Bage (DB) — Stockton Borough Council

Jessica Bell (JB) — Middlesbrough Council

Laura Hanson (LH) — Arup

Vicky Neal (VN) - Arup

Agenda Item Details Action
1. Apologies Andrew Carter — Hartlepool Borough Council
Martin Waters — Tees Valley Combined Authority
Steve Petch - Darlington Borough Council
2. Minutes of Agreed.
previous meeting
held 14.11.16
3. Tees Valley LH delivered power point presentation outlining the intention of
Land the TV Land Commission Register, explaining the need for
Commission information and how it will be interpreted.
Register
Data source
LH explained the source of data has come from some LA
contribution and the rest from E-PIMS.
AC/PC explain that E-PIMS has no LA input and confirm primary
source of data should be from the relevant LA.
LH reiterated the importance of receiving data from LA’s to
complete the register.
PC determined that information for each LA should be sought, in | LA
the first instance, directly from those in attendance of the
meeting. With LA’s to provide consistent, robust data.
LH to contact attendees of TVPM meeting asap with the data | LH

requirements.

Use of data

LH explained TV Land Commission Register will be used to
capture land ownership with details accessible through a secure
access web based tool (demonstration given.)

PC explained the key principal of the land commission is to
deliver a consistent approach in identifying key strategic sites
across boundaries.
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Terms of reference in relation to the TV Land commission to be
circulated.

JB

4. Housing White

PC highlighted potential issues of the HWP as:

Paper 2017 ¢ OAN and delivery of LP
e 5 Year Land Supply
e Housing delivery test
o Affordable housing definition
o 20% increase on planning applications
e DC initiatives.
AM identified the potential need for a collaborative response to
consultation of the HWP.
AC provided overview of PAS HWP meeting.
5. HCA MK queried as to whether the group are aware of any funding
Infrastructure initiatives in place for the development of strategic sites.
Funding
PC explained the HCA has reconfigured into teams to further
accelerate housing growth therefore more potential for funding
released for infrastructure to promote housing.
AM explained LGF funding potentially provided as a loan with
TVCA looking at acquiring funding to pay the interest on the
loan.
6. Any Other AM provided an MDC update in relation to the SSI site, whereby
Business an agreement has been reached in principle to determine

planning powers will remain with RBC with the potential of a
liaison officer between the two authorities.

DB updated on the Tees Estuary Partnership, confirming that an
action group has been endorsed to move it forward.

AC queried the need for a representative from the NHS to attend
the next meeting, to discuss James Cook University Hospital
plans and the wider aims for the Tees Valley.

Next meeting TBC.
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Notes of Meetings: Tees Valley Planning Managers/ Development Plans Officers

TEES VALLEY DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING
Tuesday 24™ January 2017
Middlesbrough Council, Civic Offices, Middlesbrough

Attendance

Katherine Whitwell (KW) — Middlesbrough Council (MBC)
Alex Conti (AC) —Middlesbrough Council (MBC)

David Bage (DB) — Stockton Borough Council (SBC)
Matthew King (MK) — Hartlepool Borough Council (HBC)
David Nelson (DN) — Darlington Borough Council (DBC)
Roger Tait (RT) — Redcar and Cleveland Council (RCBC)

Agenda Item Details Action
1. Apologies None
2. Minutes from Minutes from previous meeting reviewed and deemed
Previous meeting correct.
Duty to Cooperate Matters
3. Planning Managers | The next Planning Managers meeting will be arranged to
discuss the TV Land Commission and TV Brownfield
Register. Consultants Arup will be invited to provide a
presentation to the group. MBC
4. NHS Sustainability | The NHS are consulting on a draft ST Plan. Given the
and Transformation | importance of this for planning, it was agreed to add an item
Plan on this to the next Planning Managers agenda and ask the
NHS to attend and take us through the proposals. MBC
5. Planning and It is likely that the publication of the White Paper will be
Housing White Paper | delayed until February although it is possible that the policy
in relation to OAN could come out earlier than this. It is
thought that the OAN policy could consist of set housing
numbers for each authority or a standard methodology for
calculating OAN.
6. Housing Market Both Middlesbrough and Stockton SHMA'’s have concluded
Areas that Middlesbrough/Stockton/Redcar and Cleveland are part
of a wider HMA. Redcar and Cleveland are happy to
proceed with their SHMA as it is. It was agreed that
Middlesbrough and Stockton would have a further
discussion with ORS on the HMA after the Middlesbrough
SHMA presentation. MBC/SBC

7. TVSEP housing The TV-CA have produced housing numbers of 22000 to
numbers align with the TVSEP. They have achieved this total by
adding up figures from each authority. There was some
concern that they have not used the same base for the
figures for each authority.
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8. Self-Build register

The regulations in respect of the self-build register have
been updated. There are now two parts to the register and
there is a requirement to grant planning permission for self-
build dwellings. It was agreed to add an item on this to the
next Planning Managers agenda.

MBC

9. Tees Estuary
Partnership and MoU

The TEP are intending to submit to Government the
required information for the SPA extension by the end of
January with further consultation intended in the Spring. An
additional area of land north of the River Tees has been
added to the proposed SPA. DB asked that the group
feedback any comments on the MoU to him.

DB

4. Local Plan and CIL
Progress

The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
given.

Middlesbrough — Consultation on the LP Issues Paper
finishes on the 30™ January with Preferred Options expected
May/June 2017. The consultation also includes a ‘call for
sites’. Work is ongoing on the preparation of the evidence
base including SHMA, EDNA and GTAA.

Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

Stockton — Consultation on Reg18 document finished on 20
Jan 2017. Publication expected Jun/July 2017 with
submission Autumn 2017. They have completed a number
of pieces of evidence including OAN, SHLAA, Town Centre
Study and Green Wedges.

CIL discussions to follow adoption of Local Plan.

Redcar & Cleveland- The consultation on the Publication
document will finish on the 31* January with Submission
expected 31% March 2017. RT confirmed that they are
expecting the examination to take place in June 2017.

Darlington —A revised timetable has been prepared for the
Local Plan. Topic specific groups have been established
and they will continue the engagement process until August
2017.

CIL is to be reviewed.

Hartlepool —Consultation on the publication of draft LP
finishes on 3™ February 2017. They are expecting to submit
in May. Adoption of LP expected Feb 2018.

CIL discussions will follow adopted Local Plan.

6. Any other business

It was agreed that the TV authorities should prepare a joint
response to the North Yorkshire Minerals and Waste Plan
confirming support for the document. AC agreed that
Middlesbrough would prepare this response and circulated

MBC
actioned
February
2017
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for comment.
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TEES VALLEY DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING
Monday 14™ November 2016 at 3.00pm
Middlesbrough Council, Civic Offices, Middlesbrough

Attendance

Katherine Whitwell (KW) — Middlesbrough Council (MBC)
Alex Conti (AC) —Middlesbrough Council (MBC)

David Bage (DB) — Stockton Borough Council (SBC)
Matthew Clifford (MC) — Hartlepool Borough Council (HBC)
Graeme Smith (GS) — Durham County Council (DCC)
David Hand (DH) — Scarborough Council (SC)

Paul Fellows — North York Moors National Park

Caroline Skelly — Hambleton District Council

Rob Smith — North York County Council

Jessica Bell (JB) - Middlesbrough Council

Agenda Item Details Action
1. Apologies John Hiles — Richmondshire County Council

2. Minutes from Minutes from previous meeting reviewed and deemed

Previous meeting correct.

TVDPOS and NEIGHBOURS MATTERS

3. Minerals & Waste RS confirmed the publishing of the Mineral and Waste Joint
joint plan for North Plan with consultation to end 21/12/16. Key points include:
oot |+ Asogatesonly
e Waste —self-sufficient & maximisation
e Necessary cross boundary movements
e Robust policies on potential of fracking (following
public interest at initial consultation stages.)

Feedback would be much appreciated.

4. Local Plan and CIL | The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
Progress given_

Middlesbrough — KW confirmed MBC are undertaking a full
review of the LP (excluding minerals and waste.) Issues
report open for consultation 5" December for 8 weeks (to
allow for the Christmas period) with preferred options
expected May/June next year. The Consultation also
includes a ‘call for sites’.

Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

Stockton —DB confirmed review of LP to replace Core
Strategy and allocations (excluding minerals and waste.)
Reg18 consultation to be consulted for 9 weeks from 21%
Nov ’16 to 20 Jan ’'17. Publication to be expected Jun/July
'17.

CIL discussions to follow adoption of Local Plan.
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Redcar & Cleveland - No update available

Darlington —SP confirmed strategic issues and options
report to go to Cabinet end of November. Land allocations
due in 2017 with consultations to follow.

CIL is to be reviewed.

Hartlepool — Preferred Options consultation closed.
Publication of draft LP scheduled for for 8wk consultation to
begin 09/12/16 to 03/02/17. Adoption of LP expected Feb
2018.

CIL discussions will follow adopted Local Plan.

Scarborough — DH confirmed examination dates for LP
have taken place. Examiner findings included:

¢ Housing numbers justified

o Affordable housing provisions modified and accepted

e 5 year supply to be modified and re-examined

e Education related issues in relation to potential pupil

increases.

Should it be needed there is provision for further 1 day
examination. Adoption is expected 31/3/17 at full council.
Not proceeding with CIL at present. DH highlighted review
of CIL in white paper expected 23/11/16.

North Yorkshire- RS confirmed LP at post publication
stage with expected submission of April 17.

Durham — GS confirmed issues and options consultation
very successful in terms of representations. Preferred
Options to go to cabinet 14/12/16 with draft LP end of
Decl/early Jan 17. GS explained LP is to have time span of
2016-2033.

North York Moors — PF confirmed Reg 18 consultation is
underway and ends 18.11.16. Call for sites and green
spaces is underway with not much response received to
date. Issues and Options is expected Spring ’17.
CIL not being considered at the moment.

Hambleton District Council — CS confirmed preferred
options consultation is underway until 12/12/16. Adoption of
LP expected 2018.

CIL adopted April 2015 and to be reviewed with LP.

Richmondshire District Council — JH confirmed (via
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email)

e OAN update study in progress
e SPD on Open Space and Development
Management underway
e Review of LP Core Strategy to begin Jan ’17,
starting with OAN updates.
CIL preliminary draft charging schedule out for consultation
until 02/12/2016.

JH further added other news:
¢ Confirmation Mod intention to extend Catterick
Garrison — implementation plans to follow
e Scotch Corner Designer Outlet awaits SoS decision.

5. Tees Valley Nature
Partnership Local
Plan Assessment

JB confirmed discussion with Rachel Murtagh for the
requirement for all LA’s to confirm leading PO dealing with
assessment ASAP; also re-iterating Rachel will be happy to
help if anyone needs further clarification.

PF confirmed he has received feedback from Rachel
following completion of the TVNP LA assessment which he
will circulate.

PF actioned
14/11/16

6. Any other business

PF highlighted the new regulations for Self-build & Custom
Housebuilding Act that came into force 31% October 2016.

CS raised concerns with potential ‘double counting’ of
registered persons

AC further queried if we can we share information between
authorities.

PF to circulate new regulations.

Next meeting to be confirmed

PF actioned
14/11/16
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TEES VALLEY PLANNING MANAGERS/DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING

Monday 3™ October 2016 at 2.00pm

Middlesbrough Council, Civic Offices, Middlesbrough

Attendance

Paul Clarke (PC) — Middlesbrough Council

Katherine Whitwell (KW) — Middlesbrough Council
Barry Jackson (BJ) — Stockton Borough Council

David Bage (DB) — Stockton Borough Council

Alex Conti (AC) — Redcar &Cleveland Borough Council
Malcolm Steele (MS) — Hartlepool Borough Council
Jessica Bell (JB) - Middlesbrough Council

Agenda Item

Details

Action

1. Apologies

Adrian Miller (AM) — Redcar &Cleveland Borough Council
Andrew Carter (AC) — Hartlepool Borough Council
Matthew King (MK) —Hartlepool Borough Council

Steve Petch (SP) — Darlington Borough Council

David Nelson (DN) Darlington Borough Council

2. Minutes from
Previous meeting

Minutes from previous meeting reviewed and accepted.

3. Tees Estuary
Partnership

DB updated group on Teesmouth and Cleveland Coast SPA
Workshop.

Workshop explained the intention of MoU framework to be
delivered December 2016; which DB explained is intended to be
a flexible framework that is responsive to up to date evidence.

DB confirmed further workshops are scheduled for Jan 2017,
consultations scheduled for January-March and SPA expected
to be confirmed Sept/Oct 2017.

DB distributed a copy of Draft Sensitivity Map that indicated
most impact of SPA extension will be expected primarily at SBC
and therefore SBC to take the lead in future TEP workshops.
Any comments directed through DB/SBC.

AC would like confirmation as to how local businesses are
feeling about SPA extension and the uncertainty it provides.
Hopefully MoU can provide certainty for business such as
seasonal workers.

All

4. Tees Valley
Combined
Authority
Housing Update

PC introduced MW to the group and explained the intention of
the ToF and how they will intend to create an ongoing liaison
between TVPM and TVCA.

MW updated the group on future topics of TVCA framework:

Land Commission
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The TVCA intend to create a core leadership group to deliver a
land commission which will establish a brownfield and surplus
public land register, to be used as an advisory mechanism for
TVCA to identify land that can be best used to benefit the TV as
a whole.

TVCA to explore ‘One Public State Programme’ with aims to
maximise shared use of estate and release potential funding for
economic growth through the use of estate. A business case is
to be expected Dec 16.

Mayoral Development Corporation (MDC)

MW explained legislative process underway to allow MDC'’s
which will be granted full planning powers. MDC can provide
more certainty for private sectors.

PC — Cross boundary regeneration could benefit from MDC.
AC - LA expertise must be used on local issues.
BJ - Who will determine permission LA/MDC?

MW reiterated the critical need for LPA’s involvement with
ongoing MDC discussions.

Housing funding

TVCA hopes to maximise investment with TV, bringing housing
investment/funding by means of an Investment Prospectus. IP
will be a consolidation of Local Plans to create a non-statutory
TVCA Masterplan which will attract investment and business in
TV to bring forward housing sites.

The IP will promote housing growth and renewal in the TV over
the next 15 years with specific investment projects to deliver
long term prospects.

5. Local Plan and
CIL progress

The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
given.

Middlesbrough — KW confirmed issues report at draft stage
with consultation expected Oct/Nov 16. Preferred options
expected to be spring 17. Evidence base underway and to be
finalised shortly. Adoption of new Local Plan targeted for 2018.
Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

Stockton —Draft LP consultation scheduled for Nov 16,
publication to follow Summer 2017 with expected adoption 2018
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Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

Redcar & Cleveland — AC confirmed draft Local Plan to go to
Cabinet 25/10/16 and Council 17/11/16. Publication expected
March 2017

CIL discussions will follow adoption of Local Plan.

Hartlepool —Preferred Options consultation is closed with
approx. 230no representations received. Some objection to
proposed wind turbine have been made. Draft publication due
18/11/16 with consultation Dec/Jan. SHMA evidence base to be
updated.

Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

6. Any other
business

PC — work development programme to be prepared.

TVNP Local Plan Assessment (as circulated via email 20.09.16)
to be scheduled for next meeting.

Next meeting to be held 14" November 2016.

PC
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TEES VALLEY Planning Managers/DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING

Monday 22" August 2016 at 2.00pm

Middlesbrough Council, Civic Offices, Middlesbrough

Attendance

Paul Clarke (PC) — Middlesbrough Council

Katherine Whitwell (KW) — Middlesbrough Council (MBC)

Rebecca Wren (RW) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council (RCBC)
Barry Jackson (BJ) — Stockton Borough Council (SBC)

David Bage (DB) — Stockton Borough Council

Steve Petch (SP) — Darlington Borough Council (DBC)

Matthew King (MK) —Hartlepool Borough Council (HBC)

Jessica Bell (JB) - Middlesbrough Council

Agenda Item Details Action
1. Apologies Alex Conti (AC) — RCBC
Adrian Miller (AM) — RCBC
Andrew Carter (AC) - HBC
2. Minutes from Minutes from previous meeting reviewed, minor changes made
Previous meeting | to be re-circulated in due course.
3. Terms of PC explained ToR have been reviewed by TV Management
Reference of Group as part of a wider purpose - no immediate concerns
amalgamated raised. It was identified that a member of the TVCAMG may be
group in attendance. Awaiting feedback from TVCA timescales TBC.
All — Open discussion regards ToR, no immediate concerns
raised.
TVDPOS and NEIGHBOURS MATTERS
4. Extension to RW explained NE’s request for ‘review of consents’ approximate
Teesmouth and costs, RBC would like to understand other LPA’s approach.
Cleveland Coast
SPA MBC to seek clarification from NE to determine requirements/ KW
timescales and distribute accordingly; with a view to TV LPA’s
deciding if external consultancy should be sought collectively if
required.
5. Duty to SBC/HBC currently liaising over Wynyard development.
Cooperate
DB would like to arrange future meetings with MBC/RBC to
discuss evidence base findings in relation to the SHMA and
OAN.
KW

6. Local Plan and
CIL progress

The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
given.
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Middlesbrough — KW confirmed issues report at draft stage
with consultation expected Oct 16. Preferred options expected
to be approx. Feb 17 depending upon evidence base. Adoption
of new Local Plan targeted for 2018.

Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

Stockton —SA scoping report consultation closed, review of
comments underway. Hybrid issues and options Autumn 16.
Evidence reviews nearing completion.

Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

Redcar & Cleveland — RW confirmed draft Local Plan
consultation has closed and good response received.
Responses will be reviewed and reported in due course.
Publication expected Nov 16. Town centre study is underway
and is to be expected Sept/Oct.

CIL discussions will follow adoption of Local Plan.

Darlington —SP confirmed SA scoping report is open for
consultation. Issues and scoping report consultation closed and
consultation statement to be scheduled for cabinet Oct 16.

CIL is at early discussions stage.

Hartlepool — MK confirmed preferred options consultation is
closed and preparation of consultation statement is underway.
Preferred Options publication is expected Oct 16, submission
Feb 17, examination Summer 17 and adoption early 2018.

Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

6. Any other
business

SP briefed LA’s on new RTPI (NE) Apprentice Scheme for 16-18
year old school leavers. SP to circulate information for interest.

SP
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COMBINED TEES VALLEY PLANNING MANAGERS/DPO’S MEETING

Attendance

Tuesday 12" July 2016 at 2.00pm
Middlesbrough Council, Civic Offices, Middlesbrough

Paul Clarke (PC) — Middlesbrough Council

Katherine Whitwell (KW) — Middlesbrough Council

Alex Conti (AC) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
Andrew Carter (AC) — Hartlepool Borough Council
David Bage (DB) — Stockton Borough Council

Steve Petch (SP) — Darlington Borough Council
Jessica Bell (JB) — Middlesbrough Council

Agenda Item Details Action
1. Apologies Barry Jackson — Stockton Borough Council
Adrian Miller - Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
Matthew King — Hartlepool Borough Council
Valerie Adams — Darlington Borough Council
2. Intention of PC explained the reason behind decision to merge both the TV
new meetings DPOQO'’s and Planning Managers meetings.
PC highlighted main point of new meetings moving forward:
e Meetings to be held on 6 weekly cycle preferably
Mondays.
e Wider region DPO’s to remain in-line with existing
schedule.
e Meetings to be strategic based with potential for
Development Control interaction on an as and when
basis.
e Topical issues to be discussed such as Devolution/
Starter homes/ Infrastructure / Mayoral Development
Corporation etc.
e Minutes to be shared at Executive.
PC to draft Terms of Reference/ work programme in due course
and circulate accordingly. PC
JB

Meeting invites to be rescheduled and sent accordingly.

3. Any other
business

N/A
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TEES VALLEY DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING
Monday 11™ July 2016 at 2.00pm
Middlesbrough Council, Civic Offices, Middlesbrough

Attendance

Katherine Whitwell (KW) — Middlesbrough Council (MBC)

Alex Conti (AC) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council (RCBC)
David Bage (DB) — Stockton Borough Council (SBC)

David Nelson (DN) — Darlington Borough Council (DBC)
Jessica Bell (JB) - Middlesbrough Council

Helen Williams (HW) —Hartlepool Borough Council (HBC)
Graeme Smith (GS) — Durham County Council (DCC)

David Hand (DH) — Scarborough Council (SC)

Agenda Item Details

Action

1. Apologies Caroline Skelly — Hambleton District Council
Rob Smith — North York County Council

John Hiles — Richmondshire County Council
Sarah Webster — Tees Valley Unlimited

Paul Fellows — North York Moors National Park

2. Minutes from Minutes from previous meeting reviewed and deemed correct.
Previous meeting
HBC confirmed their agreement to delivery of LAA in line with
the DPO rotation.

DN discussed his attendance at TVNP presentation 30/06/16.
Terms of reference were discussed. AC re-iterated the need to
identify nominees for each LA that would attend regular
meetings.

Minutes from previous wider DPO’s meeting reviewed - no
further comments.

TVDPOS and NEIGHBOURS MATTERS

3. Local Plan and | The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
CIL Progress given.

Middlesbrough — KW confirmed issues report underway with
consultation expected Aug/Sept. LDS recently updated and
published. Preferred options expected to be approx. Feb 17
depending upon evidence base. Evidence base has been
commissioned for ELR, SHMA, GTAA and LA. Events will be
scheduled in due course.

Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

Stockton —DB confirmed Cabinet has approved decision to
review full Local Plan, excluding minerals and waste.
Consultation is underway for SCI and SA with LDS delegated
and due to be issued shortly. Regl8 consultation is expected
Aug/Sept 16.

CIL discussions to follow adoption of Local Plan.
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Redcar & Cleveland — AC confirmed draft Local Plan
consultation is underway and ends 08/08/16. Responses will be
reviewed and reported in due course. Publication expected Nov
16.

CIL discussions will follow adoption of Local Plan.

Darlington —DN confirmed Issues and scoping report under
consultation until 15/08/18. Draft SA scoping report underway
and updated SCI recently adopted.

DN outlined features of DBC new micro-managed website that
will be used for consultation of LP.

CIL is at early discussions stage.

Hartlepool — HW confirmed preferred options consultation is
underway until 22.07.16. Publication is expected Oct 16,
submission Feb 17, examination Summer 17 and adoption early
2018.

CIL discussions will follow adopted Local Plan.

Scarborough — DH confirmed examination dates for LP
16/08/16 — 05/09/16, with further dates reserved in October if
needed. Strategic issues to be examined in the first 3 days. DH
confirmed examination programme can be viewed via SC
website. Depending upon examination SC hope to adopt LP
early new year 2017. DH further explained new procedural
guidance for inspector/examination and CIL available. DH to
send link.

North Yorkshire- RS confirmed (via email) NYCC working
towards preparation of a publication draft version of North York
Moors Minerals and Waste Plan, which is expected Nov this
year for the statutory 6 week period. Also work on preparation
of an updated Local Aggregates Assessment for the NY sub-
region is underway, and NYCC will be seeking views on this in
the relatively near future (including from neighbouring authorities
in Tees Valley/Durham.)

Durham — GS confirmed issues and options under consultation
until  05/08/18 GS explained preferred options expected
consultation Nov/Dec and draft submission expected mid-2017.
Examination expected in 2018.

DH

4. Duty to
cooperate

KW explained the outcome of TV Planning Managers meeting
and decision to merge with current DPO meetings. DTC to be
further discussed and outcome confirmed at scheduled meeting
of 12/07/16.

GS highlighted the need to continue wider DPO’s as they are
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often used as evidence of DTC for NECA.

DH further identified DPO’s are a useful forum for sharing
procedural advice.

5. County Durham
Issues and
Options Report

GS issued copies of the report and further explained the options;
he requested that LA’s please review and comment accordingly.

GS brought DPO'’s attention to Sunderland Growth Options and
raised concerns with migration predictions. It may be in the
interest of TV DPO'’s to review and comment.

6. Any other
business

KW re-iterated no further DPO meetings would be set until the
outcome of the meeting scheduled for 12/07/16 is confirmed.
Minutes to be circulated in due course.

JB
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TEES VALLEY DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING
Monday 25™ April at 2.00pm
Middlesbrough Council, Civic Offices, Middlesbrough

Attendance

Katherine Whitwell (KW) — Middlesbrough Council (MBC)

Roger Tait (RT) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council (RCBC)
David Bage (DB) — Stockton Borough Council (SBC)

Valerie Adams (VA) — Darlington Borough Council (DBC)

Helen Williams (HW) — Hartlepool Borough Council (HBC)
Jessica Bell (JB) - Middlesbrough Council

Agenda Item Details Action
1. Apologies Matthew King — Hartlepool Borough Council

Alex Conti - Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
2. Minutes from Minutes from previous meeting reviewed and deemed correct.

Previous meeting

TVDPOS and NEIGHBOURS MATTERS

3. Local Plan and | The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
CIL Progress given.

Middlesbrough — A full review of the Local Plan, excluding
minerals and waste, is to be undertaken and is scheduled for
Executive on 10/05/16. An indicative timetable is included which
predicts adoption in September 2018.

Not proceeding with CIL at the present time.

Hartlepool — HW confirmed Local Plan on track to being
delivered. Consultation due to start 20/05/16 with the hope to
submit March 2017. DCLG have further contacted HBC and
have confirmed they accept the deadline.

Early discussion have been made regards CIL but concentrating
on the delivery of the Local Plan at present.

Stockton — Local Plan on track to be adopted March 2017.
Reviewing evidence at present including SHMA, ELR & retail
study.

CIL discussions to follow adoption of Local Plan.

Redcar & Cleveland — Local Plan on track with consultation
due to commence in June 2016. Currently updating evidence
base for SHMAA and open space; and duty to cooperate
meetings to follow shortly.

Darlington — LDS agreed at cabinet and Council to approve.
Revised SCI (draft) underway Cabinet agreed Strategic Issues
and Options paper and consultation to start on the full review of
Local Plan (excluding minerals and waste) October 2017, with
the hope to adopt December 2018. Duty to Cooperate to be
arranged when necessary.

CIL to be adopted Autumn 2017.

4. Duty to KW queried the PAS support? Has funding run its course?
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Cooperate

VA to speak to David Nelson within her team who was liaising
with PAS.

DB confirmed invites to SBC SHMA workshop scheduled for
03/05/2016 and a further workshop invite for Employment Land
Review scheduled for 17/05/16.

KW confirmed MBC due to review Employment Land Review
and present in due course.

VA

5. Tees Valley
Aggregate
Assessment

RT advised RCBC are low on resources to deliver TVAA at the
minute. Deadline for delivery is December 2016 therefore can
another authority volunteer to take over preparation.

RT to speak with colleague and confirm scale of works involved
and to be reviewed and discussed next meeting to determine
lead authority.

RT

6. Tees Estuary
Partnership

SBC nominated to attend meetings and DB confirmed colleague
Jane Palmer due to attend.

DB to circulate minutes.

DB

7. Tees Valley
Combined
Authority

VA queried officer taking the lead on combined authority works.

DB confirmed Martin Waters has been leading on a piece of
work that relates to a Tees Valley Land Register and a
stakeholder session was held a few weeks ago between TV
LA’s (minutes have been circulated.) TVLR will focus on public
sector assets and brownfield land across the TV.

8. Any other
business

RT queried invite to Tees Valley Nature Partnership (emailed).
Suggested that Rachel Murtagh be invited to next meeting. KW
to action.

KW
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Attendance

TEES VALLEY DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING

Plus Neighbouring Planning Authorities
Monday 14th March 2016 at 2.00pm
Redcar & Cleveland House, Redcar

Alex Conti (AC) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
Rob Smith (RS) — North Yorkshire County Council
Matthew King (MK) — Hartlepool Borough Council

Martin Coleclough (MCo) — Middlesbrough Council

David Nelson (DN) — Darlington Borough Council

Matthew Clifford (MC) — Stockton Borough Council
Graeme Smith (GS) — Durham County Council

Paul Fellows (PF) - North York Moors National Park Authority
David Hand (DH) — Scarborough Borough Council
Caroline Skelly (CS) — Hambleton District Council

Janet Milburn (JM) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council

Agenda Item | Details Action
1. Apologies Katherine Whitwell — Middlesbrough Council
John Hiles — Richmondshire District Council
Rosemary Young — Stockton Borough Council
2. Minutes of | The minutes of the previous meeting of the TVDPOs group
previous including adjacent authorities on 10 November 2015 were
meetings agreed as a true record, subject to a minor amendment. RS
asked the group if they had been consulted on the updated
waste position paper for Yorkshire and Humber. The group
were not aware they had. RS to chase. RS

The minutes of the previous meeting of the TVDPOs group
on 2 February were agreed as a true record. All actions had
been completed.

3. Local Plan
and CIL
Progress

The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
given.

North Yorkshire County — Currently working on a joint
Local Plan with NYMNP. Issues & Options out for
consultation. Main issues raised on Qil & Gas. Might need
to re-visit Oil & Gas policies. Publication due end of year
2016, with submission 2017.

Hartlepool — Consultation on preferred options 20" May.
Publication anticipated in October with submission in
February 2017. MK advised the group that he had been
contacted by a Rebecca Pointon from DCLG. Checking
authorities without an up to date Local Plan. Offering
assistance if needed. Main points covered New Homes
Bonus (NHB).

Middlesbrough — Full review of Local Plan is to be
undertaken. LDS currently being updated. Neighbourhood
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Plan consultation has closed and will progress to
examination.

Darlington — Revised LDS to go to cabinet 5" April. MGP
DPD formally withdrawn. Interim planning statement to be
written until a new Local Plan can be adopted. Formalise
what is known. If LDS agreed at Cabinet, start draft SCI, six
week consultation. Looking at each key stage, masterplan
led. To be agreed in September for submission in 2017-18.
Also to include internal work, officers to provide
developments in Darlington. Local Plan to cover everything,
apart from Minerals & waste.

Stockton — Confirmed review of evidence base.
Consultants appointed, review underway to complete
May/June. 2" Publication draft Sept — Nov 2016. Submit
January 2017. Adopt March 2017.

Durham — Current plan withdrawn. Legally advised to go
back to Regulation 18, not 19 as originally thought. Revised
LDS to cabinet next few months. Currently updating advice.
No timescales at present.

North York Moors National Park Authority — The group
welcomed Paul Fellows appointed as head of policy, to
work on the Local Plan. Currently working on Sustainability
Appraisal, call for sites in the next couple of weeks.
Timetable so far: Stakeholder consultation - May. Issues &
Options — Oct 2016.

Not proceeding with CIL.

Scarborough — Submission of the Local Plan 2™ week in
May. Current background paper received 700 comments to
1K at the previous stage. Extension to an existing housing
estate/village received no comments. Looking at producing
a neighbourhood plan for that area in the future.
Consultation expected not to take long.

CIL currently on hold may re-visit in the future.

Hambleton — Started new Local Plan. Consultation on
Issues & Options received 258 responses. Commissioned
consultants to work on the SHMA showing lower no’s, OAN
274. New population household projections used. No
backlog held this brought figures down, rebased back to
2014. Commissioned consultants to work on Employment
Land Review, Landscape Character Assessment and

Gypsy, Traveller updates. Preferred Options consult — Sept.

Begin to look at evidence assessing 460 sites and
arranging DTC meetings. Looking at preparing two
neighbourhood plans for Easingwold & Stokesley.

AC discussed with the group the current appeal overturned
by the Inspector based on RCBC SHMA figures. AC to
circulate a copy to all.

Redcar & Cleveland — Local Plan on track. Due to consult

AC
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in June. Just finished working on a critical piece of work
with the OAN, SHMA. Housing growth averaging 10%, at
130 a year. Lower than historical delivery rates.

4. Duty to

Cooperate
. PAS Duty
to
Cooperate
Support

DN informed the group that PAS offer of help is only
available until the end of March and with limited staff.
Offered, job growth in the SEP & Emerging Tees Valley and
DCLG household projections. Brian attended the Tees
Valley Housing Strategy meeting, also in attendance
Victoria Keen (HCA) and Fiona Braithwaite (NLP). Left with
PAS technical not examining assumptions. Worth also
checking what has been done at Tees Valley level. AC
asked DN to chase.

MK advised that meetings had been arranged with Stockton
and arranged for April with Durham. RCBC to offer.

Any cross-boundary issues contact MK to arrange a
meeting.

RS mentioned NYCC were grateful of the work done on the
Local Aggregate Assessment, response received in a
couple of weeks.

MC mentioned invites to joining authorities had been sent
out for the meeting arranged on the 4™ April. Responses
received from Hambleton & Middlesbrough. Around the
table confirmed Malcolm Steele will attend for Hartlepool,
GS and one other for Durham, DN to discuss with VA on
her return and AC from 11am, due to another meeting
arranged that day. MC to see if the meeting can be re-
arranged to start at 10am.

AC still to confirm meetings with Middlesbrough and
Hartlepool.

DN

MC

5.
Arrangements
for DPOs
2016-17

Middlesbrough to arrange next meeting of DPOs. MCo
advised initial meetings will take place on a Monday.
Request from the group to keep them in the afternoon.
JM/AC to pass documentation to KW.

JM/AC

6. Any Other
Business

AC asked around the table if any other authority would take
the lead on the Local Aggregates Assessment, for the
following year. AC suggested this to be on a rotation basis.
KW to put this as an agenda item to discuss at the next
DPOs meeting.

DN mentioned DBC had completed the evidence base on
the review of Green Wedges and the Strategic Housing
Assessment.

MCo brought up the question regarding how other
authorities were dealing with the statutory requirement to
provide self-build plots under the ‘Right to build scheme’.
Around the table RCBC, NYMNP, DBC to work on in-
house, SBC already completed through Objective. CS

KW
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mentioned HDC had used SBCs questionnaire and had
three requests so far. CS to circulate info to MCo. A
discussion was made on avoiding consultants to help with
the work as this was thought to be just a list, though
concerns were made on double counting. New ones to be
discussed as a future agenda item.

MK asked if other authorities had received the ARUP
guestionnaire regarding their brownfield registrar. MCo
confirmed MC had responded. The response was ‘No’.

DH praised PAS for their training to Members, run by Adam
Dodson. Discussions were also given on changes to the
housing bill, positive feedback from Members found it really
helpful.

MCo had been asked by KW to discuss with other
authorities budget costs regarding evidence base studies.
Around the table SBC SHMA cost 40K, housing paid full
19% return. NYMNP about 30K, RCBC 40K also included
householder survey. HDC joint procurement 20K basic,
estimate 25K. HBC under 30K. DN will find out what the
cost was for DBC. MCo mentioned MC looking at
secondary data.

PF asked the group who produced each local authorities
‘Open Space Assessment’. AC mentioned RCBC were
working on this in-house, MCo confirmed MC had prepared
its assessment in house. SBC, HDC, HBC using
consultants, with HBC using internal officers to complete
site surveys.

CS

7. Date and
time of next
meeting

TBC by MC.

KW
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TEES VALLEY DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING

Attendance

Tuesday 2nd February 2016 at 2.00pm
Redcar & Cleveland House, Redcar

Alex Conti (AC) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
Matthew King (MK) — Hartlepool Borough Council

Isabel Nicholls (IN) — Darlington Borough Council
Katherine Whitwell (KW) — Middlesbrough Council
Rosemary Young (RY) — Stockton Borough Council

Janet Milburn (JM) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council

Agenda Item

Details

Action

1. Apologies

David Nelson — Darlington Borough Council

2. Minutes of
previous meeting

The minutes of the last meeting held on Tuesday 22™
December were agreed as a true record.

AC confirmed he had no further information from TV Planning
managers on the devolution deal.

Darlington suggested they were progressing with the Scotch
Corner retail development on their own. Hearing scheduled for
early May.

KW confirmed the joint response for the NPPF will be circulated
this week and that MBC will be sending a response to
Government.

3. Local Plan and
CIL Progress

The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
given.

Hartlepool — Consultation on preferred options anticipated May.
Draft - October 2016 for publication in February 2017. Support
received from PAS. Still no indication on progressing with CIL.

Darlington — MGP DPD withdrawn. Revised LDS to go to
cabinet in April. DBC to make a decision on CIL to run alongside
the new local plan. Valerie Adams due back to work 16™ March.

Middlesbrough — Local Plan still scheduled for later in the year.
Neighbourhood Plan submitted for ‘Marton West'.

Stockton — Reviewing evidence base report gone out for
tender, cut-off date 5" Feb. Interim findings due May. Significant
changes to evidence base will mean a new local plan. No new
plan will look to submit Jan 2017 for adoption September 2017.
CIL currently on hold but looking unlikely to proceed.

Redcar & Cleveland — New LDS published in January. Draft
Local Plan due in May. GTAA looking at site options. OAN
housing growth averaging 10%, at 130 a year. Lower than
historical delivery rates. Awaiting final SHMA report.
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The Council is not proceeding with CIL at the moment.

4. Duty to
Cooperate

RY — Where appropriate, other LPAs will be involved in the
studies for the evidence base review. Duty to Cooperate letters
are to be sent out to the other Tees Valley authorities and
individual meetings will be arranged.

AC to set up Duty to Cooperate meetings ahead of the
consultation on the Draft Local Plan (due May).

AC

5. PAS Support:
New Duty to Co-
Operate Offer

Further on from the e-mail AC circulated on 8™ Jan, discussions
were made around the table on whether this support would be of
benefit.

It was agreed by all to take up the offer of a meeting with PAS to
discuss the support. AC to contact PAS and confirm how much
extra work would be involved, and to arrange a meeting.

AC

6. Tees Estuary
Partnership
proposed master
plan

RY discussed with the team the issues raised at the expansions
SPA meetings following on from the minutes circulated. All
neighbouring authorities to recognise issues around SPAs.
Once the revised boundary for the SPA is adopted, local
authorities will have to review planning permissions that have
not been implemented or which are not “substantially complete”
to determine if they will have an adverse effect on the SPA and,
if permissions have to be revoked, will have to pay
compensation to affected businesses. The Tees Estuary
Partnership (TEP) has been set up as a response to the
DEFRA/Natural England consultation with a remit of producing a
master plan by Sept. 2016 which addresses the issues of all
parties affected by the extension to the SPA, in particular, to
enable the allocation of employment sites in the Seal Sands
area, which has been a particularly difficult and intractable
problem for Stockton Council over the past few years. INCA Co-
ordinating. INCA may require additional funding from Local
Authorities.

AC asked the question which authority would take over when
RY leaves SBC. RY suggested Stockton should still be involved
in the group. Rosemary to report back after the next meeting on
the 9" Feb.

RY

7. New Homes
Bonus
consultation

Further on from the discussion at the last DPOs meeting. It
appeared no one was proposing to respond due to time
restrictions. AC indicated that R&C might be happy to sign up to
other LPASs’ responses to add weight, where appropriate. MK to
ask Andy Carter if he has any information and report back to
RY.

MK

8. Any other
business

None.

Following RY’s announcement that it is likely that she will be
leaving SBC soon, AC thanked RY for her contribution to DPOs
and wished her all the best for the future.
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9. Date and time
of next meeting

Monday 14™ March, 2.00pm, Redcar & Cleveland House,
Redcar
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TEES VALLEY DEVELOPMENT PLAN OFFICERS MEETING

Attendance
Alex Conti (AC)
Donna Cotterill (DC)

Tuesday 22 December 2015 at 2.00pm
Redcar & Cleveland House, Redcar

Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council

Katherine Whitwell (KW) Middlesbrough Borough Council

Brian Huntley (BH)

Matthew Clifford (MC)

Will Haywood (WH)
Phil Jones (PJ)

Agenda Item

Darlington Borough Council
Stockton Borough Council
Tees Valley Unlimited
Nathaniel Lichfield & Partners (for item 6)

Details

Action

1. Apologies

Matthew King — Hartlepool Borough Council

2. Minutes of
previous
meetings

The minutes of the previous meeting of the
TVDPOSs group on 10th November 2015 were
agreed as a true record.

Matters Arising

A query was raised regarding an email or report
from Val at DBC was discussed in her absence.
BH advised it was likely to be an email that will be
circulated shortly confirming Darlington’s housing
requirements in the context of the other LAs’ OAN
assessments.

MC confirmed Stockton have yet to get their OAN.

AC advised that Hambleton had visited RCBC for
a run through of Limehouse software.

Devolution was again discussed by the group. It
was agreed more clarification was required on
how this process will impact. AC agreed to ask
Adrian Miller to whether TV Planning managers
have further details on the planning implications of
the devolution deal.

BH

AC

3. Local Plan and
CIL Progress

The following updates on Local Plan and CIL
progress were given.

Darlington — BH confirmed MGP DPD has been
withdrawn and a new Local Plan timetable is being
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established. Interim policies (covering all topics)
will be taken to Cabinet in April 2016.

Stockton-on-Tees — December cabinet approved
the review of the evidence base.
Recommendations will now be considered by Full
Council in January 2016

CIL is on hold at the moment.

Middlesbrough — Hope to start work on new
Local Plan (except housing) process in 2016. . A
report recommending not to take CIL forward at
this time was accepted by Executive in November
2015.

Redcar & Cleveland — New LDS to be published
in January. Draft Local Plan now due in May 2016,
although the overall timescale for adoption in
August 2017 remains unchanged.

4. Duty to
Cooperate

MC — If approval of evidence base review is
gained at Full Council, consultation with the other
Tees Valley authorities will take place consistent
with the Duty to Cooperate

AC — Once RCBC'’s evidence is firmed up,
consultation will take place with TV LAs.

KW — About to carry out an Employment & Retail
Study — consultation will perhaps take place as a
Stakeholder event. More details will follows once
known.

Discussion took place regarding the proposed
Scotch Corner retail development and perhaps
giving a joint TV objection. It was noted that
Darlington are leading the preparation of a joint
objection (Steve Petch/Emma Williams).

AC

KW

DBC/all

5. Devolution -
Planning

AC will seek further clarification about the impact
of this process as per agenda item 2.

AC

6. Tees Valley
SEP - Strategy

WH was invited to explain what the strategy was
behind the Tees Valley SEP particularly with
reference to the 25,000 new jobs that are quoted
within the document.
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WH confirmed the 25,000 new jobs were in
addition to the ‘natural’ jobs growth and
represented and approximate growth of 10%
above the existing level of jobs.

WH stated he understood some work had been
done on the original addition 25,000 job figure,
breaking it down into boroughs, providing key
information on size, trends etc and discussed how
he had also done further work in order to
understand the impact of interventions, etc. He
agreed to provide a briefing Note explaining his
work on this in more detail.

Further discussion was had about whether these
additional 25,000 new jobs were for local people
only to encourage in-migration. Concerns raised
about the impact of this in terms of Local Plans.

PJ confirmed his understanding of the new
additional jobs were a target to head towards and
were not necessarily expected to be achieved by
LAs so should not have a great impact on Local
Plan development.

However, it is recognised that SEPs figure in other
boroughs has been used by Inspectors examining
LPs — hence the concern re: the strategy
implications for the LAs.

It was agreed that more detail was required from
the revised SEP via the TV Housing Strategy in
order that LAs can understand the impact.

In order to assist, AC agreed to create a note
outlining concerns and will circulate for
comments/additions. It is hoped that this will be
ready before the next DOPs meeting on the 13"
Jan 2016.

AC

7. —-Any Other
Business

BH spoke of the recent NPPF consultation asking
if a joint response was appropriate. All agreed and
KW confirmed MBC will take the lead and will
circulate their draft response for comments. From
this, each LA can decide if a joint response is
appropriate.

PJ raised recent proposed change to the New
Homes Bonus which stated proposals from

KW
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2017/18 to

e Reduce payments to 4 years (from 6 years)

e Those LAs who have not submitted a LP
may have the NHB cut (to 50%)

e Payments cut where development delivered
from planning permission granted on
appeal

MC — sought clarification from others about how
they had assessed the economic viability of
affordable housing provision. RCBC, MBC and
DBC all confirmed they had included it within their
whole plan viability assessment.

Brief discussion was had about the potential
impact of Starter Homes on viability. However, it
was noted that it is too early to understand the
implications at this stage,

With no further business, AC closed the meeting
and thanked everyone for their attendance,
wishing all a good break through the Christmas
holidays.

9. Date and time
of next meeting

Tuesday 2" February 2016, 2pm, Redcar &
Cleveland House, Redcar
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TEES VALLEY DEVELOPMENT PLAN OjanuaryFFICERS MEETING

Plus Neighbouring Planning Authorities
Tuesday 10th November 2015 at 2.00pm
Redcar & Cleveland House, Redcar

Attendance

Alex Conti (AC) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council
Graeme Smith (GS) — Durham County Council

Rosemary Young (RY) — Stockton Borough Council
Valerie Adams (VA) — Darlington Borough Council
Caroline Skelly (CS) — Hambleton District Council

Clair Shields (CSh) - North York Moors National Park Authority
Rob Smith (RS) — North Yorkshire County Council

Helen Williams (HW) — Hartlepool Borough Council
Sarah Webster (SW) - TVU

Matthew Lickes (ML) — Scarborough Borough Council
Janet Milburn (JM) — Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council

Agenda Item | Details

Action

1. Apologies | John Hiles — Richmondshire District Council
Matthew King — Hartlepool Borough Council
Katherine Whitwell — Middlesbrough Council

2. Minutes of | The minutes of the previous meeting of the TVDPOs group
previous on 29" September were agreed as a true record. AC
meetings advised the group he was still waiting for the OAN analysis
to be finalised.

VA announced DOPs were not to take the MoU any further.
Capita information not received RY to chase up. RY
advised the group Stockton had set up a register of interest
for Self-Build and Custom Build Housing available through
their website.

The minutes of the previous meeting of the TVDPOs group
with the wider neighbouring authorities on 7 July were also
agreed as a true record. All actions had been completed.

3. Local Plan | The following updates on Local Plan and CIL progress were
and CIL given.

Progress
Durham — Consent order, legally agreed and authorised by
the court. Therefore, interim report quashed. There will be a
new examination with a new Inspector. County Council to
withdraw the current plan. Back to Regulation 19. No
timescales at present. Portfolio holders expressed
examination to take place Summer 2016.

Darlington — OAN findings received. Not continuing with the
Making and Growing Places DPD. Work to start on a new
Local Plan. Interim policies report due January 2016. 