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Report on Consultations on the Bridlington Area Action Plan
This report presents the results of consultation on the Bridlington Area Action Plan (Issues and Options Draft). Consultation took
place over six weeks during July and August 2006.
The report lists all 51 representations made to the Bridlington Area Action Plan. For each entry the complete representation
together with a summary is provided. This is then followed by the Council’s response and recommendation for taking the comment
into account in the Preferred Options Draft of the Town Centre Area Action Plan. The order of representations corresponds with
the Issues and questions set out in the Issues and Options Draft Area Action Plan, as follows:
Issue 1
Issue 2
Issue 3
Issue 4
Issue 5
Issue 6
Issue 7
Issue 8
Issue 9
Issue 10

The Vision for Bridlington
The Regeneration of Bridlington Town Centre
The Role of the Harbour
Tourism
Employment
Housing Provision
Shopping and Related Town Centre Uses
Movement
Community Facilities
Built Environment

Since the Preferred Options Draft of the Town Centre AAP focuses on the central area of Bridlington only, comments on matters
which do not relate to the revised AAP area (including all comments made in relation to Issue 11 – Natural Environment and Issue
12 – Flooding and Coastal Issues) are not included in the Report of Consultation. The Council will take these other comments into
account as appropriate in preparing the other Development Plan Documents which make up the Local Development Framework for
the East Riding.
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ISSUE 1

THE VISION FOR BRIDLINGTON

Question 1 (a) Are the objectives that underpin the vision for Bridlington correct and comprehensive? If not, what other objectives need
to be implied by the vision? What ‘corrections’ are needed to the objectives and why?
ID
5351

5352

Type
Obj

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Disagrees with development at
South Beach. Would prefer
development of facilities for
surfing in Bridlington, rather
than yachting.

No mention of ‘green’ energy
policy in any project. No
mention of improving traffic
access/exit to Bridlington’s
industrial estates.

Full Representation
Taking away a much used “distinctive
asset”, i.e. the South Beach, is a
disadvantage to Bridlington.
Newquay (I am told) has established a
48 week season by using its beach for
surfing. Bournemouth are also seeking
to create an artificial reef to follow the
Newquay example.
Yachting is essentially a fair weather
sport in the summer. In Bridlington
during Autumn/Winter, not even the
sturdy fisherman can leave the harbour
when the ‘Nor Easters’ blow.
1. There has been no mention of
‘green’ energy policy in any
project. No mention of any use
of Solar Hot Water nor Solar
Electricity nor any advantage
to be taken of wind or wave
power.
2.

No mention of improving traffic
access/exit to any of
Bridlington’s three industrial
estate dead-ends.

3. If all project improvements are
all harbour orientated there is a
reduction in Bridlington
resident’s willingness to support
projects.

Response and recommendation
The issue of developing a tourist base at
South Beach is no longer pertinent to the
Town Centre AAP; but the Council will take
the comments into account as appropriate in
preparing the other parts of its LDF.
Observation regarding the development of
surfing facilities is noted. One of the
enabling objectives of the AAP is to actively
investigate the water sports market.
Recommendation:
The Marina SPD, when completed, will
further consider the potential for developing
other water sports in Bridlington.
Comment noted and accepted in respect of
the green energy policy.
The evidence on the importance of the
Harbour and its value to the regeneration of
the town centre is compelling; improving the
appeal and usability of the Harbour and
better integrating it with the Town Centre
makes it possible to achieve types, a scale
and quality of regenerating development that
otherwise would not be feasible. The
proposed focus on the Harbour is
counterbalanced by an equal focus on the
Town Centre and its ability to meet the
needs of Bridlington’s residents and
businesses. The majority of those
commenting on the Issues and Options
report are in favour of improvements to the
Harbour and the creation of a Marina.
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5358

Sup w
cond

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Concerned that proposed
improvements to town centre
will not take place. Cannot
see advantage of work at
Chapel Street. Agrees that
Bridlington needs more shops,
but does not think they should
be located in Promenades.
The Harbour is essential.
Wants more car parking, and
improvements to roads and
footpaths.

So much talk about improving the town
over many years, but nothing much has
happened.
Cannot see the advantage of the work
already undertaken at Chapel Street.
Bridlington needs better shops,
although concerns about building more
in Promenades as there are already a
number that are not let.
Harbour considered essential to
improvements, whether Marina
materialises or not.
Consideration needs to be given to
parking for Bridlington’s residents.
Urgent attention needed for roads and
footpaths.

Recommendation:
Green energy: the AAP should include
proposals for development to achieve
BREEAM and Code for Sustainable Homes
standards, and be explicit in ensuring that
development within the AAP area
contributes to national targets for reducing
carbon emissions.
Comments noted and accepted. The Council
has carried out an extensive assessment of
Bridlington’s prospects and the scope for
improving local economic performance and
enhancing local wellbeing. The evidence
shows: a) that there is unmet prospective
demand for additional retail floorspace,
small office space, lifestyle housing and
Marina berths; b) the Town Centre should
play the ‘driving’ role in improving
Bridlington’s fortunes; c) the Harbour is one
of the Town Centre’s best assets; and d)
that under the right conditions, it is feasible
to attract the investment from the private
sector to meet this demand, improve the
operating environment and add to
Bridlington’s appeal and thereby to put in
train the conditions needed to diversify and
strengthen the local economy.
The conditions needed for delivery include
appropriate sites, a better quality of public
realm, a safer and more appealing
pedestrian environment, more and betterlocated public parking and improvements in
traffic circulation patterns to and within the
Town Centre.
Support for the proposed improvements to
the Harbour is welcomed.
Concern expressed as to the value of the
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Chapel Street works is noted. The Council
believes that Chapel Street will only
contribute fully to the improved appeal of the
Town Centre when is part of a larger, more
comprehensive, package of Town Centre
improvements, including investment in the
public realm and in parking provision and
traffic circulation.

5359

Sup

5361

Sup

5365
5368

Sup
Sup
w
cond

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
English Heritage

Mr Richard Eccles
Mrs Margaret
Lines

Recommendation:
The Preferred Options Draft needs to ensure
that its proposals for improving Bridlington’s
offer are deliverable, and include proposals
for improving traffic circulation and car
parking in the Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Generally support objectives

Generally support the Objectives. They
are an appropriate basis upon which to
develop the strategy for the town given
the evidence base outlined in the report
and the identified needs of the
settlement.

Support is welcomed.

Agree
Add objectives

Agree
Add the following
1. Better transport links to/from
York and M62
2. Dual carriageways and bus/rail
services
3. better health facilities at
Bridlington Hospital especially
A&E

Support is welcomed.
Improved transport connectivity is an
important element of the AAP, which is
covered comprehensively under Issue 9
(Movement).
However, improvements to dual
carriageways and external motorway links
cannot be covered as part of the remit of the
Town Centre AAP.
An objective to improve health (dental,
primary and acute) facilities is already
included in the Issues and Options Draft
AAP.
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5379
5372

Sup
Sup
w
cond

Mr R. Lines
Mr Ian Thompson

Agree
Add objectives

Agree
What happened to the Resort for Sport?

Objective: To improve Bridlington’s
ability to satisfy the needs of its
residents within the catchment area.
Greater emphasis required on the
natural assets especially the beach,
fishing grounds and bird colonies etc.

Recommendation:
Reference should be made in the AAP
objectives to improving transport, movement
and accessibility within Bridlington Town
Centre.
Support is welcomed.
The Resort for Sport proposals will now fall
under another Development Plan as the
majority of the facilities will fall outside the
AAP boundary.
The vision and objectives both highlight that
Bridlington’s first priority should be to meet
the needs of the town’s residents and
businesses.
The second objective of the Issues and
Options Draft highlights Bridlington’s
distinctive assets, including the coast and
water.
Recommendation:
Clarify, in explaining the rationale for the
strategic objectives of the AAP, that the
needs of the town’s residents are the main
priority.

5373

Obvs

Sport England

Concerned at omission of
specific references to sport

There appears little in the ‘Vision for
Bridlington’ on sport. I would suggest
that sport, e.g. “sport, leisure and
entertainment” needs to appear in the
wording of the preferred option.

Improving facilities for sport, leisure and
recreation (such as Leisure World and the
Spa), for the benefit of existing residents,
businesses and tourists, forms an important
element of the AAP, which is covered in
detail in Issue 9 – Community Facilities and
Open Space.
Recommendation:
Reference should be made in the AAP’s
objectives for public realm and improved
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5378

5380

Sup

Sup
w
cond

Yorkshire Forward

Mr Cyril Oliver

AAP reflects the aims and
objectives of the RES

Suggests amendments to
objectives

The AAP reflects the aims and
objectives of the regional economic
strategy (RES).
Yorkshire Forward is in full support of
the aims and objectives of the AAP. It
considers the AAP to be a key building
block in delivering urban renaissance
and the required ‘step change’ in
Bridlington’s economy, enabling its
future sustainability
Need to mention residents in first
objective. To second objective add ‘and
regularly maintaining and caring for the
town and all its facilities’.

quality of to helping to meet residents needs
for sport, leisure and entertainment facilities
within the AAP area where appropriate and
consistent with the other roles of the AAP
area. The Town Centre has a catchmentwide service and employment role. Its
competitiveness in meeting the service and
employment needs of its catchment
depends on its physical compactness and
the potential for inter-trading,
complementarity and competition between
the core activities of the Town Centre (retail,
office, civic, leisure, culture).
Support is welcomed.

The vision and objectives both highlight that
Bridlington’s first priority should be to meet
the needs of the town’s residents and
businesses.
The second objective for Bridlington aims to
improve the appeal of the Town Centre.
Although not explicitly stated in the
objective, this aim will be met through a
combination of new development,
rejuvenation and maintenance work, as
detailed in the subsequent sections of the
AAP.
Recommendation:
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5381

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Add objectives

Suggest the following objective:
‘To improve Bridlington’s ability to
satisfy the needs of its residents and
catchment; by taking advantage of and
retaining its distinctive assets.
More emphasis should be placed on
tourism. Much tourism development is
also a resident user development and
year round destination needs the
maximum possible facilities.

Clarify the explanation for the objectives of
the AAP, to make clear that the needs of the
town’s residents are emphasised.
The vision and objectives both highlight that
Bridlington’s first priority should be to meet
the needs of the town’s residents and
businesses. The second objective of the
Issues and Options Draft aims to improve
Bridlington’s appeal by taking advantage of
its distinctive assets, which by implication
intends to indicate that these assets will be
retained.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The AAP does not
aim to reduce tourist spending in the town,
but to better manage the seasonal surge,
and encourage additional types of tourist
activity, in particular non-seasonal visitor
markets.
Recommendation:
Clarify the explanation of the strategic
objectives of the AAP, to ensure that the
needs of the town’s residents are
emphasised.

5383

Sup

C.J. Wright –
Bridlington
Harbour
Commissioners

Agree

Agree

Clarify the strategic objectives of the AAP,
making clear that tourism will remain
important, but that future success depends
on a more diverse economy and a much
more competitive Town Centre able in the
first instance to meet the needs of
Bridlington’s catchment.
Support is welcomed.
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5384

Obvs

5385

Sup

5386

Sup
w
cond

5387

5390

Sup
w
cond

Sup
w

Mr Alan Killick

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(Mr David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Mason

The main objectives are
contradictory

Supports objectives
Add objective

Vision based on premise that
Bridlington had to be a place where
people wanted to live, but the second
objective reverses this reasoning,
putting visitors ahead of residents. To
reverse this, the second objective
should read: “To improve the appeal of
the town to residents and visitors, as a
place to live, work and invest, and, by
taking advantage of its distinctive assets
providing an attractive year round
destination.”

Agree, reinvestment will create a better
town / area, which will reinvigorate
tourism.
A new objective.
To improve Bridlington’s ability to satisfy
the needs of its residents and
catchment.

Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council (Mrs
Jenny Young)

JD Twigg

Support objectives but queries
commitment

More emphasis on tourism

Agree, but will the council carry out their
promises?

As shown but greater emphasis on
tourism as it has been our mainstay for

The vision and objectives both highlight that
Bridlington’s first priority should be to meet
the needs of the town’s residents and
businesses.
The second objective reinforces this point by
explaining that the appeal of the town should
be improved to meet the needs of its
residents, but this will have a knock-on
benefit of also improving Bridlington’s
appeal as a visitor destination.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The vision and objectives both highlight that
Bridlington’s first priority should be to meet
the needs of the town’s residents and
businesses.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The Council is committed to facilitating the
regeneration of Bridlington, as set out in the
AAP. Adoption of the Bridlington AAP will
provide a firm policy basis to guide
investors, developers, householders,
businesses and the Council in implementing
change in Bridlington.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
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cond

5391

5396

5397

Obj

Sup
w
cond

Sup
w
cond

over a hundred years. More all weather
facilities.

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Mr P. Williams

Disagree. Wilsthorpe should
be developed.

Suggest amendments to
wording of the objectives

Bridlington needs upgrading,
especially the Town Centre

Disagree. Wilsthorpe should be
developed.

economy of Bridlington. The AAP does not
aim to reduce tourist spending in the town,
but to better manage the seasonal surge,
and encourage additional types of tourist
activity, in particular non-seasonal visitor
markets.
Recommendation:
Clarify the strategic objectives of the AAP,
making clear that tourism will remain
important, but that future success depends
on a more diverse economy and a much
more competitive Town Centre able in the
first instance to meet the needs of
Bridlington’s catchment.
Does not concur with national planning
policy which directs development for tourism
uses to Town Centres in the first instance,
and only to out-of-centre sites where other
material considerations indicate that it is
merited (which is not the case in this
instance).

We would prefer that Issue 1 read ‘To
improve Bridlington’s ability to satisfy
the needs of the residents and
catchment area’

Recommendation:
The allocation of land at Wilsthorpe is
outwith the AAP area. The Council will
consider the land allocation in preparing the
other parts of its LDF.
The vision and objectives both highlight that
Bridlington’s first priority should be to meet
the needs of the town’s residents and
businesses.

Whilst Bridlington needs upgrading,
encouragement and help to maintain
standards, the location of the Town

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The second objective for Bridlington aims to
improve the appeal of the Town Centre.
Although not explicitly stated in the
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Centre seems to be in question. To
most people it is Chapel Street/ King
street extending to the Harbour. This
area could be improved for
residents/visitors alike by “greening”
and pedestrianising the whole area (this
was done one summer weekend 2
years ago). Trees and grass areas with
seats etc. would be a unique feature for
the town.

5999

Sup

Carnaby Parish
Council (Mr Dale
Chapman)

5401

Obvs

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Support

Support the vision – agree that
emphasis should be on residents and
local businesses primarily rather than
tourism.
The balance should be weighted in
favour of the residents and the retention
of the town’s distinctive assets.

objective, this aim will be met through a
combination of new development,
rejuvenation and maintenance work, as
detailed in the subsequent sections of the
AAP.
The question of pedestrianisation is
considered in more detail in Issue 8 –
Movement.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

The vision and objectives both highlight that
Bridlington’s first priority should be to meet
the needs of the town’s residents and
businesses. The second objective of the
Issues and Options Draft aims to improve
Bridlington’s appeal by taking advantage of
its distinctive assets, which by implication
intends to indicate that these assets will be
retained.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.

11

ISSUE 1

THE VISION FOR BRIDLINGTON

Question 1 (b) Is the Council’s vision the right vision for Bridlington – in the balance it proposes between Bridlington’s residents and
businesses and Bridlington’s visitor markets? If it is not correct, why not?
ID
5355

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
The balance is right.

5359

Sup

Agree

5365
5369
5380

Sup
Sup
Sup
w
cond

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R. Lines
Mr Cyril Oliver

5383

Sup

5385

Sup

5388

Obvs

C.J. Wright –
Bridlington
Harbour
Commissioners
Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(Mr David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Turner

Agree
Agree
Add text

Full Representation
The vision for the balance between
residents, businesses and visitors is the
correct one.
Agree
Agree
Agree
Add to the first sentence ‘and
comprehensive consultation’

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Preparation of the Regeneration Strategy for
Bridlington and the emerging Town Centre
AAP both involved extensive public
consultation.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
Include reference to the comprehensive
public consultation exercises undertaken by
the Council in preparing the Pre-Submission
Draft AAP.
Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Difficult to encourage industry
because of infrastructure

It is difficult to encourage industry to
Bridlington because of the road
structure. What happened to the
promise of an East Coast Motorway?

The issue of encouraging industry and
manufacturing business is no longer
pertinent to the Town Centre AAP; but
comments will be taken into account by
another Development Plan Document.
Improvements to dual carriageways and
motorways outside of Bridlington are not
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part of the remit of the Town Centre AAP.

5391

5394

Obj

Obvs

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Ellis Family

Disagree

Objectives for tourism conflict
with recent Town Centre
developments

Disagree

The objective to appeal to tourists
seems to conflict with getting rid of
tourist things from the Town Centre.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The AAP does not
aim to reduce tourist spending in the town,
but to better manage the seasonal surge,
and encourage additional types of tourist
activity, in particular non-seasonal visitor
markets. Any relocation of traditional tourist
attractions (such as the fun fair) would be
accompanied by improved transport links to
ensure visitor spending is still captured by
Bridlington Town Centre.
Recommendation:
Clarify the strategic objectives of the AAP,
with regard to tourism, to ensure there is no
scope for confusion or contradiction.
Reiterate the benefits tourism currently
brings to Bridlington, and explain how this
can best be developed in the future, through
better management of the seasonal surge
and diversification of the tourism market.
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ISSUE 1

THE VISION FOR BRIDLINGTON

Question 1 (c) Should there be a greater emphasis in the vision on tourism? Why?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Stabilising tourism should be a
priority of the AAP. Suggests
improving the tourist base, and
ensuring the creation of new
jobs.

Full Representation
Stabilising tourism which has declined
long term due to holidays abroad plus
creating more industry is a priority.
If Bridlington had wall to wall sunshine
there would not be a problem.
Jobs for residents have been a priority
for decades, it is NOTHING new.
The 1960’s brought Carnaby and this
became the saving of Bridlington.
Where is it now?
The Council should be putting in place
package deals to attract industry and
more REAL jobs.

Response and recommendation
The evidence gathered for the AAP shows
that while tourism will remain important to
Bridlington’s economy, it will no longer be its
mainstay. The evidence also shows that
unless Bridlington Town Centre is more
appealing year round, it will never be very
competitive in non-seasonal and higher
spending markets. The first step in making
the Town Centre more competitive is to claw
back spending from residents in the
catchment that goes to competing centres,
improve the rate of growth in the local small
business base (recognising that most new
jobs in Bridlington as elsewhere are in
services) and to encourage new types of
residents into the central area. The Council’s
investment in the Spa and proposals for the
Marina are part of the wide effort to give
Bridlington a more competitive, year round
visitor product – within a Town Centre that
is, first, competitive in its own catchment. If it
appeals to residents, it will work for visitors
too. It is these conditions which are essential
for attracting new business and helping
existing businesses to grow and thrive.
The evidence nationally and regionally
shows that share of jobs created by
footloose industry moving into any local
economy is very small; economic growth
must come from within.
The Regeneration Strategy is a wholly new
approach to realising Bridlington’s prospects
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for a more prosperous future: laying the
foundations needed for a more prosperous
economy, including enhancements by
correcting the causes of its
underperformance, building on assets the
evidence shows offer the prospects of
greater growth and building on opportunities
that are ‘unique’ Bridlington – like the Spa
and Harbour.
Carnaby plays an important role in
Bridlington’s economy and is part of the
infrastructure needed to support a diverse
economic base.

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

The tourism emphasis is
broadly correct, especially for
younger people.

5359

Sup

Disagree

5365
5366

Sup
Obj

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R. Gould

Disagree
Agree, especially greater
emphasis on Sea

The tourism emphasis is broadly
correct. Younger people who only want
thrill rides etc will always go to other
resorts that cater for this better. Young
people will come to take part in sports
linked to the sea and beaches etc.
Disagree
Disagree
Agree, the north sea is a great asset
which is not used to its best potential.
We could have schools set up teach
sailing & canoeing etc at no great cost
which would attract many more visitors.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The Council’s
identified Preferred Option encourages the
development of water sports activities and
training at the South Beach site. The
proposed Marina will also encourage the
proliferation of sailing activities in
Bridlington.
However, placing further emphasis on
tourism in the AAP would be contrary to the

15

evidence base, which shows that the first
priority, in achieving a more competitive
Town Centre and tourism offer, must be the
Town Centre’s regeneration.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Possibly with more emphasis
on up market, year round
tourism

Perhaps greater emphasis on up
market, year round tourism. A unique
attraction “e.g. Bonhomme Richard
replica and museum of wrecks” would
put Bridlington on the map.

The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The Council’s
identified Preferred Option encourages the
development year-round, high-value tourist
facilities, such as a winter garden and
cultural activities (which could include a
museum).
However, placing further emphasis on
tourism in the AAP would be contrary to the
evidence base, which shows that the first
priority, in achieving a more competitive
Town Centre and tourism offer, must be the
Town Centre’s regeneration.

5369

Sup

Mr R. Lines

5377

Obj

Mr Terry Morrell

Disagree, town should be
focus
Tourism provides only
potential for growth

Disagree, the town should be improved
before focusing on tourism.
Tourism provides the only real potential
for economic growth, particularly day
visitors. Need to improve amenities and
visual appearances.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. However, the
evidence base shows that due to structural
change in Britain’s traditional seaside
holiday market, and trends in tourism
generally, Bridlington must consider ways to
diversify its economy. Tourism does not,
and should not, provide the only option for
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economic growth in the Town Centre.
Placing further emphasis on tourism in the
AAP would be contrary to the evidence
base, which shows that the first priority, in
achieving a more competitive Town Centre
and tourism offer, must be the Town
Centre’s regeneration.

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree

Agree. It is the one area which can be
influenced by local action and good
promotion. Indications are that some
spend will return home if facilities are
comparable despite the weather excuse

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. However, the
evidence base shows that due to structural
change in Britain’s traditional seaside
holiday market, and trends in tourism
generally, Bridlington must consider ways to
diversify its economy. Tourism does not,
and should not, provide the only option for
economic growth in the Town Centre.
Placing further emphasis on tourism in the
AAP would be contrary to the evidence
base, which shows that the first priority, in
achieving a more competitive Town Centre
and tourism offer, must be the Town
Centre’s regeneration.

5383

5385

Obj

Sup

C.J. Wright –
Bridlington
Harbour
Commissioners
Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(Mr David William

Agree

Disagree

Agree

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted.

Disagree

Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.
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5388

Obj

Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Turner

Need to place greater
emphasis on tourism to
increase dwell time, make
better use of existing assets
and introduce markets and
festival

There should be a greater emphasis on
tourism. The town attracts a lot of
visitors all year round but they do not
stay long because there is nothing to
keep them. The main sources of
entertainment are the pubs and clubs.
Look at Whitby and York. We need to
attract specialised market e.g. farmers
market. Festivals are also a good
source of entertainment. Making better
use of our theatres and Leisure World.

5389

Sup

5391

Obj

5392

Obj

Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)
Mr Michael
Charelsworth
Miss Meg Gipin

Keep emphasis on residents

More emphasis on residents and not
tourists.

Agree

Agree. The only hope.

More emphasis on diversifying
offer and improving tourist
information

There should be more emphasis on
different types of tourism.
There should be more opportunities for
conferences and events.
Tourist information should be expanded.

The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The Council’s
identified Preferred Option encourages the
development year-round, high-value tourist
facilities to encourage non-seasonal tourism,
such as cultural and leisure uses and
restaurants. The provision of improved
leisure/community uses at Leisure World is
also considered as part of Issue 9.
However, placing further emphasis on
tourism in the AAP would be contrary to the
evidence base, which shows that the first
priority, in achieving a more competitive
Town Centre and tourism offer, must be the
Town Centre’s regeneration.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The Council’s
identified Preferred Option encourages the
development of new, less seasonal and
higher spend tourism markets, such as the
events, performance, conference and waterbased activity markets.
However, placing further emphasis on
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tourism in the AAP would be contrary to the
evidence base, which shows that the first
priority, in achieving a more competitive
Town Centre and tourism offer, must be the
Town Centre’s regeneration.

5395

Obj

Mr Barry Mitchell
– Bridlington in
Bloom

Agree, tourism is town’s major
industry

Agree. Manufacturing continues to
decline, so it is vital to the local
economy that tourism is embraced as
the town’s major industry.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. However, the
evidence base shows that due to structural
change in Britain’s traditional seaside
holiday market, and trends in tourism
generally, Bridlington must consider ways to
further diversify its economy. Tourism does
not, and should not, provide the only option
for economic growth in the Town Centre.
Placing further emphasis on tourism in the
AAP would be contrary to the evidence
base, which shows that the first priority, in
achieving a more competitive Town Centre
and tourism offer, must be the Town
Centre’s regeneration.

5396

Sup

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Maintain balance between the
needs of residents and tourists

While recognising the importance to the
town of the tourism industry we feel that
it is necessary to keep a very careful
balance between the two. Residents
would benefit from the facilities provided
by the tourists.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

No tourist facility should be developed
to the long term detriment of the
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residents. Quality and viability should be
the criteria.
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ISSUE 1

VISION FOR BRIDLINGTON

Question 1 (d) Is there a more appropriate vision – that also reflects the evidence on Bridlington’s needs and prospects and which is
also deliverable?
ID
5351

5365
5369
5375

5377

Type
Obvs

Sup
Sup
Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Would like improvements to
road networks and parking
provision in Bridlington.

Full Representation
Visions – when arriving in Bridlington
(by road as most do) the view is traffic
jams, patchwork roads, expensive
parking (where there is room), not a
welcoming sight for tourists.

Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R. Lines
Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber

Disagree
Disagree
Need to think more about
deliverability

Disagree
Disagree
You will need to think more about
deliverability in the pre-submission draft,
e.g. addressing questions of
responsibility, means of delivery and
likely timescales for each option.

Mr Terry Morrell

No list of priorities or sequence
of events. Suggests an
alternative economic strategy.

There is currently no list of priorities or
potential sequence of events.
There needs to be new attractions and
advertising campaign.
A future economic strategy should be
centred on:
1. Transport, parking, pedestrian access
2. A major new retail/hotel and

Response and recommendation
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The AAP needs to acknowledge the
importance of gateways in Brid’s image and
the impression given visitors. The AAP also
needs to tackle the problems caused by the
‘seasonal surge’, to accept the needs of
residents for improved parking in the Town
Centre, and to put in place measures that
will improve access to and movement
around the Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include further consideration of means of
delivery, responsibility and likely timescales
for the key policies/projects in the PreSubmission Draft.
The strategic objectives emerge from the
evidence which shows the changes sought
by the objectives are all necessary, and
together form an inter-dependent package of
necessary – and deliverable - changes;
achieving one element in preference to
another would not produce the
transformational changes required in
Bridlington’s competitiveness.
The strategy outlined in the Issues and
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
exhibition (incorporating the Spa)
development.
3. A “sell Bridlington” campaign.
4. A ‘PR’ exercise to attract national
companies to operate here.
5. Essential cooperation between ERYC
and the Harbour commissioners.

Response and recommendation
Options Draft AAP already includes
consideration of accessibility and movement
(Issue 8), and a major retail/mixed-use
development (Issue 7). However, whilst the
AAP concentrates primarily on physical
development, the Council recognises that to
achieve the vision for Bridlington, these
projects must be accompanied by other
interventions such as marketing, public
relations and business development
support.
Hotel investment is one of the targets of the
strategy.
Changes in the approach to marketing
Bridlington are also already included in the
strategy.
Successful delivery of the Town Centre AAP
will be dependent upon effective partnership
working, including the Council and Harbour
Commissioners, in addition to other public
and private sector agencies.
There is no evidence to show that the
expenditure of resources on an inward
investment campaign to attract new
investment would be effective. Attracting
new investment is fundamental to the other
objectives of the strategy, but through the
different approaches promoted as they are
indicated by the evidence as much more
likely to be effective.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID
5383

Type
Obj

Respondent
C.J. Wright –
Bridlington
Harbour
Commissioners

Summary of Representation
Suggest alternative vision

Full Representation
Agreed – substantial improvement to
the accessibility to Bridlington by road.

Response and recommendation
Options for delivering transport, movement
and accessibility improvements are set out
in Issue 8 (Movement) of the Issues and
Options Draft AAP.
However, improvements to dual
carriageways and motorways outside of
Bridlington are not part of the remit of the
Town Centre AAP.

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Too much emphasis on Town
Centre

Agree. Too much concentration on the
Town Centre.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Fails to acknowledge the evidence base
which highlights the invaluable and critical
role of the Town Centre in driving the longterm prosperity of Bridlington.
Also, potentially contravenes national
planning policy, which directs retail, office,
community and residential development to
Town Centres.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ISSUE 2

THE REGENERATION OF BRIDLINGTON TOWN CENTRE

Question 2 (a) Are the Council’s objectives for the Town Centre comprehensive of what is needed? Are there missing objectives that
emerge from the evidence? Are any of the objectives incorrect?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Questions proposed location
for new retail facilities.
Suggests need to
accommodate more cars in the
town centre. Raises queries
concerning the future of the
Harbour, Spa and South
Beach.

Full Representation
Shopping needs require major outlets to
change their policy of only locating
where 55,000 catchment is available. If
poorly used land is seen a policy of help
to rejuvenate it should be forthcoming.
Why suggest only “between the station
and the shopping core”?
Most visitors come by car, don’t attack
the motorist accommodate him.
By all means celebrate the distinct
character of the Harbour, (those
responsible – the Commissioners have
a good plan). Note – their plan is NOT
ERYC plan A or B.
Any plan that cuts the South Pier in half
is a disaster and nothing short of
vandalism. The South Beach – the best
in England, our best asset, promote it.
The Spa is on the South Side, not the
town centre – the Harbour is in the town
centre.
The Spa is approximately 30 metres
plus lower than the Harbour. (the 30
metres refers to the road level).
How may this be raised to an “optimal
level” – your words?

Response and recommendation
The comments on the need for major retail
outlets in noted and accepted.
The Council also accept that public sector
support will be needed to create the sites
capable of accommodating major outlets,
and doing so where they will bolster the
trading position of the established retail
core.
The Council’s preference for the land
between the railway station and Harbour is
based on the fact that there is no other
alternative that would be capable of
attracting the types, scale and quality of
regenerating investment from the private
sector that is needed. The realities of
development investment are that a
piecemeal, incremental approach is
undeliverable.
The merits of development on the land
between the railway station and Harbour
are: the substantial level of land already in
public sector ownership (to help kick start
land assembly); the extent of under-use and
ineffective use that needs regeneration; the
location viz the established retail core,
making it possible to extend the core while
benefiting, rather than challenging, existing
traders in the shopping core; the opportunity
to shift the retail core away from the
seafront; and the opportunity to integrate the
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There is no need for housing on this
level or in that area.

Harbour into the Town Centre giving it this
huge asset for regeneration. Additionally,
developers will take risks on large sites, in
particular on large sites with the prospect of
sea views and water frontage that they will
not elsewhere.
The Council accepts the need to cater for
the motorist and the requirement for
sufficient, well-located car parking to serve
the Town Centre.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Comments on the listed south pier are
accepted.
The Council accepts the need to minimise
any impact of a Marina on the south beach.
The Spa is a key asset for enabling
Bridlington to compete in a range of
conference, entertainment and culture
markets. It is fully protected to EA standards
for flood proofing. One of the Council’s key
aims is to ensure that the Spa is able to
succeed to the fullest, as part of a
regenerated Town Centre which also
incorporates improvements to the Harbour
and a Marina.
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The AAP aims to ensure that the individual
roles played by the Spa, Harbour and Town
Centre better complement each other,
creating a more integrated and viable Town
Centre (a whole that is greater than the sum
of its parts), whilst ensuring that the
distinctive characteristics of each asset are
not lost.
The issue of developing a tourist base at
South Shore is no longer pertinent to the
Town Centre AAP; but the Council will take
the comments into account as appropriate in
preparing the other parts of its LDF.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive characteristics
of each asset will be retained and
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5352

Obj

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Insufficient information
provided on accessibility in the
Town Centre

Insufficient detail for visitor parking,
traffic movement and congestion. No
Spa Parking. Very little (if any) mention
of pedestrianisation of town centre
Harbour area.
Encourage cycles/mopeds/”two-wheel
parking free”.

5358

Obvs

5359

Sup

5365
5368

Sup
Obvs

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles
Mrs Margaret
Lines

The impressive Town Hall
building and Gardens should
be included as part of the
town. Would have liked
fountain to have been erected
there.
Agree
Agree
Town should retain character

Town Hall and Gardens should be
included as part of the town. The
fountain should have been erected
there instead of at Ebor Flats.
The Town Hall was an impressive
building during the East Yorkshire
Borough Council days.
Agree
Agree
The town should keep plenty of
character and not become a ‘clone
town’

strengthened by the scheme, which will aim
to create new linkages between the different
assets. Further details about the design of
the linkages themselves will be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD (expected in
early 2008).
Comments accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Comment is accepted.
Recommendation:
The Town Hall and Gardens should be
included within the defined boundary of the
Town Centre proposed by the AAP.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
The Town Centre AAP, based on the
Regeneration Strategy for Bridlington,
provides a bespoke vision for Bridlington
Town Centre, which aims to encourage
sensitive development (incorporating high
standards of design) that will both build on
the town’s distinctive assets, and create new
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landmark developments, in line with the
aspirations of the town’s residents and
businesses.

5369

Obj

Mr R. Lines

No need to “reclaim seafront”
– already a major draw

Disagree with the need to ‘reclaim the
sea front’ (with no detail given). The
current north-side ‘amusements’ area is
a major draw to the Town Centre and
shops, not just ‘in season’, and keeps
the Town Centre alive and bustling.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which highlights the seasonal draw of the
‘bucket and spade’ tourist facilities on the
seafront, which results in a ‘seasonal surge’
and congestion around the Town Centre in
the summer months, and an area of limited
activity with lost potential in the winter
months.
Achieving a balance between the seasonal
use of the area and all-year round
attractions will be important in achieving the
AAP’s aims for Bridlington’s regeneration.

5372

5373

Obvs

Sup
w

Mr Ian Thompson

Sport England

Car parking and public toilets
are essential

Suggests additional objective

Car parking and public toilets are
essential to even think of being a
holiday destination.

I would advise a further objective be
added on the lines of the following:-

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking strategy
and policy in the Pre-Submission Draft AAP,
to ensure provision of sufficient car parking
in the Town Centre.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
consider measures to improve public toilet
facilities within the Town Centre, perhaps as
part of the Strategic Public Realm
Framework.
The AAP recognises the role of the
beaches, Harbour/Marina and Leisure
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cond
“To support the development of new
sports facilities, and enhancement of
existing facilities and the provision
and/or improvement of access to the
natural environment which will secure
opportunities to take part in sport.”

World as sports/leisure facilities and the
importance of the natural setting of the town
and its beaches for recreation.
Enhancement of sporting facilities outside
the Town Centre will need to be addressed
by another DPD.
Recommendation:
Include references to updating of the
facilities provided by Leisure World and the
opportunities for providing other recreation
activities in the AAP area. Emphasise the
role of the Strategic Public Realm
Framework, with its new walks, park, cycle
ways and other public spaces, in meeting
local needs.
The Town Centre has a catchment-wide role
as an economic driver. Its competitiveness
dictates that the core business of the Town
Centre take priority – particularly in
Bridlington where the beaches and
surrounding countryside as well as local
facilities such as Leisure World meet the
needs of Town Centre residents for sport
and recreation space.

5378

5380

Sup

Obvs

Yorkshire Forward

Mr Cyril Oliver

Support Preferred Option

Large office development
required but outside of Town
Centre

The regeneration of Bridlington Town
Centre should include a variety of uses
and an improved public realm, as a key
priority for investment.
We support the preferred option and
believe that the alternative options will
not allow the aim to be achieved.
The development of office and shopfront based smaller businesses sector is
not the need for Bridlington. Office

Support is welcomed.

The evidence base indicates a requirement
over the Plan period for 2,000 – 4,000 sq.m
of additional office floorspace.
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development (administration work) is
required to balance the skills obtained
and the work being undertaken
elsewhere by man students. The
location of any development should be
out of the Town Centre and convenient
to transport services.

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Large office development
required but outside of Town
Centre
Suggests rewording of an
objective

5385

Sup

5386

Sup
w
cond

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Marson

Office development other than small
size should avoid Town Centre,
suggested location is coach
park/railway station. Serious doubts
about shop front based small
businesses’. Offices should be on the
edge of town close to car parking.

National planning policy directs office
development to Town Centres.
Concentrating office development in
Bridlington Town Centre will help to create
further customers for the Town Centre and
create the kind of operating environment
beneficial to its businesses.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The evidence base indicates a requirement
over the Plan period for 2,000 – 4,000 sq.m
of additional office floorspace. National
planning policy directs office development to
Town Centres.

Amend the objective as shown below:

The railway station/coach park sites lies
within the Town Centre boundary, as
designated by the AAP.

‘To provide, as appropriate, more and a
better choice of hotels, restaurants,
cafes, bars and pubs; and shopping
core; and practically assist with upgrading of existing businesses.’

The AAP anticipates that office development
within the Town Centre will both stimulate
growth in the small business sector, and
enable provision of up-to-date premises for
Bridlington’s existing businesses.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP will be
accompanied by a Proposals Map, which
will define the boundary proposed for the
Town Centre and Primary Shopping Area.
Support is welcomed.

Suggests new objectives and
amendment to other

New objectives (Objectives S.D. page
5).

The details of the suggested new objectives
are unclear. Not enough information
provided to enable detailed response and

30

To establish a growing lively shop front
based business sector.
Omit the word smaller and office should
be second after shops.

5387

5390

5391

Obvs

Obvs

Obj

Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council (Mrs
Jenny Young)

J D Twigg

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Business Rates are too high

Only small offices in Town
Centre. Larger offices around
transport interchange at Quay
Road

Disagree, demolition required

Perhaps if business rates were not so
high there would not be so many empty,
which makes an uninviting town.

Only small independent offices in the
Town Centre larger offices on Quay
Road and around a transport
interchange with multi-storey parking
above by the station as more parking is
needed for larger specialist offices.

Disagree. Demolition is required of
certain buildings.

recommendation.
Recommendation:
The Pre-submission Draft of the Town
Centre AAP include a full discussion of the
reasoning for the objectives and the
proposals for achieving them to allow full
comment.
Amendments to business rates do not fall
within the scope of the Bridlington Town
Centre AAP.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The evidence base indicates a requirement
over the Plan period for 2,000 – 4,000 sq.m
of additional office floorspace.
National planning policy directs office
development to Town Centres. The AAP
should ensure sufficient car parking is
available, or will be made available, in the
Town Centre to cater for all proposed new
retail, office, leisure and residential
developments.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Recommendation:
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5393

Sup

Development Plan
Partnership
(Tesco)

Support objectives, wish to
refurbish/extend/replace own
store

5396

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Support objectives but
consider that offices should be
located outside of Town
Centre, except where specific
need is demonstrated

5397

Obvs

Mr P. Williams

Visitors will always come in
large numbers. They do not
come to shop.

Our client (Tesco) is in support of the
objectives and the preferred option.
They wish to refurbish and extend or
replace their existing Bridlington store.
We agree with the objectives of this
section. We consider that the first
objective on p5 needs amending to
exclude offices from the Town Centre
unless there is a specific need for such
a location. Otherwise the preferred
option is for offices to be located away
from the centre to reduce congestion,
pressure on parking etc and release
more properties for other activities.

Visitors will always come in large
numbers to Bridlington, particularly on
summer weekends. This is because of
the close proximity to the West Riding.
However visitors do not come to shop
as they have better choice at home.

The Pre-submission Draft of the AAP should
make clear that some demolitions will be
involved, and that a key aim is to improve
design standards for new buildings and
refurbishments, and to improve the
maintenance of the built environment.
Support is welcomed.

The evidence base indicates a requirement
over the Plan period for 2,000 – 4,000 sq.m
of additional office floorspace.
National planning policy directs office
development to Town Centres, and local
policy must comply. The AAP should
ensure sufficient car parking is available, or
will be made available, in the Town Centre
to cater for all proposed new retail, office,
leisure and residential developments.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which shows that due to structural change in
Britain’s traditional seaside holiday market,
and trends in tourism generally, Bridlington
must consider ways to further diversify its
economy.
The evidence base also indicates that there
is potential to ‘claw back’ for Bridlington
retail spending that is currently lost to
competing centres. The AAP aims to
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improve Bridlington’s retail offer, through
provision of some 21,660 sq.m gross
comparison retail floorspace over the plan
period.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ISSUE 2

THE REGENERATION OF BRIDLINGTON TOWN CENTRE

Question 2 (b) Should Bridlington Town Centre be a major focus for Bridlington’s regeneration?
ID
5355

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
The town centre has a tired
look and has not changed
significantly over the past few
decades.

5358

Sup w
cond

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Bridlington town centre should
be a major focus for largescale development, once basic
problems have been solved.

Full Representation
The town centre has a tired look and
does not appear to have developed
since I left home in 1969. Development
has always appeared piecemeal without
consideration for the town as a whole.
Bridlington Town Centre must be a
major focus. Prior to considering any
large-scale development, basic
problems need attention.

5359

Sup

Agree

Agree

5365
5369

Sup
Sup
w
cond
Obvs

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R. Lines

Agree
Agree, in terms of shops,
roads and parking.

Agree
Agree, in terms of shops, roads and
parking.

Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.

Mr Ian Thompson

Town Centre has shifted.
Tesco and Internet Shopping
put pressure on shops.

The Town Centre has moved from the
Old Town to the Quay in the last 60
years and Bessingby to Tesco. The
development of Tesco and Internet
shopping will put pressure on the Town
Centre shops.

The evidence base indicates that there is
potential to ‘claw back’ for Bridlington retail
spending that is currently lost to competing
centres. The continuing development of etail (for example; shopping via the Internet)
also puts pressure on traditional Town
Centres to become more competitive.

5372

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed for the Council’s
proposals for an integrated package of
development and improvement schemes in
the Town Centre (to avoid the detrimental
effects of further piecemeal development).
Support for the preferred option (of making
Bridlington town centre the major focus for
regeneration) is welcomed. The Council also
welcomes the acknowledgement that basic
problems also need to be solved in the
Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.

The AAP aims to improve Bridlington’s retail
offer, through provision of some 21,660
sq.m gross comparison retail floorspace
over the plan period. This additional
capacity provides scope for Bridlington to
develop a larger and more diverse retail
offer, with better representation in the
fashion sector in particular.
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5377

Sup

Mr Terry Morrell

Supports Town Centre focus

5380

Sup
w
cond

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree, but not to the detriment
of other requirements

5381

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Support but not to the extent
that other areas immaterial

The regeneration of the Town Centre is
uppermost in the priority of this
exercise.
Agree, but not to the detriment of other
requirements

The Town Centre should be a major
focus but not to the extent that other
areas are so minor as to be immaterial.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP intends to reinvigorate the Town
Centre so that it better meets the needs and
aspirations of Bridlington’s existing and
future residents and businesses.
Regeneration of the Town Centre is critical
to the competitiveness of Bridlington and its
ability to deliver economic, social and
environmental wellbeing.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft needs to make
clear why the emphasis is on the
regeneration of the Town Centre as an
essential precondition to improving overall
wellbeing in Bridlington. It should also make
clear that the types and scale of the
development proposed is in line with
forecasts of additional demand in the area.
Therefore the improvements in the Town
Centre will not be at the expense of other
parts of Bridlington.
The AAP intends to reinvigorate the Town
Centre so that it better meets the needs and
aspirations of Bridlington’s existing and
future residents and businesses.
Regeneration of the Town Centre is
intended to have positive spin-off benefits,
rather than adverse consequences, for
surrounding areas.
Recommendation:
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5385

Sup

5390

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J.D. Twigg

Agree

Agree

Encourage independent
businesses – only locals would
want multinationals

We need more independent small
businesses in small units in town that
are representative of the local area, as
to be different from the ones they have
at home only the local residents would
want multinationals.

The Pre-Submission Draft needs to make
clear why the emphasis is on the
regeneration of the Town Centre as an
essential condition to improving overall
wellbeing in Bridlington. It should also make
clear that the types and scale of the
development proposed is in line with
forecasts of additional demand in the area.
Therefore the improvements in the Town
Centre will not be at the expense of other
parts of Bridlington.
Support is welcomed.
Bridlington Town Centre retains only 27% of
the spending available within its catchment
area on non-food retail goods. Spending is
principally lost to Scarborough Town Centre
and Hull City Centre.
It is essential to Bridlington’s overall
regeneration that it recovers trade lost to
competing centres. In order to achieve this,
the Town Centre needs a larger and more
diverse shopping offer, with greater
representation from national multiple
retailers to complement the already strong
representation from independent operators
in the Town Centre.

5391

5401

Obj

Sup

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Disagree

Agree

Disagree

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted.

Agree

Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 2

THE REGENERATION OF BRIDLINGTON TOWN CENTRE

Question 2 (c) Is a large-scale redevelopment scheme merited? Is so, is the Council’s preferred location the right one, given the objective
of creating a retail circuit and integrating the Town Centre with the Harbour?
ID
5351

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Disagree

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

The scheme is merited and will
help to link the town centre
with the harbour and bay.

5359

Sup

Agree

5365

Obvs

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Integrate Town Centre with
Marina (north of Harbour)

Full Representation
Disagrees

Definitely merited! The harbour and bay
views are a jewel. They make
Bridlington what it is so the town centre
should feel a part of them and vice
versa.
Agree
Integrate Town Centre (Promenade)
with a Marina extending off foreshore
north of the Harbour

Response and recommendation
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
Suggestion regarding the siting of the
Marina is noted.
However, siting the Marina to the north of
the Harbour does not acknowledge the
evidence base, which shows that the
Harbour has significant potential as part of a
larger Marina scheme, and should therefore
be part of any Marina proposal.

5368

Sup
w

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Development must be
sympathetic

Any large scale development must be
done carefully e.g. keeping any

Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD. The AAP should show the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Yorkshire Forward
and the Council.
The Town Centre AAP provides a bespoke
vision for Bridlington Town Centre, which
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ID

5369
5373

5377

Type
cond

Sup
Obvs

Obvs

Respondent

Mr R. Lines
Sport England

Mr Terry Morrell

Summary of Representation

Agree
Redevelopment should include
upgrading of existing or
provision of new sports/leisure
facilities

Major new development is
required and should involve
demolition of many poor
buildings

Full Representation
attractive frontages and not spoiling
views

Agree
Any redevelopment should include the
upgrading of existing or provision of
new sports and leisure facilities. It is
important that new development is
phased with infrastructure and facility
improvements.
Consideration also needs to be given to
how built sport and recreation facilities
are to be provided, including those
ancillaries to outdoor playing space,
e.g. changing rooms.
A major new development is needed.
This can only be achieved by demolition
of a large area in the centre bounded by
Hilderthorpe Road, Bridge Street,
Manor Street and Beck Hill. Additional
clearance of poor building along the
south side of Bridge street to open up
views of the Harbour and the south
shore which would allow subterranean
multi-level parking, a large expanse with
pavilions and rid the town of a
considerable amount of eye-sore
properties

Response and recommendation
aims to encourage sensitive development
(incorporating high standards of design) that
will both build on the town’s distinctive
assets, and create new landmark
developments, in line with the aspirations of
the town’s residents and businesses.
Recommendation:
Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the high standards of design to be
sought for all new development within
Bridlington Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted.
Recommendation
The AAP needs to make clear how the Town
Centre will deal with sporting facilities,
recognising that the Town Centre is not a
neighbourhood, but plays a catchment wide
role as an economic driver which must be
competitive in its core functions and be so in
a compact land area.
The proposed redevelopment scheme for
the Town Centre will need to comply with
policies which seek to protect and enhance
the built environment and will make optimal
use of under and ineffectively used land in
the centre of Bridlington.
Recommendation:
Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the high standards of design to be
sought for all new development within
Bridlington Town Centre.
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ID
5380

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation
Disagree – large scale
developments have adverse
impacts on other areas. Spa
and Harbour do not need
integrating. Additional housing
is not necessary in the Town
Centre.

Full Representation
Disagree. Large scale developments
usually leave behind deteriorating areas
with little or no hope, even becoming
ghettos. Development should be to
enhance the existing whilst taking
advantage of the development
opportunities at the coach park site and
the palace site.
The Spa and the Harbour do not need
integrating. They should compliment
each other and benefit the Town Centre
from there close position without forcing
them into close marriage.
It is not necessary to add more housing
to Bridlington Town Centre as a large
proportion of existing housing is in close
proximity to it.

Response and recommendation
The Town Centre AAP provides a bespoke
vision for Bridlington Town Centre, which
aims to encourage sensitive development
(incorporating high standards of design) that
will both build on the town’s distinctive
assets, and create new landmark
developments, in line with the aspirations of
the town’s residents and businesses. As
suggested, the AAP focuses the majority of
new development around the coach park
site.
The AAP aims to ensure that the individual
roles played by the Spa, Harbour and Town
Centre better complement each other,
creating a more integrated and viable Town
Centre, whilst ensuring that the distinctive
characteristics of each asset are not lost.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which explains that the AAP must ensure
there is an adequate provision of housing to
meet the different types and tenures of
dwellings required to meet new household
formation and demand arising during the
plan period. The AAP conforms to national
planning policy which encourages Town
Centre residential development that
contributes to the formation of sustainable
communities.
Recommendation:
Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the high standards of design to be
sought for all new development within
Bridlington Town Centre.
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Integration of centre and Spa
is not needed. Retail circuit is
questioned.

Retain the Harbour’s distinctiveness, It
compliments the Town Centre and Spa
therefore integration is not needed. A
Transport interchange incorporating the
bus station, coach drop off and a
walking route from the interchange via
the palace car park to the Town Centre.
A retail circuit is seriously questioned. A
town square would produce a hub and
spoke network.

Response and recommendation
explaining that the distinctive characteristics
of each asset will be retained and
strengthened by the scheme, which will aim
to create new linkages between the different
assets.
The AAP aims to ensure that the individual
roles played by the Spa, Harbour and Town
Centre better complement each other,
creating a more integrated and viable Town
Centre, whilst ensuring that the distinctive
characteristics of each asset are not lost.
The Issues and Options Draft AAP includes
proposals to create a new transport
interchange near the railway station,
incorporating a bus station and public
transport links to the Town Centre and Old
Town.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which finds that there is no retail circuit in
Bridlington, ie. No primary shopping route to
direct shoppers between retail anchors and
other shops. The lack of a clear retail circuit
contributes towards the underperformance
of the Town Centre’s shopping offer, and
compounds the problem of inadequate
representation from fashion multiples and
anchor stores.
Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive characteristics
of each asset will be retained and
strengthened by the scheme, which will
primarily aim to create new linkages
between the different assets.
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ID

Type

5385

Sup

5386

Obvs

5389

Obvs

Respondent

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Marson

Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation

Agree, and Marina

Agree, and Marina.

Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft of proposals to create a bus-rail
transport interchange in Bridlington (near the
railway station).
Support is welcomed.

Most people regard the
Harbour as being in the Town
Centre

Most people regard the Harbour as
being in the Town Centre

No need for emphasis on
offices in Town Centre

The Town Centre does not need any
concentration on business/office
centres

The AAP will strengthen existing linkages
between the Harbour and Town Centre,
enabling Bridlington’s different assets to
better complement each other and creating
a more integrated and viable Town Centre.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The evidence base indicates a requirement
over the Plan period for 2,000 – 4,000 sq.m
of additional office floorspace.
National planning policy directs office
development to Town Centres.
Concentrating office development in
Bridlington Town Centre will help to create
further customers for the Town Centre and
create the kind of operating environment
beneficial to its businesses.

5390

Obj

J.D. Twigg

Prefers a ‘hub and spoke’
layout, to avoid integration of
areas within the Town Centre.
Questions whether role of
Harbour as a work place has
been considered.

The hub and spoke effect from a Town
Centre is preferred to give access to
and from each defined area rather than
merge different areas together. The
Harbour is a work place with health and
safety aspects and is totally ignored by

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP aims to ensure that the individual
roles played by the Spa, Harbour and Town
Centre better complement each other,
creating a more integrated and viable Town
Centre, whilst ensuring that the distinctive
characteristics of each asset are not lost.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
those on a sightseeing tour.

Response and recommendation
The AAP recognises the value of the
Harbour for Bridlington’s regeneration. The
AAP intends to deliver benefits for the
Harbour’s existing users, including
commercial boating operations and the
fishing industry, but further consideration is
required to ensure this is successfully
achieved.
Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive characteristics
of each asset will be retained and
strengthened by the scheme, which will
primarily aim to create new linkages
between the different assets.
Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on proposed policies for the Marina
and mixed-use redevelopment schemes,
and explain how the interests (and health
and safety requirements) of the Harbour’s
existing users will be safeguarded.

5391

5396

Obj

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Bridlington and
District Civic

Disagree. Concentrate on
Wilsthorpe.

Integrated scheme preferred to
large scale redevelopment

Disagree. Concentrate on Wilsthorpe.

Large scale redevelopment is not
considered suitable. An integrated

Wilsthorpe is outwith the AAP area, although
the evidence shows that changes are need
to encourage year round use of the Town
Centre in all its parts.
Recommendation:
The allocation of land at Wilsthorpe for
tourist uses will be considered in more detail
by the Council as appropriate in other parts
of its LDF.
Progressive, piecemeal development has
some advantages, namely it would minimise
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ID

Type

Respondent
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
schematic development is preferred.

Response and recommendation
disruption to the Town Centre. However,
the evidence suggests that the significant
changes that are required to improve
Bridlington’s competitiveness would take
much longer to happen under this marketled approach, and instead would be unlikely
to happen at all and definitely not in a timely
manner.
Regeneration on the scale that is needed in
Bridlington is thus unlikely to take place
within an acceptable timetable if a
progressive approach is taken.

5401

Sup

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Support but already integrated

Redevelopment yes, but the town is
already an integral part of the Town
Centre.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 2

THE REGENERATION OF BRIDLINGTON TOWN CENTRE

Question 2 (d) Should the Gypsey Race be opened? If not, why not?
ID
5351

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Gypsey Race could become a
health and safety hazard if
opened up.

Full Representation
Disagree – it could create vermin
problems, public danger, rubbish tipping
etc, and it is not a suitable area. It
should be piped.

Response and recommendation
Gypsey Race has a range of advantages
which merit opening it up as the central
spine of the development – providing the
focus for a new public park and access for
promenading and cycling as well as the
basis of new public art and water features.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base.
But the Council also accepts that
management is critical to ensure that it is
clean, well maintained and safe. In practice,
opening up is ‘short-hand’ for considerable
re-engineering so that the Race will appear
to be opened up in parts but in practice will
not be. Concerns regarding the design,
safety and upkeep of the Gypsey Race are
noted and will be addressed in the PreSubmission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5352

Sup

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Gypsey Race should be
opened up to provide a link
road from town to a new sports
complex with parking.

Yes and Parkland.

5355

Sup w
cond

5359

Sup

5366

Obvs

Mr Peter Collins

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr R. Gould

The Gypsey Race could
provide a green lung through
the town. Cautions that
thought is needed on how to
maintain a good level of flow
thoughout the year.

Gypsey Race should be opened up for
a separate link road from town to a new
(Public/Private Partnership) sports
complex with parking. Sell land for
development at Leisure World.
The Gypsey race has long been
neglected and would provide a green
lung through the town. However careful
thought would be need to go into how
good a level of flow could be maintained
throughout the year.

Agree

Agree

Gypsey Race should be better
maintained

Where the Gypsey Race is open it is in
many places overgrown with weed and
has a lot of rubbish. Cleaning and
clearing would be beneficial.

Response and recommendation
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
Support is welcomed.

Support for re-opening the Gypsey Race is
welcomed. The re-opened Gypsey Race
will be carefully designed to ensure
development of a high-quality amenity
feature, which will meet all required safety
and flood defence standards. More detail on
the design criteria should be provided in the
Draft Town Centre SPD.
Observation regarding maintaining the flow
of the Race is noted.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design and upkeep of the Gypsey Race are
noted and will be addressed in the PreSubmission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the Pre-
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ID

5369

5372

Type

Sup
w
cond

Obj

Respondent

Mr R. Lines

Mr Ian Thompson

Summary of Representation

Only on a limited scale

Gypsey Race should be
culverted

Full Representation

Only on a limited scale

The Gypsey race should be culverted
over to provide extra car parking space
and artificial water features introduced
where possible.

Response and recommendation
Submission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening only part of the
Gypsey Race diminishes the scope for
integrating development and improving the
public realm in the Town Centre, as required
by the evidence base.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment; advantages that could not
be as effectively achieved through the
introduction of artificial water features.
The AAP already makes provision for
additional car parking facilities within the
Town Centre.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5373

Sup

Sport England

Welcome proposal as would
encourage informal recreation

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

Disagree – should be buried

Creating amenity space associated with
Gypsey Race and creating new public
space is welcomed as this would
encourage more informal forms of
active recreation, e.g. walking.
Disagree. There a number of
associated health and safety issues. It
should be buried away.

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.

The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design, safety and upkeep of the Gypsey
Race are noted and will be addressed in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Gypsey Race should be
abandoned

Gypsey Race should be abandoned to
pipe from the railway station. Suitable
flood provision should be made to
collect and store run off.

The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Gypsey Race would become
an eyesore if opened up

Gypsey Race should not be opened up.
It would need maintaining and
experience of what is open now, some
of which was opened by previous
projects, shows that this would not
happen. It is an eyesore.

The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design, safety and upkeep of the Gypsey
Race are noted and will be addressed in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
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ID

5384

Type

Sup
w
cond

Respondent

Mr Alan Killick

Summary of Representation

Support subject to appropriate
maintenance

Full Representation

Only if there are appropriate guarantees
of maintenance. The recent decision to
divert money allocated to maintenance
of the promenades to the council’s fuel
budget shows the problems of
introducing schemes that are now lowmaintenance.

Response and recommendation
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the proposals for Section 106
Charges, and how funds will be raised to
help finance the development and
maintenance of public realm improvements
in the Town Centre.
The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design, safety and upkeep of the Gypsey
Race are noted and will be addressed in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the proposals for Section 106
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Charges, and how funds will be raised to
help finance the development and
maintenance of public realm improvements
in the Town Centre.

5385

Sup

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5386

Obj

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Marson

Gypsey Race should not be
opened

The Gypsey Race should not be
opened but the present open parts
should be maintained in a more
attractive condition.

The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the proposals for Section 106
Charges, and how funds will be raised to
help finance the development and
maintenance of public realm improvements
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5389

Obvs

Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)

Would not make visitor
attraction

The Gypsey Race is not sufficiently
important as a water way to make it a
visitor attraction.

Response and recommendation
in the Town Centre.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base.
The AAP intends to improve the utility and
amenity of the Gypsey Race for the benefit
of the town’s existing residents and
businesses. Although the Gypsey Race is
not expected to become a tourist attraction
in itself, the evidence base shows that
improving the appeal of the Town Centre will
contribute towards improving the town’s
appeal as a visitor destination.

5390

Obj

J.D. Twigg

Gypsey Race should not be
opened

The Gypsey Race should not be
opened up; flooding should be
controlled on flood plains.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base. Concerns
regarding the design, safety and upkeep of
the Gypsey Race are noted and will be
addressed in the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.

5391

Sup

5393

Sup

5395

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Development
Planning
Partnership
(Tesco)
Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Supports – develop Prince St
Support

Disagree –should be culverted

Agree. Develop Prince Street with
gardens and bandstand at east end.
In particular we support the major mixed
use redevelopment scheme along the
spine of Gypsey Race.
Disagree. Gypsey Race should be
culverted from B&Q to the sea, creating
more land for new roads, car parks,
cycle ways, footpaths, etc. If it was
opened up, it would create another den
for anti-social behaviour – it has always
attracted vermin. The plan does not
address these issues.

The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.

The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base. Concerns
regarding the design, safety and upkeep of
the Gypsey Race are noted and will be
addressed in the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.

5396

Obvs

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Gypsey Race forms
intermittent stream

It must be born in mind that Gypsey
Race is an ‘intermittent stream’ in the
Pennine rain shadow and plans must be
developed with this in mind.

Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the proposals for Section 106
Charges, and how funds will be raised to
help finance the development and
maintenance of public realm improvements
in the Town Centre.
The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design, safety and upkeep of the Gypsey
Race are noted and will be addressed in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5397

Obvs

Mr P. Williams

Gypsey Race would be
trashed if opened

With the present trend of yob behaviour
Gypsey Race would be trashed as soon
as it was opened.

Response and recommendation
SPD.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base. Concerns
regarding the design, safety and upkeep of
the Gypsey Race are noted and will be
addressed in the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.

5999

Sup
w
cond

Carnaby Parish
Council

Note opportunities but yet to
be convinced

Note opportunities presented in terms of
the Gypsey Race – but yet to be
convinced on how opening it up would

Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the proposals for Section 106
Charges, and how funds will be raised to
help finance the development and
maintenance of public realm improvements
in the Town Centre.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
be maximised. Clearly the merits of
tidying up the banks and water are very
much acknowledged.

Response and recommendation
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.

5401

Obj

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Disagree – no grand project

Disagree, no grand project, but it is
possible to create a Town Centre
feature incorporating Gypsey Race,
possibly Palace car park.

The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the evidence base.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Draft Town Centre
SPD.
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Question 2 (e) Does Bridlington Town Centre need a new ‘heart’ in the form of a new Town Centre square?
ID
5351

Type
Sup w
cond

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Suggests King Street

Full Representation
If King Street were developed this could
become the Town Square.

Response and recommendation
Support for the town square is welcomed.
Suggestion for the potential location of the
town square is noted.

5352

5355

Sup w
cond

Sup w
cond

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Mr Peter Collins

Suggests Post Office/Sorting
Office

Supports the idea of a new
town centre heart, but more
consideration is needed about
its location.

What about Post Office/Sorting Office

A new “heart” is an excellent idea but
care about siting it is difficult. It must not
become isolated and uninteresting. It
needs to be thought about in relation to
the footfall in the revitalised shopping
and commerce areas of town.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.
Suggestion for the potential location of the
town square is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.
Support for the creation of a town centre
square is welcomed.
Observation regarding its potential location
is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5358

Sup

Agree that Bridlington needs a
new ‘heart’.

Agree that Bridlington needs a new
‘heart’.

5359

Sup

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5365

Obj

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Disagree

Disagree

Objection noted.

5368

5369

Obvs

Obj

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Mr R. Lines

Is King Street left
pedestrianised?

Disagree

Is King Street left pedestrianised?

Disagree. King Street is fine in its
current state.

Response and recommendation
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.
Support is welcomed.

Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
The AAP does not propose to re-open King
Street to vehicular traffic.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted.
The AAP does not propose to re-open King
Street to vehicular traffic.

5380

Sup
w
cond

Mr Cyril Oliver

A natural square rather than a
performance area

A natural square evolving from other
changes rather than a performance
area. Pedestrianisation will possibly
bring both a natural square (King
Street/Manor Street) and a square
(Prince Street) available for larger open
air events/performances on a casual
basis and should be included.

Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Support for the town square is welcomed.
Suggestion for the potential location of the
town square is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5381

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Support but would need to be
natural square

Bridlington would benefit from a new
heart but one that is in a natural location
and breathes into surrounding streets in
simple easy way. Without traffic, the
west end of King Street into Manor
Street would provide such a heart.

5382
5384

5385

Sup
Sup
w
cond

Sup

Mrs Elaine Oliver
Mr Alan Killick

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William

Agree
Support provided that square
does not become a dead
space

Agree

Agree
Only if there are enough people and
activities to give an open space a
feeling of life. 1960s new towns have
these spaces and they are run-down
and intimidating.

Agree

Response and recommendation
More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support for the town square is welcomed.
Suggestion for the potential location of the
town square is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.
More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Support for the town square is welcomed.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.
More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
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ID

Type

5386

Obj

Respondent
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Marson

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation

No square – use existing
spaces

No town square – use Garrison Street
and the space at the “Harbour Top”.

Suggestion for the productive reuse of
existing public space is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.

5387

Sup

5388

Sup
w
cond

Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council
Mrs Barbara
Turner

Agree

Agree

Suggests site at Garrison St

Garrison Street could be opened up to
join the Harbour, and form a town
square

More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Support for the town square is welcomed.
Suggestion for the productive reuse of
existing public space is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.

5390

Sup

JD Twigg

Support, preferably at top of
King St and Manor St

Agree, preferably top of King Street and
Manor Street surrounded by pedestrian

More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support for the town square is welcomed.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
areas. I.E. Bridge Street Queen Street,
Manor Street, King Street

Response and recommendation
Suggestion for the potential location of the
town square is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.

5392

5394

5396

Obvs

Obvs

Sup

Miss Meg Gilpin

Ellis Familly

Bridlington and

It could be an empty heart.

The ‘heart’ of a town comes
from the people who live there
or visit. A square won’t make
one.

Suggests site at Garrison St

It could be an empty heart.

The ‘heart’ of a town comes from the
people who live there or visit. A square
won’t make one.

There is a ready made ‘town square’ on

More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
The AAP intends to create an easilyaccessible town square, which will provide
public space for civic events, as well as
providing the focus for more informal types
of meetings/gatherings/public activity, and
which will be designed to meet the needs of
the town’s residents and businesses.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP intends to create an easilyaccessible town square, which will provide
public space for civic events, as well as
providing the focus for more informal types
of meetings/gatherings/public activity, and
which will be designed to meet the needs of
the town’s residents and businesses.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support for the town square is welcomed.
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ID

Type
w
cond

Respondent
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
the Harbour top at Garrison Square, an
area underused at present but many
physical advantages.

Response and recommendation
Suggestion for the productive reuse of
existing public space is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.

5397

Sup

Mr P. Williams

Supports square or green area
at Harbour Top

The town square or greened area
between Harbour-Top and King
street/Chapel street.

More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support for the town square is welcomed.
Suggestion for the potential location of the
town square is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.

5401

Sup
w
cond

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Suggests existing site at
Garrison St

Square site – Garrison St already in
situ.

More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support for the town square is welcomed.
Suggestion for the productive reuse of
existing public space is noted.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the siting of the proposed
town square, taking into account consultees’
preferences for the reuse of existing spaces,
or a new ‘natural’ square, which can form a
hub of Town Centre activity.
More detail on the design criteria of the town
square (along with other proposed public
realm improvements) should be provided in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.
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Question 2 (f) How important is it to Bridlington’s regeneration that the ‘seasonal surge’ be better managed? If you agree that it is
important, what options do you support for reducing the adverse effects of the seasonal trade (while retaining the benefits)?
ID
5351

5352

Type
Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Suggests need for all-weather
facility.

More emphasis on buildings
works during off season

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

The seasonal surge can be
better managed by relocating
the amusement areas and
placing more emphasis on
sporting activities in the town.

5359

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Agree

Full Representation
Bridlington needs sunshine to draw the
crowds, add an inclement weather
facility and you have cracked it.

More emphasis on buildings works
during off season.

I don’t feel seasonal surge will ever be
avoided but it can be managed better
by relocating the “Amusement” areas
and complementing the promenades
with more landscaped gardens. The
surge would also be spread if the
emphasis began to be placed on the
sporting aspects of the sea and
beaches.
Agree

Response and recommendation
Comment noted. The evidence shows that
the aim must be to diversify the local
economy and move the tourism offer to a
less seasonal, more mixed and higher
spending range of attractions. The Council’s
investment in the Spa, proposals for a
Marina and the focus on improving facilities
in and the appeal of the Town Centre are all
part of this. Leisure World, shopping, the
cinema and the restaurants and café all offer
shelter from the weather.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Observation regarding building works is
noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
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5365

Obvs

5368

Sup

5369

Obj

5372

5380

Obvs

Obvs

Mr Richard Eccles

Mrs Margaret
Lines
Mr R. Lines

Mr Ian Thomspon

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree, suggests improved
parking

Agree, move north side
attractions
Issue of low importance –
limited development at
Wilsthorpe would help

Suggests better parking and
toilet facilities

Suggests better parking and
pedestrianisation

Provide Town Centre parking for offseason visitors and local residents.

Move north side funfair/arcades to park
and ride site.
This is of low importance and should be
a long term strategy only.
A limited development at Wilsthorpe
would help.

The seasonal surge should be
increased to twelve months of the year
by providing adequate car parking and
toilet facilities

Does not see a ‘seaside surge’ problem
that will remain if parking provision is
made better and pedestrianisation of
the Town Centre takes place

Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which shows the adverse impact that the
surge in seasonal trade has on Bridlington
Town Centre, which also has the effect of
discouraging the town’s residents from using
Bridlington’s retail core.
Recommendation:
The allocation of land at Wilsthorpe for
tourist uses will be considered by the
Council as appropriate in other parts of its
LDF.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
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5381

5384

5385

Obvs

Obvs

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Mr Alan Killick

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William

Suggest surge can be better
managed through improved
parking and public transport as
well as pedestrianisation.

Council’s marketing strategy
exacerbates the surge

Increase the surge but
manage it better.

The ‘seasonal surge’ can be managed
by provision of well planned and
appropriate use of car parks with
related public transport (not necessarily
buses). Pedestrianisation of most of the
core Town Centre with its elimination of
vehicles releases vast pedestrian
circulation space and appropriate
leisure use space.

The Council’s tourism marketing
literature encourages the seasonal
surge. The marketing strategy needs to
be rethought.

Increase the surge but manage it better.

The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Whilst the AAP concentrates primarily on
physical development, the Council
recognises that to achieve the vision for
Bridlington, the AAP projects must be
accompanied by other types of intervention
such as marketing, public relations and
business development support.
Recommendation:
Outline details of additional interventions (for
example; an up-to-date and carefully
considered marketing strategy) in the PreSubmission Draft which will be required to
complement the physical development
projects detailed in the AAP.
Better management of the seasonal surge is
a key aim of the Bridlington Town Centre
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5388

5390

5391

5394

Obvs

Obvs

Sup

Obj

Dowson)

AAP.

Mrs Barbara
Turner

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Higher order policy requires that hotel uses
are directed towards the Town Centre. The
extent of the Marina will be determined as a
result of technical studies into the operation
of such a facility.

J D Twigg

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Ellis Family

Extend south side of town
along seafront with hotels and
Marina

Transport improvements
including interchange

Provide all year round
attractions.

Seasonal appeal should not be
shifted from the Town Centre

How about extending the south side of
the town along the seafront for hotels
etc. Maybe a Marina could be
accommodated on the south side of the
bay where the sea is deeper.

Transport Interchange to include
staggered drop off and pick up bays for
coaches on a timed basis. Coaches to
be parked out of time. Around town
minibuses with 10-20 min frequency,
taxi rank and sit down places.

Provide all year round attractions.

If you shift the seasonal appeal out of
the Town Centre then there won’t be
enough people to keep the town alive.
It should be remembered that many
permanent residents were previously

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Issue 4 (Tourism) of the Issues and Options
Draft AAP proposes to encourage the
development in Bridlington Town Centre of
higher value, non-seasonal tourist activities
appealing to a broader market (for example;
hotels, a winter garden, cultural uses, and
restaurants).
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The AAP does not
aim to reduce tourist spending in the town,
but to better manage the seasonal surge,
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seasonal visitors.

5396

5397

5999

Obvs

Obvs

Obvs

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Mr P. Williams

Carnaby Parish
Council

Management of the surge may
be inhibited by government
policy

Leisure World should be
replaced with a new all
weather facility

Explore better, year-round use
of King St

The management of the seasonal surge
may be inhibited by central
government’s plans to limit out-ofschool-term holidays. This suggests a
wide age range will be needed.

Knock down Leisure World and build a
decent all weather facility which
provides for indoor and outdoor
activities.

More diverse use of King street should
be explored and encouraged throughout
the year – to assist with traders on
market stalls.

and encourage additional types of tourist
activity, in particular non-seasonal visitor
markets. Any relocation of traditional tourist
attractions (such as the fun fair), would be
accompanied by improved transport links to
ensure visitor spending is still captured by
Bridlington Town Centre.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Issue 4 (Tourism) of the Issues and Options
Draft AAP proposes to encourage the
development in Bridlington Town Centre of
higher value, non-seasonal tourist activities
appealing to a broader market and wider
demographic (for example; business/
conference tourism, recreation/sports
tourism).
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Issue 4 (Tourism) of the Issues and Options
Draft AAP proposes the refurbishment or
complete redevelopment of Leisure World,
to provide more up-to-date and better quality
leisure facilities for the town’s residents and
visitors.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Issue 7 (Shopping and Related Town Centre
Uses) of the Issues and Options Draft AAP
proposes a reconsideration of the use of
King Street, in response to the anticipated
shift of the shopping core to the west.
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5401

Obvs

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Main problem is traffic

Main problem of seasonal surge is the
traffic, which needs better management.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.

69

ISSUE 2
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Question 2 (g) Should the Council encourage a change of use over time along the seafront in the Town Centre to uses that have a
year-round appeal? If so, what do you think the Council should do?
ID
5351

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Does not support development
of a south side marina.

Full Representation
Not a South Side marina – possibly
surfing and allied sports. Newquay did
it and created over 30 new shops along
the front, why not Bridlington.

Response and recommendation
Suggestion regarding the siting of the
Marina is noted.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008). The south side
location offers a range of compelling
advantages over an alterative, most
particularly the opportunity to benefit the
Harbour and to give it a long term and
prosperous future, fully integrated as one of
the assets of the Town Centre and
Bridlington as a destination.
Observation regarding the development of
surfing facilities is noted. The scaled back
AAP however focuses on the Town Centre
for the reasons set out in the evidence in
support of the AAP.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
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ID

Type

5352

Sup

5355

Sup

5359

Sup

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

Non-tidal marina

Non-tidal marina

Concurs with this

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Agree – seafront is uninviting
in winter. Should encourage
more cafes.

I feel I have concurred with this in
answer to 2f.
Agree - It would be difficult to find uses
with year round appeal for the sea front,
as this is a very cold and uninviting area
in the winter months. Would like to see
more continental style cafes along the
sea front.

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Create a new promenade and
Marina and remove fair

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Improved shelter with sea
views

Agree, create a new promenade to
overlook a new Marina, and get rid of
the funfair.
More shelter from adverse weather with
sea views would be good for residents
and visitors.

Response and recommendation
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD. The Marina SPD will also further
consider the potential for developing other
water sports in Bridlington.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for an alternative, year-round
use is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion is noted. The AAP anticipates
that many of the proposed, year-round uses
(for example; restaurants, a winter garden)
will incorporate appropriate shelter.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s

71

ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5369

Obj

Mr R. Lines

Disagree

Disagree. Retain current land use.

Response and recommendation
preferred approach.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which highlights the seasonal draw of the
‘bucket and spade’ tourist facilities on the
seafront, which results in a ‘seasonal surge’
and congestion around the Town Centre in
the summer months, and an area of limited
activity with lost potential in the winter
months.
Achieving a balance between the seasonal
use of the area and all-year round
attractions will be important in achieving the
AAP’s aims for Bridlington’s regeneration.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thomspon

Amusements should be
allowed to open longer and
land trains should run all year

The amusements should be allowed to
be open 11 months of the year. The
Council should run land trains at
weekends throughout the year.

More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Suggestion for an alternative, year-round
use is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
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ID
5380

5381

Type
Sup

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Cyril Oliver

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Summary of Representation
Supports change of uses to
café and restaurants and
screening of the funfair

Suggests enclosure of seafront
and all year funfair opening

Full Representation
Presumably Harbour Road and Funfair.
Harbour Road from being cheap tatty
takeaways to more pleasant café
culture dining and some screening of
the funfair but with enforcement of all
regulations to create and retain quality
movement space

Enclosure and all year opening of the
funfair would benefit the sea front.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for an alternative, year-round
use is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Suggestion for an alternative, year-round
use is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.

5385

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

Encourage specialist / theme
areas.

Encourage specialist / theme areas.

More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Suggestion for an alternative, year-round
use is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5391

Obvs

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Agree, have funfair a
Wilsthorpe

Agree, have funfair a Wilsthorpe

5393

5395

Obvs

Sup

Development Plan
Partnership
(Tesco)

New, mixed development to
the seafront should be
integrated with Tesco

The Tesco store is a retail anchor and
therefore any mixed used
redevelopment should be integrated
with the store. The Town Centre
boundary should be amended to include
the Tesco store.

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Quality restaurants should be
encouraged to change the
image

Agree. The Council should clear the
funfair image seen north of the Harbour
and encourage quality restaurants with
sea views (as seen at continental
resorts bordering the North Sea).

Response and recommendation
Detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Noted.
Recommendation:
The allocation of land at Wilsthorpe for
tourist uses will be considered as
appropriate by the Council in other parts of
the LDF. Town Centre policy will discourage
seasonal-only uses.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The Town Centre boundary and designated
Primary Shopping Area will need to be
amended in the Pre-Submission Draft AAP
to reflect the location of proposed Town
Centre developments and the shifting focus
of the town’s retail core.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for an alternative, year-round
use is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.

5401

Obvs

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Funfair is popular- requires
caution

The funfair along the seafront attracts
thousands – think carefully about that
one.

More detail on potential development
opportunities for the Seafront should be
provided in the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Suggestion is noted. The AAP recognises
the important contribution that ‘bucket and
spade’ tourism makes to the economy of
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Bridlington. The AAP does not aim to
reduce tourist spending in the town, but to
better manage the seasonal surge and
encourage year round, rather than seasonal,
uses in the Town Centre.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
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ISSUE 3

THE ROLE OF THE HARBOUR

Question 3 (a) Are the Council’s objectives for the Harbour reasonable and correct? Are there more appropriate objectives? What
objectives are more appropriate and why?
ID
5351

Type
Sup w
cond

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Prefers the Harbour
Commissioners’ Plan, which
could be implemented more
quickly. Supports proposals
for a yachting base in
Bridlington, although is
concerned about costs for the
Harbour’s users. The Listed
Piers need protection and the
Harbour’s history should be
preserved.

Full Representation
The Harbour is a trust port run by the
Commissioners and not by ERYC. The
Commissioners have a plan, if ERYC
were to support this plan it could come
to fruition without any further friction.
Their plan is neither ERYC plans A or B.
People come to Bridlington for the sea,
sand, sun, Harbour, Sewerby Park etc.
A yachting base within the Harbour is
appropriate. In summer for sailing and
in winter a boat park (as is any marina).
The Listed Piers need protecting as
does the habitat and environment
issues.
New or better Harbour/yachting facilities
require paying for. These could be in
place now, tomorrow, next week.
Would the users pay more for the
privilege of using them – now or in the
future?
Make more of the Harbour history and
start by removing plans to cut the South
Pier in half as indicated in ERYC plans.
Does not approve of including the
Harbour as part of a larger marina. This
was thrown out at the last Public
Inquiry.

Response and recommendation
The Council accepts the importance of the
trust port’s duties under its statute. The
Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Any proposed Marina development will take
full account of the lessons learned from the
Inspector’s Report and Secretary of State’s
decision on the Marina Inquiry held between
2001 and 2002.
Support for development of yachting
facilities in Bridlington is welcomed.
The AAP recognises the value and
distinctive character of Bridlington’s
Harbour. As such, proposals to develop a
Marina will be designed to ensure the
heritage of the Harbour is protected and
enhanced and the listed piers are
conserved.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
Comments re Alternative Options, as
written, smack of a peevish little boy
who cannot have his own way and so
takes his ball home.

5352

5355

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

Suggests deeper water marina
off end of North Pier, and
improvements to existing
Harbour.

Yes most definitely

Deeper Water Marina off end of North
Pier of Harbour.
Work with Harbour Commissioners to
improve Harbour. If not, why direct
tourists to a run-down area?

Yes most definitely.

Response and recommendation
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The SPD will also consider in full the
impacts the Marina will have on Bridlington’s
beach, water systems, wildlife and ecology
and make provisions to ensure the impacts
do not exceed acceptable limits.
Suggestion regarding the siting of the
Marina is noted.
However, siting the Marina to the north of
the Harbour does not acknowledge the
evidence base, which shows that the
Harbour has significant potential as part of a
larger Marina scheme and stands to benefit
substantially as result; and should therefore
be part of any Marina proposal.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD. The AAP should show the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Yorkshire Forward
and the Council.
Support is welcomed.
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ID
5359

Type
Sup

5365

Sup
w
cond

5366

Sup
w
cond

Respondent
Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Mr R. Gould

Summary of Representation
Agree

Full Representation
Agree

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

In partial agreement –
suggests new Marina
extending from north pier

Partially agree. Suggests building a
new Marina extending from the north
pier to Trinity Cut, and integrate with the
Town Centre/Promenade.

Suggestion regarding the siting of the
Marina is noted.

A smaller footprint would be
more realistic. Concerned at
the outcome of the previous
public inquiry.

This is the big one. The footprint is too
large as proposed. A smaller version
would be more realistically possible.
Let’s not forget the main comments of
the last expensive, time consuming,
public enquiry!

However, siting the Marina to the north of
the Harbour does not acknowledge the
evidence base, which shows that the
Harbour has significant potential as part of a
larger Marina scheme, and should therefore
be part of any Marina proposal.
Recommendation:
The maximum extent of a Marina agreed
between the Commissioners, Yorkshire
Forward and the Council should be
promoted by the AAP, with further detail on
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement provided in a Marina SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Any proposed Marina development will take
full account of the lessons learned from the
Inspector’s Report and Secretary of State’s
decision on the Marina Inquiry held between
2001 and 2002.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
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ID

5368

Type

Sup
w
cond

Respondent

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Summary of Representation

The Harbour adds to the
appeal of the Town Centre.
Any Marina should be small
scale and should not include a
residential element.

Full Representation

The Harbour development does not
“drag on the Town Centre’s appeal” but
adds to it (though the food stalls on the
north side are rather downmarket.)
Any Marina development should be
small scale. It should not include any
new residential development and should
fit within the present Harbour.

Response and recommendation
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The AAP recognises that the Harbour is one
of Bridlington’s distinctive assets. However,
there is scope to improve the appeal of the
Harbour further and strengthen its financial
performance.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
The disadvantage of making no provision for
commercial and residential development
alongside the Marina is that the property
which is currently located between the
Harbour and the Town Centre (which is in a
poor state of repair) will remain in situ, and
will continue to sever the Marina/Harbour
from the Town Centre. The potential to
create linkages between the Town Centre
and Marina, aiding the regeneration of both
assets, will be lost. Moreover, removing the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
commercial element of the Marina proposal
may undermine the economic viability of the
entire scheme.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5369

Obj

Mr R. Lines

Would not support if proposal
includes commercial and
residential development.
Concerned about
environmental impacts.

Disagree with the proposal if it includes
a commercial and residential
development, and states that it should
just be a Marina (i.e. “a specially
designed Harbour with moorings for
yachts, etc”). The Proposal would use
up a Greenfield site and potentially
disrupt wildlife, ecology and sediment
flow in the bay.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
The disadvantage of making no provision for
commercial and residential development
alongside the Marina is that the property
which is currently located between the
Harbour and the Town Centre (which is in a
poor state of repair) will remain in situ, and
will continue to sever the Marina/Harbour
from the Town Centre. The potential to
create linkages between the Town Centre
and Marina, aiding the regeneration of both
assets, will be lost. Moreover, removing the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
commercial element of the Marina proposal
may undermine the economic viability of the
entire scheme.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.

5372

Obj

Mr Ian Thompson

Objectives are seriously
flawed. Concerned about
environmental impacts on the
beach.

The Council’s objectives for the Harbour
are seriously flawed and completely out
of touch. The environmental impact
studies undertaken do not give
assurances that Bridlington’s biggest
asset will be unaffected, i.e. the beach.

The SPD will also consider in full the
impacts the Marina will have on Bridlington’s
beach, water systems, wildlife and ecology
and make provisions to ensure the impacts
do not exceed acceptable limits.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.

5373

Sup
w
cond

Sport England

Supports but care needs to be
taken to ensure that sailing
activities are not detrimental to
the enjoyment of other
recreational activities. Sailing
may encourage related niche
industries.

Harbour improvements to create a
Marina would improve sailing based
sports provision and participation in
Bridlington, but care would have to be
taken that this is not at the expense of
other forms of active recreation, and
more informal forms of recreation
associated with the beach and sea such
as open water swimming. The scale of
the Marina needs to be in keeping with
the location, rather than dominating it.
Expanding sailing may benefit the
encouragement in the development of
related niche style cottage industries,
and training/activity centres. There may
be scope for these to be located in the
buildings around the Harbour.

The SPD will also consider in full the
impacts the Marina will have on Bridlington’s
beach, water systems, wildlife and ecology
and make provisions to ensure the impacts
do not exceed acceptable limits.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Suggestion regarding the development of
sailing-based businesses/industry is noted.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
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ID

5377

Type

Sup
w
cond

Respondent

Mr Terry Morrell

Summary of Representation

Supports but wishes the
development to be contained
within the existing Harbour to
protect the south shore. Also
does not believe the Marina to
be an immediate priority.

Full Representation

The Harbour requires the full support
and assistance of EYRC, Yorkshire
Forward and whoever. Any Marina
development must fall within the
Harbour itself. The south shore is
sacrosanct and is the most important
feature to the majority of visitors.
Marinas are a luxury which resorts
acquire once they have achieved
everything else therefore the Harbour
development is not immediately
essential.
Clearing properties on Hilderthorpe road
would provide an opportunity to improve
the main access road from the southwest corner of the Harbour for
commercial vehicles.

Response and recommendation
SPD.
The SPD will also consider in full the
impacts the proposed Marina will have on
the beach and the sea (and the amenity
value these important assets offer), and will
make provisions to ensure the impacts do
not exceed acceptable limits.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which shows that the proposed Marina
forms a core component of the regeneration
scheme for the Town Centre. Retaining the
Harbour and its surroundings in their current
condition will adversely affect the potential
for a high quality Town Centre
redevelopment scheme, and will also
impinge adversely on the value to be gained
from the refurbishment of the Spa.
Suggestion regarding the clearance of
properties on Hilderthorpe Road is noted.
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

The Council’s objective should
be to improve the Harbour by
implementing the
Commissioners scheme. If this
is successful then a Marina
could be considered.

Disagree. The objective should be to
improve the Harbour by initially taking
on board the scheme for improvement
developed by the Bridlington Harbour
Commissioners. This would be a
sequential approach and would not
upset the tourist trade. If there is
demand then a second Marina outside
the south pier should be built.

The SPD will also consider in full the
impacts the Marina will have on Bridlington’s
beach, water systems, wildlife and ecology
and make provisions to ensure the impacts
do not exceed acceptable limits.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5381

Sup
w

Bridlington
Protection Group

Suggests rewording and
alterations to the objectives

The ambiguous words ‘realise’ and
‘impounding’ are used in the Harbour

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Accepted.
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ID

5383

Type
cond

Sup w
cond

5385

Sup

5388

Obj

Respondent
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Bridlington
Harbour
Commissioners
(C.J. Wright)

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Turner

Summary of Representation

Commissioners have
produced their own scheme for
the Harbour which they believe
presents a compromise with
the Council’s preferred
footprint.

Supports modernisation of
Harbour with Marina
Disagrees that Harbour drags
on Town Centre appeal. A
public inquiry has established
that the Council’s plans are not
feasible. Lock gates would
cause flooding.

Full Representation
section.

Response and recommendation

The following alterations to the
objectives are made.
‘boats could access’ instead of boats
could be accessed.
‘meet the estimated demand’ instead of
substantial demand.
The Harbour Commissioners are
conscious of the importance of the
Harbour to the town and have proposed
their own inner Harbour scheme. They
have since produced a scheme which
they consider to be a compromise to the
Councils preferred footprint. This will
satisfy all stakeholders and the Council
by integrating the town and Harbour
with the spa redevelopment. A copy of
drawing number 1P 1508/103 showing
the Commissioners compromise
scheme is enclosed.

Suggested amendments to text are noted.

Agree, the commercial Harbour should
be modernised and incorporated into a
new Marina / Harbour scheme.
I and many others don’t agree that the
Harbour “drags on the Town Centres
appeal”. It is a typical working Harbour,
and as such attracts many visitors. 4
years ago we had a very expensive
public inquiry which established beyond
doubt that council’s plans for the
Harbour were not feasible. There is not
enough water at low tide to bring the
lifeboat in. At high tide there is
overstepping of the Harbour wall,
meaning that lock gates would cause
the Harbour to flood.

Recommendation:
Provide better explanation/definition of terms
such as ‘impounding’ and ‘realise’ in the
Pre-Submission Draft, to avoid ambiguity.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP recognises that the Harbour is one
of Bridlington’s distinctive assets. However,
there is scope to improve the appeal of the
Harbour further and strengthen its financial
performance.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Any proposed Marina development will take
full account of the lessons learned from the
Inspector’s Report and Secretary of State’s
decision on the Marina Inquiry held between
2001 and 2002.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5390

Obj

J D Twigg

Disagrees. Commissioner’s
plan is best.

Disagree. The Harbour commissioner’s
plan is the best. Leisure World and
pleasure boats near to town working
part away from town.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the

86

ID

5391

Type

Obj

Respondent

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Summary of Representation

Disagrees – supports the
Commissioner’s plan.

Full Representation

Disagree. Retain traditional Harbour
and support the Harbour commissions
plans.

Response and recommendation
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5394

Obj

Ellis Family

The Council should support
the Commissioner’s plans

Council should support the Harbour
Commissioners plans, support the
growth of the Harbour and stop all
efforts to undermine it.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5397

5999

Obj

Sup
w
cond

Mr P. Williams

Carnaby Parish
Council

The existing Harbour is in
keeping with the character of
the area. Is the value of sailing
over-estimated?

Support but stress the
importance of working with all
stakeholders

Whilst Bridlington Harbour may be
limited in its capacity this is in keeping
with the scale and character of its
setting. Are we not over estimating the
value of sailing. Not many of the
existing boats sail regularly.

In principle agree, but stress the
importance that with any development
of this scale it is vital that joint working
with all stakeholders remains
paramount.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
It is accepted that more detailed evidence is
required on the demand for berths and the
‘business case’ for the Marina, which will be
collated and used to inform preparation of
the Marina SPD (anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Strong partnershipworking will underpin preparation of the
revised scheme.
Recommendation:
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Highlight extent and type of partnershipworking which will be required to ensure
successful delivery of the Bridlington Town
Centre regeneration strategy.
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ISSUE 3

THE ROLE OF THE HARBOUR

Question 3 (b) Do you agree that integrating the Town Centre with the Harbour is critical to the regeneration of the Town Centre? If not,
why not?
ID
5355

Type
Sup

5358

Sup

5359

Sup

5365

Obj

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Summary of Representation
Yes most definitely.

The Harbour is important to
Bridlington – agrees that it
should be integrated with
Town Centre.
Agree
This would destroy the town’s
heritage

Full Representation
Yes most definitely.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

Apart from bricks and mortar feelings
are very important in the regeneration
scheme. Impounding the harbour will
create one of the major differences in
the feel of the area.
The Harbour is a very important part of
Bridlington. Agrees that integrating
Town Centre and Harbour.

Observation regarding changes in the feel of
the area is noted.

Support is welcomed.

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Disagree – to impound the Harbour and
extend to the south would destroy the
town’s heritage.

The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
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ID

5368

Type

Obvs

Respondent

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Summary of Representation

The Harbour and Town Centre
are surely already very close
together.

5369

Sup

Mr R. Lines

Support but feels already
integrated

5372

Obj

Mr Ian Thompson

Integration would be
detrimental to individual
appeal

Full Representation

The Harbour and Town Centre are
surely already very close together.

Agree, but it is already integrated
(Marks & Spencer is currently only 100
yards away from the Harbour).
The Harbour and Town Centre attract a
different type of person integrating them
will be of a detriment to them both.

Response and recommendation
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The SPD will also consider in full the
impacts the Marina will have on Bridlington’s
beach, water systems, wildlife and ecology
and make provisions to ensure the impacts
do not exceed acceptable limits.
The AAP will strengthen existing linkages
between the Harbour and Town Centre,
enabling Bridlington’s different assets to
better complement each other and creating
a more integrated and viable Town Centre.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP aims to ensure that the individual
roles played by the Spa, Harbour and Town
Centre better complement each other,
creating a more integrated and viable Town
Centre, whilst ensuring that the distinctive
characteristics and functions of each asset
are not lost.
Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
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ID
5373

5378

Type
Obvs

Sup
w
cond

Respondent
Sport England

Yorkshire Forward

Summary of Representation
A management plan would be
required to minimise conflicts
between different sporting
activities.

Harbour is an asset for the
town as a whole.
Improvements should be made
on an agreed basis.

Full Representation
A management plan associated with
any Marina type development would be
needed for the Harbour and adjoining
sea/beach areas, to minimise and
reconcile conflicts between the Marina
and other forms of formal and informal
sporting activities. If the Marina does
displace other forms of sporting
activities, new locations and facilities
must be found for these activities to
equivalent or better standard. I would
refer you to PPG17 advice on this (para
13).
The Harbour is a key asset for the town
as a whole not just the Town Centre. It
is essential that an agreed
Marina/Harbour improvements scheme
that is fully integrated with the Town
Centre is brought forward on an agreed
basis.

Response and recommendation
Any facilities for watersports that may be
displaced by the Marina development are
anticipated to be replaced alongside the
RYC facility at Southshore, which now falls
outside the AAP area and so will be
addressed by another DPD. The need for a
management plan is noted, but is outside
the scope of the AAP.

No change required
Accepted. Regeneration of Bridlington
Town Centre (including development at the
Harbour) is expected to have spin-off
benefits for the town as a whole.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

Disagree - integration is not
critical. The Town Centre is
capable of regeneration
without the Harbour.

Disagree. The Harbour integration is
not critical, both need regenerating but
the Town Centre is capable of
becoming more alive with the present
Harbour. The Harbour would not
become more alive without a
complimentary Town Centre.

Response and recommendation
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base
which highlights the interdependence of
proposals to develop the Town Centre, and
proposals for a Marina. Development at the
Harbour of a Marina will help to create the
conditions that will enable the transformation
of the Town Centre. The Marina will make it
feasible to attract the scale, mix and quality
of development in the Town Centre that
otherwise would not be possible.
Enhancement of the Harbour itself also has
considerable potential to aid the Town
Centre’s regeneration; both enhancing
Bridlington as a place where people want to
live, work and visit, and improving the
commercial prospects of the Harbour’s
working activities.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Integration is not critical.
Easier access routes could
benefit both.

Integrating the Harbour and Town
Centre is not critical to the regeneration
of the Town Centre. It may well be that
easier access routes would benefit both
but both are capable of regeneration
quite independently.

Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base
which highlights the interdependence of
proposals to develop the Town Centre, and
proposals for a Marina. Development at the
Harbour of a Marina will help to create the
conditions that will enable the transformation
of the Town Centre. The Marina will make it
feasible to attract the scale, mix and quality
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
of development in the Town Centre that
otherwise would not be possible.
Enhancement of the Harbour itself also has
considerable potential to aid the Town
Centre’s regeneration; both enhancing
Bridlington as a place where people want to
live, work and visit, and improving the
commercial prospects of the Harbour’s
working activities.

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Disagrees – should be treated
as separate areas.

Disagree, they are necessary, they are
separate areas and the Harbour has
nothing to do with the shops.

Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base
which highlights the interdependence of
proposals to develop the Town Centre, and
proposals for a Marina. Development at the
Harbour of a Marina will help to create the
conditions that will enable the transformation
of the Town Centre. The Marina will make it
feasible to attract the scale, mix and quality
of development in the Town Centre that
otherwise would not be possible.
Enhancement of the Harbour itself also has
considerable potential to aid the Town
Centre’s regeneration; both enhancing
Bridlington as a place where people want to
live, work and visit, and improving the
commercial prospects of the Harbour’s
working activities.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5385

Sup

Agree

Agree

5387

Sup

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5388

Sup

Integration would be attractive

Obj

To integrate the Harbour with the Town
Centre would be attractive.
Disagree, the Harbour is a work place
with Health and Safety problems.

Support is welcomed.

5390

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council
Mrs Barbara
Turner
J D Twigg

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
Support is welcomed.

Harbour is a workplace

The AAP aims to ensure that the individual
roles played by the Spa, Harbour and Town
Centre better complement each other,
creating a more integrated and viable Town
Centre, whilst ensuring that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset are
not lost.
The AAP recognises the value of the
Harbour for Bridlington’s regeneration. The
AAP intends to deliver benefits for the
Harbour’s existing users, including
commercial boating operations and the
fishing industry, but further consideration is
required to ensure this is successfully
achieved.
Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
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ID

5391

Type

Obvs

Respondent

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

5394

Sup

Ellis Family

5396

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Summary of Representation

The Harbour is already quite
accessible.

Agree, the town is built around
the Harbour.
There is a greater perception
of separation for visitors.
Connections should not be
forced and should be
complimentary.

Full Representation

The Harbour is already quite accessible.

Agree, the town is built around the
Harbour.
There is a greater perception of the
separation of the Harbour and the town
by outsiders than by residents. Viewing
different parts of the town as a series of
‘rooms’ has advantages. Care should
be taken not to have forced connections
between the two. They should
compliment one another.

Response and recommendation
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on proposed policies for the Marina
development, and explain how the interests
(and health and safety requirements) of the
Harbour’s existing users will be
safeguarded.
The AAP aims to strengthen existing
linkages between the Harbour and Town
Centre, enabling Bridlington’s different
assets to better complement each other and
creating a more integrated, accessible and
viable Town Centre.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Accepted. The AAP aims to ensure that the
individual roles played by the Spa, Harbour
and Town Centre better complement each
other, creating a more integrated and viable
Town Centre, whilst ensuring that the
distinctive characteristics/functions of each
asset are not lost.
Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
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ID
5397

5401

Type
Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
Mr P. Williams

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Summary of Representation
Almost difficult not to link the
two given size and proximity

Harbour and Town Centre are
already integrated

Full Representation
Because of the size of Bridlington Town
Centre and its proximity to the coast
and Harbour it is almost difficult not to
link the two. One leads into the other.

The Harbour is already part of the Town
Centre. The old buildings on Bridge
Street are interesting and part of the old
quay.

Response and recommendation
The AAP aims to strengthen existing
linkages between the Harbour and Town
Centre, enabling Bridlington’s different
assets to better complement each other and
creating a more integrated, accessible and
viable Town Centre.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP aims to strengthen existing
linkages between the Harbour and Town
Centre, enabling Bridlington’s different
assets to better complement each other and
creating a more integrated, accessible and
viable Town Centre.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ISSUE 3

THE ROLE OF THE HARBOUR

Question 3 (c) Do you agree that impounding the Harbour is critical to the regeneration of the Town Centre? If not, why not?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Impounding?

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

No alternative has been found
over the last 40 years.

5359

Sup

Agree

5365

Obj

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

5368

Obj

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Disagree – would not increase
sailing times. Suggests Marina
in north bay.

Disagree. Many successful
towns do not have Harbours.

Full Representation
Impounding?

The town has been looking for
alternatives for over 40 years.
Impoundment is the way forward just
get on and do it!
Agree
Disagree – the entrance to the
proposed Marina would not increase
sailing times – the water is too shallow.
An entrance to a Marina in the north bay
would be in deeper water.

Disagree. Many successful towns do
not have Harbours.

Response and recommendation
Accepted. The Council will avoid the use of
such technical terms.
Recommendation:
Provide better explanation/definition of terms
such as ‘impounding’ in the Pre-Submission
Draft, to avoid ambiguity.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
Objection regarding the siting of the Marina
is noted.
However, siting the Marina to the north of
the Harbour does not acknowledge the
evidence base, which shows that the
Harbour has significant potential as part of a
larger Marina scheme, and should therefore
be part of any Marina proposal.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Objection noted.
However, Bridlington already benefits from
the presence of a Harbour, which forms one
of the town’s most distinctive assets. The
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ID

5369

5372

Type

Obj

Obj

Respondent

Mr R. Lines

Mr Ian Thompson

Summary of Representation

Disagree

Proper car parking and toilet
facilities are more critical to the
Town Centre.

Full Representation

Disagree

Pinching the Harbour is not critical to
the regeneration of the Town Centre.
Making proper car parking facilities and
toilets are critical to the regeneration of
the Town Centre.

Response and recommendation
AAP aims to enhance and develop this
existing asset, which offers a unique
opportunity to deliver broader benefits for
the wider Town Centre.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
The AAP recognises the value of the
Harbour for Bridlington’s regeneration. The
AAP aims to ensure that the individual roles
played by the Spa, Harbour and Town
Centre better complement each other,
creating a more integrated and viable Town
Centre, whilst ensuring that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset are
not lost. Indeed, the AAP intends to deliver
benefits for the Harbour’s existing users,
including commercial boating operations and
the fishing industry.
Suggestion regarding the requirement for
more/better car parking and toilet facilities is
noted.
Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on proposed policies for the Marina
and development, and explain how the
interests of the Harbour’s existing users will
be safeguarded.
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

No single critical issue.
Harbour Commissioner’s
scheme would be the perfect
start.

There is no absolute must do but the
Harbour Commissioner’s In Harbour
scheme would be the perfect start to
compliment Town Centre improvements
both for the benefit of Bridlington.

The Pre-Submission Draft should also
consider measures to improve public toilet
facilities within the Town Centre, perhaps as
part of the Strategic Public Realm
Framework.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

The Harbour commissioner’s
plan should be implemented.

The Harbour commissioner’s plan
should be implemented.

Response and recommendation
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Disagree – Town Centre and
Harbour are not connected

Disagree. The Harbour and Town
Centre are not connected in any way.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The AAP recognises that at present, the
Harbour is poorly integrated with the core of
the town which it adjoins. The evidence
base highlights the potential benefits that
greater integration would bring to the
regeneration of Bridlington Town Centre.
The AAP aims to ensure that the individual
roles played by the Spa, Harbour and Town
Centre better complement each other,
creating a more integrated and viable Town
Centre, whilst ensuring that the distinctive
characteristics and functions of each asset
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ID

Type

5385

Sup

5389

Sup

5391

Obj

Respondent

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)
Mr Michael
Charlesworth

5392

Sup

Miss Meg Gilpin

5394

Sup

Ellis Family

5397

Obj

Mr P. Williams

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
are not lost.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Disagree

Disagree

Objection noted.

Supports – Harbour requires
improvement
Agree

The present Harbour is shabby. It must
be resurrected.
Agree

No advantages to average
residents and visitors.
Concepts are not clear.

There are no advantages to the average
resident or visitor. The meaning of
‘impounding’ and what it entails is not
very clear.

Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
One of the main advantages of impounding
the Harbour is that it will enable significant
improvements in the setting of the Town
Centre, creating further opportunities for its
regeneration (which will benefit the town’s
existing residents, businesses as well as its
visitor market).
Suggestion regarding the term ‘impounding’
is noted.
Recommendation:
Provide better explanation/definition of the
term ‘impounding’ in the Pre-Submission
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Draft, to avoid ambiguity.

5401

Obj

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Harbour should not be
impounded – a mutual project
should be agreed between the
parties

Any Marina type development should
not involve impounding the Harbour, but
a mutual, amicable and viable project by
the parties involved to capitalise on this
valuable asset while retaining its
distinctive character.

The AAP recognises the value of the
Harbour for Bridlington’s regeneration.
Impounding the Harbour would make
possible significant improvements for the
Harbour’s users, including the commercial
boating operations and the fishing industry.
Any proposed scheme to impound the
Harbour would ensure retention of the
distinctive character of the asset, whilst
enabling important improvements to the
wider Town Centre.
Recommendation:
Clarify advantages of impounding the
Harbour and provide further explanation of
the important contribution this project will
make to the regeneration of Bridlington
Town Centre.
AAP should emphasise the importance and
value of partnership working on the Harbour,
and make clear that it is essential to protect
the interests of the Harbour’s users and the
trust port’s purposes.
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ISSUE 3

THE ROLE OF THE HARBOUR

Question 3 (d) Are there alternatives to impoundment that would also benefit the regeneration of the Town Centre and the Harbour’s users?
What and why?
ID
5352

5359

Type
Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Summary of Representation
Improve Hotel accommodation
for Spa by building one Hotel
on land reclaimed off end of
Harbour South Pier.

The Harbour area is in a poor
state and in desperate need of
regeneration

Full Representation
Improve Hotel accommodation for Spa
by building one Hotel on land reclaimed
off end of Harbour South Pier.

The Harbour area is in desperate need
of regeneration. It is one of the town’s
most popular attractions but it is dirty,
smelly and tacky. Many of the current
traders on the Harbour are letting the
place down with their tatty shop
frontages. It should be compulsory for
traders to keep their places looking
clean and well painted.

Response and recommendation
The Council accepts that hotel provision,
well-related to the Spa, is important to the
Spa’s commercial success, and that the
area around the South Pier area may be a
feasible location. The Council but also
acknowledges that detailed siting will
ultimately be determined by commercial
criteria.
Recommendation:
The AAP should include proposals for a
hotel well related to the Spa.
The AAP proposes to improve the aethetics
of the Harbour itself, and the land
surrounding the Harbour through an
impoundment scheme and through
clearance of properties which are currently
in a poor state of repair and which sever
potential links between the Harbour and the
Town Centre.
Suggestion noted.

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Supports a Marina on the
north side

Agree – A Marina on the north side
would be overlooked by higher land and
could create a terraced café area like
Jeromes from the north pier to Trinity
Cut.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Suggestion regarding the siting of the
Marina is noted.
However, siting the Marina to the north of
the Harbour does not acknowledge the
evidence base, which shows that the
Harbour has unique value in enabling ther
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regeneration of the Town Centre, and
significant potential as part of a larger
Marina scheme, and should therefore be
part of any Marina proposal.

5368

5369

Sup

Obj

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Mr R. Lines

Supports funding to assist
shellfish industry

Prefers the Harbour
Commissioner’s proposals

Allocate funding for Harbour users to
help the shellfish industry.

Agrees, the Harbour should be
improved as per the Harbour
Commissioners proposal, with ERYC’s
full support – this would benefit the
regeneration of the town and the
Harbour users, and would have a
positive tourist element.

Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Suggestion noted. The provision of direction
financial assistance to businesses and
individuals cannot be considered within the
remit of the Town Centre AAP.
Recommendation:
Outline details of additional interventions (for
example; business development and
support) in the Pre-Submission Draft which
will be required to complement the physical
development projects detailed in the AAP.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
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5372

5381

Obvs

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Mr Cyril Oliver

Prefers to see more water
sports facilities at Wilsthorpe

Prefers the replacement of
Leisure World

More water sports facilities could be
provided at Wilsthorpe/South shore for
day trippers in cars with jet skis,
windsurfing equipment and small power
boats.

Seek to replace Leisure World with a
new good quality hotel and include
leisure facilities within the development.
No support for residential amenity
(presumably dwellings) on sea front.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The need to encourage the year round use
of the whole of the Town Centre is
acknowledged. Wilsthorpe is now outwith
the AAP area.
Recommendation:
The Council will consider the land allocation
at Wilsthorpe in preparing the other parts of
its LDF.
Issue 4 (Tourism) of the Issues and Options
Draft AAP proposes the refurbishment or
complete redevelopment of Leisure World,
to provide more up-to-date and better quality
leisure facilities for the town’s residents and
visitors.
Recommendation:
The Pre-submission Draft of the AAP should
provision for new hotel development around
the Seafront and notes that there are
options for dealing with Leisure World, both
the site and replacing or updating the
facilities.

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Prefers the Harbour
Commissioner’s proposals

Agree, the plan prepared by the
Harbour Commissioners for a Marina
and Harbour facilities within the existing
Harbour. This plan removes fish
landing buildings and lorries from the
South Pier.

The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
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(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5385

Sup

5387

Obvs

5390

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council

J D Twigg

Disagree

Disagree

Council should be more aware
of the needs of existing
Harbour users

The Council should be more aware of
the needs of the Harbour users, without
whom the Harbour would struggle to
survive as there would be no Harbour
dues paid.

Prefers highway and public
transport improvements

The narrowing down of highways to
impede access. A bypass. More parking
in and around town and a public
transport interchange with a multi-storey
car park.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP recognises the value of the
Harbour for Bridlington’s regeneration. The
AAP intends to deliver benefits for the
Harbour’s existing users, including
commercial boating operations and the
fishing industry, but further consideration is
required to ensure this is successfully
achieved.
Recommendation:
Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on proposed policies for the Marina
development, and explain how the interests
of the Harbour’s existing users will be
safeguarded.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
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proposed Town Centre uses.

5391

5394

Obj

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Ellis Family

Agree

Support the Harbour
Commissioner’s plans.

Agree

Support the Harbour Commissioner’s
plans.

The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5396

Obj

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Prefer the Harbour
Commissioner’s proposals

The Marina should be developed as per
the Harbour Commissioners plans and
no extra land should be created for
housing. The area adjacent to the

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
should be consulted upon as part of a
Marina SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
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refurbished Spa and Royal Hall should
be as sensitively developed as possible.

Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
The disadvantage of making no provision for
commercial and residential development
alongside the Marina is that the property
which is currently located between the
Harbour and the Town Centre (which is in a
poor state of repair) will remain in situ, and
will continue to sever the Marina/Harbour
from the Town Centre. The potential to
create linkages between the Town Centre
and Marina, aiding the regeneration of both
assets, will be lost. Moreover, removing the
commercial element of the Marina proposal
may undermine the economic viability of the
entire scheme.
The Town Centre AAP aims to encourage
sensitive development (incorporating high
standards of design) that will both build on
the town’s distinctive assets, and create new
landmark developments, in line with the
aspirations of the town’s residents and
businesses.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
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consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.

5397

Obvs

Mr P. Williams

Harbour should be developed
within existing confines to
retain character

Develop the Harbour with its existing
confines to retain the atmosphere and
character.

Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on the high standards of design to be
sought for all new development within
Bridlington Town Centre.
The AAP recognises that the Harbour is one
of Bridlington’s distinctive assets. However,
there is scope to improve the appeal of the
Harbour further and strengthen its financial
performance. Any proposed scheme to
impound the Harbour would ensure retention
of the distinctive character of the asset,
whilst enabling important improvements to
the wider Town Centre.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (a) Are the Council’s objectives for tourism correct and comprehensive? If not, what is incorrect/what is missing?
ID
5351

Type
Sup w
cond

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Promote historical/heritage of
Bridlington. Recommends
demolishing Leisure World and
redeveloping the site for a
hotel and leisure facilities.

Full Representation
Pursue the historical/heritage of
Bridlington plus its central location to
visit the Wolds, Moors, York etc. as a
tourist attraction.
If a quality Hotel is required demolish
Leisure World and develop the site from
scratch to include Hotel, swimming pool
(to national standard) thereby creating
more events that draw more crowds
more visitors.

5352

Obvs

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Better routing maps. More
residential/visitor parking.

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

The objectives are broadly
correct.

5356

Obj

George Berry

Considers promotion of
tourism to be extremely
important. Concerned about

Better routing maps. More
residential/visitor parking.

Broadly the objectives are correct with
less emphasis on the traditional aspects
of tourism.
Considers promotion of tourism in
Bridlington to be extremely important,
particularly as so much local

Response and recommendation
The Council accepts the comments in
respect of the importance of Bridlington’s
heritage and the value of Bridlington’s
location as a base for visiting other parts of
the region.
Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should include recognition of
Bridlington’s heritage in the armoury for its
regeneration and appeal as a visitor
destination.
The AAP should ensure that policies permit
appropriate development at Leisure World,
including potential for combining the pool
facility with other development, including
hotel use.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
The evidence shows that much tourism
activity in Bridlington is seasonal, and that it
is unlikely that tourism supports as many
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
pollution generated by the
‘Muntons’ factory and
suggests potential remedies.

Full Representation
employment depends on attracting
holiday visitors.
However, the main concern of the
representation is that the ‘Muntons’
factory on Jewison Lane is a significant
inshore polluter via an outfall at
Sewerby Steps.
Criticism is levelled at the EA and
Muntons for the length of time it is
taking to stop the pollution. The
representation suggests it is up to the
Bridlington Regeneration Team to
deliver short and long term plans to deal
with the issue.
Suggested solutions:
•

Extend current outfall further
out to sea;
•
Build a new pipeline to
discharge into foul sewer and
be properly dealt with by
Yorkshire Water;
Relocate the factory to Carnaby
Industrial Estate, thereby reducing
heavy goods traffic through Bridlington
and Martongate, stopping associated
noise pollution and stop the factory
drawing ‘spring water’’ from
underground reserves.

5359

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Agree

Agree

Response and recommendation
jobs as received views suggest. Much has
been learned about improving the fortunes
of seaside towns, and the Regeneration
Strategy for Bridlington draws on this. It is
essential that Bridlington continues to
diversify its economy while developing its
compeititveness in less seasonal and higher
spending markets. The regeneration of the
Town Centre is a critical prerequisite, and
the investment in the Spa gives the town a
major tool for developing its non-seasonal
conference, entertainment and culture
markets. Bridlington must consider ways to
diversify its economy – to ensure the
creation of new jobs and a stronger
economic base. Tourism does not, and
should not, provide the only option for
economic growth in the Town Centre.
The ‘Muntons’ factory is located outside
BridlingtonTown Centre and as such is an
issue which is no longer pertinent to the
Town Centre AAP. The comment will,
however, be taken into account by the
Council in preparing the other parts of the
Local Development Framework.
A response to comments about the
‘Muntons’ factory is also provided by
representation ID 5360 (listed under General
Comments below).
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
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ID
5365

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Richard Eccles

Summary of Representation
Agree

Full Representation
Agree

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

5368

Sup
Sup

Agree. But ‘water based’ is
surely seasonal here.
Agree

Agree. But ‘water based’ is surely
seasonal here.
Agree

Support is welcomed.

5369

Mrs Margaret
Lines
Mr R. Lines

5372

Obj

Mr Ian Thompson

What happened to “resort for
sport”? Beach not sea is
valuable asset

What happened to the objective to
make this a resort for sport? The
valuable asset is the beach not the sea.

5375

5377

Obvs

Obj

Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber

Mr Terry Morrell

Good Practice Guide should
help with strategy

More radical approach is
needed to key economic
sector

May 2006 Good Practice Guide on
Planning for Tourism that effectively
replaces PPG21. This may help you
develop your tourism strategy.

A more radical approach is needed. The
tourist is the only real prospect of new
and additional money coming into the
resort.

Support is welcomed.
Objection noted. The Resort for Sport
proposals will now fall under another
Development Plan as the majority of the
facilities will fall outside the AAP boundary.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should recognise
the beach as a huge asset for sport and
recreation.
The Good Practice Guide was considered in
preparing the Issues and Options document,
and the regeneration strategy is consistent
with its guidance.
Recommendation:
No change.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. However, the
evidence base shows that due to structural
change in Britain’s traditional seaside
holiday market, and trends in tourism
generally, Bridlington must consider ways to
diversify its economy. Tourism does not,
and should not, provide the only option for
economic growth in the Town Centre.
Placing further emphasis on tourism in the
AAP would be contrary to the evidence
base, which shows that the first priority, in
achieving a more competitive Town Centre
and tourism offer, must be the Town
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ID

5378

5380

Type

Sup
w
cond

Obj

Respondent

Yorkshire Forward

Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation

Consideration of the
integrating between tourism
activity and transport is
required

Disagrees with evidence base
for objectives. Parking and
access not major problems.
Seasonal tourism is important
and there should be no
change of use of the Town
Centre sea front.

Full Representation

We feel that the AAP could perhaps be
further enhanced with greater
consideration of how tourism activity
can be integrated with a viable transport
infrastructure to enable realistic choice
of travel modes to try and address some
of the current issues of congestion in
the town.

Disagree. The evidence, whatever there
is, seems to be skewed in description,
in the introduction to Objectives.
Experience shows that parking and
access issues are not a big as
perceived. Sewerby Hall, significant
proposals are feared without detailed
knowledge of proposals. The absence
of some maintenance funds may be the
issue.
New quality hotel possibly but for what
market(s) on 12 month basis. Perhaps
major funding to help funding to assist
in developing existing.
Don’t change the use of the Town
Centre sea front. Improve the quality of

Response and recommendation
Centre’s regeneration.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Observation regarding parking and access
in the Town Centre is noted.
The issue of investment at Sewerby Hall is
no longer pertinent to the Town Centre AAP;
but comments will be taken into account by
another Development Plan Document.
Observation regarding proposed new hotel
development is noted.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which highlights the seasonal draw of the
‘bucket and spade’ tourist facilities on the
seafront, which results in a ‘seasonal surge’
and congestion around the Town Centre in
the summer months, and an area of limited
activity with lost potential in the winter
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
what there is and give it a quality feel
where one is missing.
Town Centre requires seasonal tourism
to retain its vitality.

Response and recommendation
months.
Achieving a balance between the seasonal
use of the area and all-year round
attractions will be important in achieving the
AAP’s aims for Bridlington’s regeneration.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront should also be consulted upon in
the Draft Town Centre SPD.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Activity should be limited to the
existing area – traffic should
be reduced and appropriate
parking provided

Limit to the existing area on the
seafront. Non seasonal activities for non
tourists is not needed.
Reduce traffic, provide appropriate
parking facilities for each type of Town
Centre visitor and promote the area as
a whole for residents and tourists.

Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which shows that due to economic
restructuring, and trends in tourism
generally, Bridlington must consider ways to
diversify its economy. Encouraging the
development of non-seasonal Town Centre
activities will also be important in ensuring
the Seafront becomes a functioning part of
the Town Centre core throughout the year.
Suggestions regarding Town Centre car
parking and access are noted.
Recommendations:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5385

Sup

Agree

Agree

5390

Obj

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg

Objectives do not adequately
address parking, toilet facilities
and shelter

Not adequate. Total lack of convenient
parking, toilet facility and bad weather
protection.

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Disagree, too much
concentration on the Town
Centre.

Disagree, too much concentration on
the Town Centre.

Response and recommendation
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.
Accepted.
The AAP anticipates that many of the
proposed, year-round Seafront uses (for
example; restaurants, a winter garden) will
incorporate appropriate shelter.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Fails to acknowledge the evidence base
which highlights the invaluable and critical
role of the Town Centre in driving the longterm prosperity of Bridlington.
Also, potentially contravenes national
planning policy, which directs retail, office,
community and residential development to
Town Centres.

5397

Sup
w
cond

Mr P. Williams

Suggests additional objective

An all season facility that is unique to
this area and will encompass a wide
range of activities. This will need to

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for a year-round use is noted.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
attract residents and visitors all year
round.

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront should also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (b) Do you agree that the seasonal day trip seaside market is problematic in its effects on the Town Centre? If not, why not?
In what ways might the seasonal market be better handled so as to reduce the adverse effects?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Re-locate on occassion

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

The day trip market only
benefits a few tradesmen – not
the needs of the whole town.

5358

Sup

Agrees that day-trippers can
be a problem, and suggests
relocation of the Fairground.

5359

Sup

5365

Sup

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

5369

Obj

Mr R. Lines

Full Representation
Re-locate on occassion

Response and recommendation
Council notes the desire for relocation of
some of the seasonal activities.
Recommendation:
No change.
Support is welcomed for the proposals to
better manage the day trip activity and place
greater emphasis on meeting the needs of
Brid’s residents.
Council notes the desire to relocate the fun
fair rides.

Agree

The day trip only benefits a few
tradesmen and this should not be
allowed to affect the needs of the town
as a whole.
Whilst helping Tourism, day-trippers can
be a problem. Does not think that the
Fairground, in its current location, helps
matters.
Agree

Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Park and ride should help
provide all weather attractions.

Park and ride should help provide all
weather attractions.

Issue 8 (Movement) of the Issues and
Options Draft AAP makes provision for a
park and ride facility at South Beach.

Disagree – daytrip market
keeps town alive

Disagree, the daytrip market keeps the
town alive, and not only in season
(“Tourists spend considerable sums in
Bridlington’s restaurants, pubs and
shops” – AAP clause 3.61).

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. However, the
evidence base shows that due to structural
change in Britain’s traditional seaside
holiday market, and trends in tourism
generally, Bridlington must consider ways to
diversify its economy.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Achieving a balance between the seasonal
use of the area and all-year round
attractions will be important in achieving the
AAP’s aims for Bridlington’s regeneration.

5372

5373

Obvs

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Sport England

Capacity to accommodate
visitors should be improved

The move away from seasonal
tourism would benefit sports
provision and would be a
sustainable approach that
could attract new investment.
Niche eco and sports based
tourism should be encouraged

The Town should be geared up to
facilitate everyone when it is bursting at
the seams. Scarborough manages to
cope with the influx of cars so more car
parking facilities required.

The move away from seasonal tourism
will benefit Bridlington and Sports
provision. The coastal location,
proximity to the Yorkshire Wolds and
North York Moors gives Bridlington a lot
of potential in this respect. Such an
approach would be far more sustainable
and may attract large scale commercial
redevelopments. A shift towards ecotourism would coincide with increasing
demand for this type of tourism, with the
concern that more traditional forms of
mass tourisms are unsuitable and
contribute towards climate change.
Niche type tourism could for example,
resulting from sporting activities such as
windsurfing, Kite gliding, walking and
equestrianism.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestions for alternative, year-round uses
and non-seasonal tourism activities are
noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in
use/non-seasonal facilities that will be
appropriate at the Seafront, as well as how
such change will be delivered and over what
timescale.

Skilled employment may also be
generated by niche based sports
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5377

Obvs

Mr Terry Morrell

All weather facilities are
essential with a continuous
programme of events

5378

Sup

Yorkshire Forward

Support

5380

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

Disagree – infrastructure
improvements would address
issue

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Transport improvements would
solve current problems.

Full Representation
tourism e.g. local activity centres,
cottage style manufacturing industries.
If Bridlington is to become a ‘must go to’
location it has to have the proper
facilities to cope with all weather
conditions the year round. It must have
a planned programme of continuous
attractions in the form of exhibitions and
should have easily accessible parking
facilities.

We are in support of proposals to
reduce the town’s dependence on
seasonal trade.
Disagree. A transport system that
moves people about laterally. Town
Centre pedestrianisation and removal of
all through traffic

Problems with traffic and multi drop off
points caused by the day trip market.
Pedestrianisation and better access to
the Town Centre from the coach park
would solve this.

Response and recommendation
Suggestion for non-seasonal tourism activity
is noted.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in
use/non-seasonal facilities that will be
appropriate at the Seafront, as well as how
such change will be delivered and over what
timescale.
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Disagree. Coach trips bring in
money so are not problematic.

Disagree. Coach trips bring in money
so are not problematic.

Response and recommendation
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. However, the
evidence base shows that due to structural
change in Britain’s traditional seaside
holiday market, and trends in tourism
generally, Bridlington must consider ways to
diversify its economy.
Achieving a balance between seasonal use
and all-year round attractions will be
important in achieving the AAP’s aims for
Bridlington’s regeneration.

5384

Obvs

5385

Sup

5390

Obvs

Mr Alan Killick

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg

Too much emphasis on the
sea as the main asset - need
to consider other ways of
attracting visitors

There is too much reliance on the sea
as the main asset, and there needs to
be consideration to tourism that isn’t
dependent on the sea. Beverley attracts
high spending, short stay (not day trip)
visitors to festivals. Bridlington used to
have some success with the ‘resort for
sport’ tag.

Agree

Agree

Problem with day visitors is
parking

The problem with day visitors is them
looking for somewhere to park near to
where they want to be.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Suggestions for alternative, year-round uses
and non-seasonal tourism activities are
noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in
use/non-seasonal facilities that should be
encouraged in Bridlington Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Disagree

Disagree

Response and recommendation
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (c) Is the Council’s approach to the tourism sector adequate, given what the evidence indicates are Bridlington’s future
prospects as a tourism destination? If you disagree, what are your reasons?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Fantastic views. Not much
boating. Lack of foresight.

Full Representation
Fantastic views. Not much boating.
Lack of foresight.

Response and recommendation
Observations regarding Bridlington’s tourism
offer are noted.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The evidence also
shows that Bridlington needs to be more
competitive in non-seasonal visitor markets
as apart of a wider strategy for diversifying
the local economy and making the Town
Centre more competitive in meeting the
needs of residents and businesses. A more
competitive Town Centre for local people
and businesses will make the Town Centre
more competitive in supporting Bridlington
as a visitor destination too.

5355

Obvs

Mr Peter Collins

Tourism sector should be
more recreation focused.

The tourism sector needs to be about
recreation etc that has a greater spend
per head than has been traditional in
the past 20 years. This would include
conference venue events and sporting
venue events with regard to the bay on
a national scale.

Recommendation:
The AAP will need to ensure that policy
takes full advantage of Bridlington’s assets,
including views over water, the seaside and
the Harbour.
The evidence for the AAP shows that the
emphasis in the tourism sector must be on
the development of year-round, high-value
tourist facilities, such as a winter garden,
conference, sporting and cultural activities.
The investment in the Spa is an important
first step.
Recommendation:
The AAP will need to provide an appropriate
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5359

Sup

Agree

Agree

5365

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Response and recommendation
platform for development of the kinds of
activities suggested.
Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5369

Sup

Mr R. Lines

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Williams

Open periods should be
reviewed to encourage out of
season visitors

Tourists still come out of season but
there are very few places open on the
sea front out of season. The notable
exception is Richies on the south side
and Jeromes on the north side.
Restrictions on opening periods for café
kiosks and amusement parks should be
reconsidered by the council.

Suggestion for extending opening hours of
existing cafes/kiosks, etc, in order to provide
non-seasonal tourism activity is noted.

5380

5381

Obj

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Disagree – adequate parking
and pedestrianisation is
required

There should be great
emphasis on diversifying the
tourism offer, particularly out of
season

Disagree. ‘Visitors welcome’ is our
statement and we need to do so by
providing adequate parking,
pedestrianisation. Evidence on the
ground shows that Bridlington continues
to be a popular visitor location even with
its widely stated problems.

The provision of/promotion of some
activities is not sufficient. The visitor is a
very important part of Bridlington’s
economy and opportunities for attracting

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in
use/non-seasonal facilities that should be
encouraged in Bridlington Town Centre.
Suggestions regarding improvements
required to car parking facilities and
accessibility are noted.
Recommendations:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. Issue 4 (Tourism)
of the Issues and Options Draft AAP already
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ID

5382

Type

Obvs

5385

Sup

5391

Obj

Respondent

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
more particularly festival and event
associated visitors should be exploited.
Insufficient effort is placed on the out of
normal season possibilities.

Response and recommendation
recommends the encouragement of nonseasonal Town Centre activities, and the
promotion of a broader range of tourism
markets.

There is a need for more wet weather
activities. Believe that future tourism
will hold up but guest house / B&B use
will decline.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in
use/non-seasonal facilities that should be
encouraged in Bridlington Town Centre.
Suggestion is noted. The AAP anticipates
that many of the proposed, year-round uses
(for example; restaurants, a winter garden)
will incorporate appropriate shelter.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

Disagree

Disagree

Objection noted.

Need for more wet weather
activities.

Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (d) Do you agree that a Marina is an essential element of the strategy for regenerating Bridlington? If not, why not?
ID
5351

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
A marina is not essential. Bad
weather prevents all-year
round use of yachting facilities.

Full Representation
Disagree – a marina is not essential for
the whole tourist mix. As stated good
weather is essential for yachting, any
extra week or two of regattas would not
provide a big enough market to attract
business. Hull marina is a prime
example.

Response and recommendation
Objection noted.
The evidence on successful regeneration
shows that distinctive assets – such as
Bridlington’s harbour – are critical to
developing competitive town centres and
competitive visitor destinations. Investment
in a Marina which embraces the Harbour
has a range of compelling advantages:
improvements to the Harbour, helping it to
function as the asset that it has the potential
to become; giving the Harbour a long term
and stable financial future – protecting, over
the long term, the interests of the Harbour’s
users; integrating the Harbour as part of the
Town Centre; creating a permanent water
level, helping to improve the aesthetic;
providing a device for integrating the very
important Spa into the Town Centre; and,
critically, taking advantage of Brid’s appeal
as a sailing destination in the growing east
coast sailing market. The investment in the
harbour to create a Marina also gives the
private investment market a huge signal of
the public sector’s confidence in the town –
creating conditions for attracting a mix, scale
and quality of regeneration investment in the
Town Centre that otherwise would not be
possible.
Recommendation:
No change required.
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ID
5352

Type
Sup w
cond

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Depends on detail.

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

Regards the marina as a
development priority.

5358

Sup w
cond

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Agrees with the principle of a
marina, but not its proposed
scale.

Full Representation
Depends on detail.

The marina has been the number one
development from my point of view
since I did 6th form geography at
Bridlington Grammar in the 1960’s.
Looking at other marinas around Britain,
Bridlington has an excellent bay that
other sailors would die for. Think of the
income these relatively high spenders
would have brought in the last 40 years!
Agrees with the principles of a Marina,
although not on such a large scale.

Response and recommendation
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make clear what the
proposals for the acceptable development of
a Marina are, and the SPD should set out
the details, backed up by evidence, for the
proposals, ensuring that these are fully
consulted.
Support is welcomed.

Support for the Marina is welcomed.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008). The Council and
the Commissioners have jointly
commissioned a range of studies, the results
of which will inform the specification of the
Marina, the works to the Harbour and the
business plan for the operation of the
conjoined facility.
Recommendations:
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ID

Type

5359

Sup

5365

Obj

5366

Obj

Respondent

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Mr R. Gould

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Agree

Agree

Marina beneficial but not
essential – parking is

Disagree – the town may benefit from
some form of Marina, but it is not
essential – car parking is.

Disagree – Marina proposal is
not a panacea and could
become a liability

Disagree. The potential benefits of a
Marina have become thought of as a
panacea for all Bridlington’s problems.
The truth is a large Marina could
become a millstone round our neck for
years to come.

Response and recommendation
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP. The SPD will
need to set out the details of what will be
provided at the Marina drawing on the
evidence the Council and the
Commissioners have jointly commissioned
and the outcome of the work to be done on
the business plan.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Observation regarding the inadequacy of car
parking in the Town Centre is noted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The AAP recognises that the Marina forms
only one component, albeit a crucial
component, of a package of measures,
which together will facilitate the regeneration
of Bridlington Town Centre.
It is accepted that more detailed evidence is
required on the demand for berths and the
‘business case’ for the Marina, which will be
collated and used to inform preparation of
the Marina SPD (anticipated early in 2008).
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ID

5368

Type

Obj

Respondent

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Summary of Representation

Disagree

Full Representation

Disagree. Many successful towns (e.g.
Scarborough) do not have Marinas.

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Objection noted.
Bridlington already benefits from the
presence of a Harbour, which forms one of
the town’s most distinctive assets, and
Bridlington benefits still further in the
proximity of the Harbour to the Town Centre
core. The AAP aims to enhance and
develop this existing asset, through
development of a Marina and linking it to the
regeneration of the Town Centre.
The evidence base highlights the
interdependence of proposals to develop the
Town Centre and proposals for a Marina.
Development at the Harbour of a Marina will
help to create the conditions that will enable
the transformation of the Town Centre. The
Marina will make it feasible to attract the
scale, mix and quality of development in the
Town Centre that otherwise would not be
possible.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.

5369

Sup
w
cond

Mr R. Lines

Agree, Marina essential but
not with associated
development

Agree, the Marina is an essential
element of the strategy for redeveloping
Bridlington, but not with the proposed
commercial and residential

Support for development of the Marina is
welcomed.
The disadvantage of making no provision for
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ID

5372

5380

Type

Obj

Sup
w
cond

Respondent

Mr Ian Thomspon

Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation

Marina is not essential to bring
in new visitors – decent car
parking and toilet facilities
would go a long way.

Support in principle but would
prefer to see incremental
development as per the plans
of the Harbour
Commissioners.

Full Representation
development.

A Marina is not essential to bring back
the next generation from traditional
catchment areas in South Yorkshire.
Decent car parking and toilet facilities
will go a long way to induce more
people to visit.

A Marina is required, at least an area
where boats can moor in water rather
than mud. To take advantage of bay
facilities for fixed keel boats Harbour
access is required for longer periods. I
support the development using the
Harbour Commissioners in Harbour
plan. Developing on an incremental

Response and recommendation
commercial and residential development
alongside the Marina is that the property
which is currently located between the
Harbour and the Town Centre (which is in a
poor state of repair) will remain in situ, and
will continue to sever the Marina/Harbour
from the Town Centre. The potential to
create linkages between the Town Centre
and Marina, aiding the regeneration of both
assets, will be lost. Moreover, removing the
commercial element of the Marina proposal
may undermine the economic viability of the
entire scheme.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection to the proposed Marina
development is noted.
Suggestion regarding the inadequacy of car
parking and toilet facilities within the Town
Centre is also noted.
Recommendations:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
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ID

5381

Type

Obj

Respondent

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Summary of Representation

Marina not essential – support
Habour Commissioner’s plan

Full Representation
stage with second Marina area outside
the south pier if demand confirmed.
Marina is not required for small/medium
non keel boats and trailer launched
boats.

The Marina is not an essential part of
the regeneration of Bridlington. The
Harbour Commissioners plan is widely
supported and used. There should be
no development south of the south pier.

Response and recommendation
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Just one element and not the
most important

Disagree, it is just one element, and a
clean and bright town is far more

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base
which highlights the interdependence of
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ID

5383

Type

Obj

Respondent

Bridlington
Harbour
Commissioners
(C.J. Wright)

Summary of Representation

Own plans would be of great
benefit

Full Representation
important.

The Commissioners proposed
development plans as set out in issues
3 will be of great benefit to the town and
tourist industry.

Response and recommendation
proposals to develop the Town Centre, and
proposals for a Marina. Development of a
Marina will help to create the conditions that
will enable the transformation of the Town
Centre. The Marina will make it feasible to
attract the scale, mix and quality of
development in the Town Centre that
otherwise would not be possible.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5385

Sup

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

Agree

Agree

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Support is welcomed.
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ID
5386

Type
Obj

5387

Sup

5389

Obvs

5390

Obj

Respondent
Mrs Barbara
Marson

Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council
Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)

J D Twigg

Summary of Representation
Marina is not essential

Agree, the Marina would
attract more visitors and create
more revenue.
Questions importance of
Marina

Marina is not essential and will
become financial burden

Full Representation
Disagrees that a Marina is essential the sailing population of Bridlington will
be a small percentage of residents and
tourists but a small Marina could be an
asset to the town.

Agree, the Marina would attract more
visitors and create more revenue.
Why is a Marina so important to tourism
in its present form? If too much
redevelopment is made at South Cliff
this will detract from the visitors coming
into the town.

Do not agree with a Marina as ERYC
demands, it will be a total demand on
the tax payer just for an elite minority. If
it was essential independent funding
would come forward.

Response and recommendation
It is accepted that more detailed evidence is
required on the demand for berths and the
‘business case’ for the Marina, which will be
collated and used to inform preparation of
the Marina SPD (anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Evidence shows that the Town Centre must
be the principal focus of investment, and
that the Harbour has a key role to play in
improving the Town Centre’s performance
and in turn the wider local economy. The
Marina makes the delivery of Burlington
Parade, and the ambitions for the types,
scale and quality of development sought,
feasible. Thus, the regeneration benefits
attributable to Burlington Parade are also
benefits attributable to the Marina. The
Marina will also generate a range of further
benefits for Bridlington that could not be
realised on the same scale or within the
same time period, in any other way.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Evidence shows that the Town Centre must
be the principal focus of investment, and
that the Harbour has a key role to play in
improving the Town Centre’s performance
and in turn the wider local economy. The
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ID

5391

Type

Obj

5395

Sup

5397

Obj

Respondent

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)
Mr P. Williams

Summary of Representation

Visitors like Bridlington
Harbour

Full Representation

Visitors like Bridlington Harbour

Agree

Agree

Existing Harbour is adequate –
Marina is not essential and
would only be seasonal

A Marina is not essential to the
regeneration. We have one already
called the Harbour. Also, it is seasonal
and will not contribute to attract visitors
all year round.

Response and recommendation
Marina makes the delivery of Burlington
Parade, and the ambitions for the types,
scale and quality of development sought,
feasible. Thus, the regeneration benefits
attributable to Burlington Parade are also
benefits attributable to the Marina. The
Marina will also generate a range of further
benefits for Bridlington that could not be
realised on the same scale or within the
same time period, in any other way.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP recognises that the Harbour is one
of Bridlington’s distinctive assets. However,
there is scope to improve the appeal of the
Harbour further and strengthen its financial
performance.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base
which highlights the interdependence of
proposals to develop the Town Centre, and
proposals for a Marina. Development of a
Marina will help to create the conditions that
will enable the transformation of the Town
Centre. The Marina will make it feasible to
attract the scale, mix and quality of
development in the Town Centre that
otherwise would not be possible.
The AAP anticipates that the Marina will
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5999

Sup

Carnaby Parish
Council

Marina is important but the
wider remit of the AAP is
fundamental.

5401

Sup

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Agree. The Marina is
essential.

Full Representation

There is more to Bridlington than just
the Marina development and whilst it is
acknowledged that this will be key to
many future opportunities the wider
concept that the AAP presents for the
Town as a whole is fundamental,
especially given local business support.
Agree. The Marina is essential.

Response and recommendation
attract additional visitors and spending to
Bridlington, raising the value of local tourism
and extending the ‘tourist season’. The
Marina will do this directly through provision
of its operational activities (letting berths,
accommodating sailors, etc), and by adding
to the town’s appeal as a visitor destination
– attracting more visitors, at different times
of the year.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (e) If you agree that a Marina is essential, is the impoundment of the Harbour alone enough? Or should a Marina include
a larger area of water and more land? What are the reasons for your views?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Do not destroy existing views.

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

The marina and impoundment
are both essential – does not
want half measures.

5359

Sup

Agree

5365

Obj

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Impoundment of half the
Harbour would be sufficient

Full Representation
Do not destroy existing views.

The marina and impoundment are both
essential. Don’t do what has been done
for so long and accept half measures
which are either successful or
productive in the long term.
Agree
Impoundment of half of the Harbour
would be of sufficient benefit for the
town’s regeneration.

Response and recommendation
Observation noted
Recommendation:
Pre-Submission Draft AAP and SPD should
identify and protect important views and
vistas, to and from different parts of the
Town Centre and seafront.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised impoundment/Marina scheme,
which represents a ‘compromise’ between
the Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5368

Obj

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Marina should not include
residential development

A Marina should not include residential
development. ‘Not Greenfield sites’
should apply here.

5369

Obj

Mr R. Lines

The Harbour area alone is
enough.

The Harbour area alone is enough.

Response and recommendation
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Objection noted.
The disadvantage of making no provision for
commercial and residential development
alongside the Marina is that the property
which is currently located between the
Harbour and the Town Centre (which is in a
poor state of repair) will remain in situ, and
will continue to sever the Marina/Harbour
from the Town Centre. The potential to
create linkages between the Town Centre
and Marina, aiding the regeneration of both
assets, will be lost. Moreover, removing the
commercial element of the Marina proposal
may undermine the economic viability of the
entire scheme.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised impoundment/Marina scheme,
which represents a ‘compromise’ between
the Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
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ID

5372

Type

Obvs

Respondent

Mr Ian Thompson

Summary of Representation

Extending Harbour seawards
would not improve access

Full Representation

The Harbour water is probably deeper
at the entrance than 200m seaward so
going further out will not necessarily
improve access times to the Harbour.

Response and recommendation
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised impoundment/Marina scheme,
which represents a ‘compromise’ between
the Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Impoundment of the Harbour
is not a satisfactory solution –
further development must be
carefully considered.

Impoundment of the Harbour is not a
satisfactory solution. There may be a
need for a larger berthing area. Any
further development must be carefully
considered and residents who oppose
such development appeased.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised impoundment/Marina scheme,
which represents a ‘compromise’ between
the Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5383

Obj

Bridlington
Harbour
Commissioners
(C J Wright)

Own proposals have great
benefits for the town and
tourism.

The Commissioners proposed
development plans as set out in issues
3 will be of great benefit to the town and
tourist industry.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised impoundment/Marina scheme,
which represents a ‘compromise’ between
the Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendations:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5385

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William

It must be a complete and
adequate scheme.

It must be a complete and adequate
scheme.

More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Accepted.
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ID

Type

Respondent
Dowson)

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5388

Obvs

Mrs Barbara
Turner

Most of all, the Marina needs
deep water to allow access
24/7.

Most of all, the Marina needs deep
water to allow access 24/7.

Suggest one stage at a time.

Suggest one stage at a time.

5392

Obvs

Miss Meg Gilpin

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted consulted upon as part of a
Marina SPD.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted consulted upon as part of a
Marina SPD.
Due to the scale of the project, development
of the Marina will be phased over time.
However, the AAP policies must make
provision for all intended components of the
Marina development, in order to prevent the
emergence of piecemeal development that
does not comply with the AAP’s overall
vision.

5395

Sup

5401

Obvs

Bridlington In
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)`
Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Additional area should be
included
Sympathetic development in
Harbour area with all parties
cooperating.

Impoundment of Harbour is not enough.
Yes, Marina should include a larger
area of water and more land.
Sympathetic development in Harbour
area with all parties cooperating.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised impoundment/Marina scheme,
which represents a ‘compromise’ between
the Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008). Strong
partnership-working will underpin
preparation of the revised scheme.
Recommendation:
Highlight extent and type of partnershipworking which will be required to ensure
successful delivery of the Bridlington Town
Centre regeneration strategy.
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted consulted upon as part of a
Marina SPD.
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (f) Do you agree that developing a concentration of seaside activities at South Beach is a good idea? If you agree, what
are your reasons? If you do not agree, why not?
ID
5351

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
As above, disagree

Full Representation
As above, disagree.

5352

Obj

Alternatives are available.

Alternatives are available.

5355

Sup

Great idea, which will not
compromise the town centre
for all other residents.
Agree

Obj

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Great idea and open to more
development if necessary without
compromising the town for all the other
residents.
Agree

5359

Sup

5365
5366

Sup

Mr R. Gould

5368

Sup

Mrs Margaret
Lines

5369

Obj

Mr R. Lines

5372

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

Disagree – redevelop the north
beach
Agree. The south beach is
ideal for such development.
Agree – move funfair for
redevelopment
Disagree, but some limited
activities are a good idea.
Agree

Disagree – South Beach is the jewel, so
redevelop the north beach, which is not
used as a beach.
Agree. The south beach is ideal for
such development.
Agree. Move the north side funfair to
leave open space/more up market
development.
Disagree, but some limited activities are
a good idea.
Agree

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account by the Council in preparing the
other parts of the Local Development
Framework *
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ID
5375

5377

Type
Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber

Mr Terry Morrell

Summary of Representation
More clarity is required –
review of Brid17 will need to
comply national and regional
policies or be justified by local
circumstances

Is it possible to relocate funfair
to the station car park?

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

Disagree – sand activities only

5381

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Funfair type development
would not be supported but
sports based activities would
be

5385

Sup

Agree – many opportunities to
the south of the town

5388

Sup

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Turner

Water sports on the south
beach would be good.

Full Representation
The allocation of 80ha for leisure and
tourism under Brid17 is to be reviewed
(2.85) with an option for a ‘much
smaller’ area put forward (2nd bullet
page 80). More clarity on detail of
proposal, including scale, will be
needed. It would need to be in
compliance with national and regional
policy, notably PPS6, PPS9 and
PPG13, or justified by local
circumstances backed up by evidence.
It might help if this is depicted spatially
on a map or diagram.
Many locals and visitors complain about
the fun fair along the North promenade
(unsightliness, noise and crowding).
How possible is it to relocate to the
station car park?
Disagree. What activities and where on
south beach? Sand activities in the
Belvedere to Wilsthorpe area is
probably desirable but other activities
although unknown, no.
If the idea is to use the site for funfair
type activities it is not supported. There
is in existence similar type facilities to
this at South Shore camp seafront and
such items should be contained at that
location. Sports development is
supported with the necessary planning
agreements.
Agree, land bank opportunity south of
the town offers unlimited seaside / water
schemes.
Water sports on the south beach would
be good.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account by the Council in preparing the
other parts of the Local Development
Framework *
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ID
5391

Type
Obj

5392

Sup w
cond
Obj

5394

5395

Sup

Respondent
Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Miss Meg Gilpin

Summary of Representation
Disagree. Develop Wilsthorpe.
Centre is clogged
Maybe the north side too.

Full Representation
Disagree. Develop Wilsthorpe. Centre is
clogged
Maybe the north side too.

Ellis Family

Disagree – would be harmful
to town trade and detrimental
to peace and quiet of this area

Disagree with tourist development at
South Beach, as this will affect local
residents. This area is for people that
are looking for peace and quiet.
Pushing visitors to the outskirts is not
good for anybody and is certainly not
good for town trade, cafes and
restaurants especially
Agree, this would free the Town Centre
for more quality development in
association with the ‘Marina’.

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Agree – would free land for
redevelopment

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account by the Council in preparing the
other parts of the Local Development
Framework *
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (g) Do you agree that it would be a good idea to remove the protection for guest houses and B&B’s in the central area of
Bridlington? If not, why not?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

5355

Obvs

5359

Sup

5365
5369
5372

Sup
Sup
Obj

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R. Lines
Mr Ian Thompson

5380

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

5381

Sup

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Summary of Representation
?

Full Representation
?

Better to think of a structured
accommodation base, with a
wide range of price levels.

Yes I grew up in a boarding house but
their time is over. It is more important to
think of a structured accommodation
base with a spread accommodation at
all price levels from hostels for the
young sea sports brigade to the 4 star
hotels for people owning expensive
yachts in the marina. Accommodation
does not benefit when in one area it
detracts.
Agree

Agree
Agree
Agree
Restrictions may lead to an
increase in the number of
houses in multiple occupation

Agree
Agree
If restrictions are imposed on the
alternative use houses of multiple
occupation with social problems that
usually follow will reduce the
attractiveness of Bridlington as a
holiday destination.

Agree, if this allows properties
to return to normal residential
use then.
Support

Agree, if this allows properties to return
to normal residential use then.
Any removal of constraints preventing
the reversion of properties from guest
house/B &B back to private dwellings is
supported.

Response and recommendation
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Comment noted.

Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
how best to reduce the proportion of houses
in the AAP area that are in multiple
occupation, and how prevent further
proliferation in the future.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
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5385

Sup

5389

Sup

5401

Sup

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)
Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agrees with the removal of the
protection of B&Bs in the centre of town.

Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (h) Do you agree that as an attraction Sewerby Hall and Gardens need developing and /or upgrading attention? If not, why
not? If you agree, what would you like to see and why?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

5355

Sup w
cond

5358

Sup

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Suggests renaming of
Sewerby to Sowerby.
Not a priority, but has potential
when the town, harbour and
marina have been developed.

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Agrees that Sewerby Hall is a
great asset, but entrance
charge is too high. Suggests
organisation of more events,
and improvements to zoo and
courtyard.
Agree – entrance should be
free to ratepayers. Existing
facilities very poor.

5359

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree – Hall is boring for
children

5368

Sup

Mrs Margaret
Lines

New fee structure and raised
platform to view walled
gardens

5369

Obj

Mr R. Lines

Hall doesn’t need attention but
zoo could be improved

Full Representation
“Poo Sewerby? Rename to
SOWERBY.”
I do not think they are priority compared
to the other tourism considerations but
they have great potential when the
town, harbour, marina etc are
developed.
Sewerby Hall and Gardens is a great
asset. More events are needed. The
zoo and courtyard need improving.
Entrance charges are too high.
Agree – Entrance to Sewerby Hall
gardens should be free to rate payers
all year round. Park and garden facilities
provided by the Council for its
ratepayers are very poor.
Agree – Sewerby Hall is boring for
children, so limited amusements such
as a boating lake could be beneficial, if
feasible.
Separate entrance fees for whole
complex/gardens only and raised
platform for aerial view of walled
gardens.
Disagree. Sewerby Hall doesn’t need
attention, only regular maintenance.
However the zoo could be improved.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account by the Council in preparing the
other parts of the Local Development
Framework *

147

5372

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

Suggests a “kinderland type
park” to boost visitor numbers
and justify fees

5373

Sup

Sport England

May encourage more informal
forms of recreation

5380

Sup
w
cond

Mr Cyril Oliver

Support – but no change for
changes sake.

5381

Sup

Agree, there are
improvements to be made.

5385

Sup

Bridlington
Protection Society
(Mr Cyril Oliver)
Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

5389

Obvs

What sort of investment in
Sewerby Hall?

5395

Sup

Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)
Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

5401

Sup

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Try to utilise all-year-round
and consider more outdoor
concerts, etc.

Agree – unrealised potential

Agree – improve facilities

A kinderland type park added in the
rose garden would increase the
attraction of the park and go some way
towards justifying the extortionate
entrance fees.
General tourism improvements in the
Town Centre, old town and Sewerby
Hall and gardens may also encourage
more informal forms of active
recreation, through public realm
improvements, etc.
Agree. Do not change for changes
sake. Having hired consultants to report
on Sewerby it would have been helpful
to have their report to consider within
this AAP response deadline.
Agree, there are improvements to be
made.

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account by the Council in preparing the
other parts of the Local Development
Framework *

Agree, it has unrealised potential, and
could be as good as other ERYC stately
homes such as at Burton Agnes and
Burton Constable.
What sort of investment in Sewerby
Hall?
Agree, improved catering facilities,
toilets, sheltered facilities for school
outings, etc. Zoo and gift shop are very
poor.
Try to utilise all-year-round and consider
more outdoor concerts, etc.
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ISSUE 4

TOURISM

Question 4 (i) Do you agree that the main task at Old Town is to ensure that the historic fabric and buildings are protected? Do you
think there could be any risk, if the Old Town were to be promoted for new development, that this could pose a risk to achieving the
investment and spending needed in the Town Centre?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

5352

Obvs

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

5358

Obvs

5365
5368

Sup
Sup w
cond
Sup

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr Richard Eccles
Mrs Margaret
Lines
Mr R. Lines

5369

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

5372

Sup w
cond

Mr Ian Thompson

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation
Refers to Gordon Road
development.
Needs better access
arrangements and parking
provision
The old town has improved
over the last 20 years. Care
needs to be taken to ensure
development is not overdone,
in relation to development
needed in the rest of town.
The Old Town does not
appear very inviting.

Full Representation
Look at Gordon Road development –
this answers your question.
Needs better parking area.
Pedestrianise road during the day. No
through traffic on ‘Main Shop’ road.
I think the old town has improved as an
environment over the last 20 years
when the rest of Bridlington has stood
still. Care does need to be taken not to
overdo it in relation to the development
needed in the rest of town.
The Old Town does not appear very
inviting.

Agree
No new development but bus
link to Town Centre
Agree – limited development
would not impact the Town
Centre.
Tasteful developments should
be allowed to proceed

Agree
No new development but bus link to
Town Centre
Agree – limited development would not
impact the Town Centre.

No need for cafes etc in Old
Town. Other viable uses
should be promoted

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account by the Council in preparing the
other parts of the Local Development
Framework *

Let tasteful developments that are in
keeping with their surroundings
proceed.
Not in support of preferred options.
There is no need for more cafes etc.
The Old Town has to retain its buildings
and charm whilst promoting viable use
of properties. Supported developments
should cause no risk to the Town
Centre.
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ID
5381

Type
Sup

5384

Obvs

5385

Sup

5388

Obvs

5392

5401

Respondent
Bridlington
Protections
Society (Mr Cyril
Oliver)
Mr Alan Killick

Summary of Representation
Agree, should protect the
historic fabric

Full Representation
Agree, should protect the historic fabric.
Old Town development would not affect
Town Centre.

Old Town has different
functions from Town Centre –
appropriate place for specialist
retail and services

The Old Town has a different function to
that of the Town Centre. It is historic
quarter and is the appropriate area for
specialist businesses such as boutiques
and gourmet restaurants.
Agree

Agree

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Turner
Miss Meg Gilpin

Sup

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Agree

Surely Old Town can be left
alone. It is a treasure.
Old Town is major asset and
needs improvement to public
realm and facilities

Surely Old Town can be left alone. It is
a treasure.
Not sure what ‘protected’ means.
The Old Town is a major asset or it
could be. It needs smartening up e.g.
co-ordinated street furniture. It needs
more events. The Bayle museum as it is
at present will never bring in tourists it is
off putting and not welcoming. The high
street suffers from congestion and
speeding traffic. Could it be made
residents only traffic between 9 & 5.
Agree

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account by the Council in preparing the
other parts of the Local Development
Framework *
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ISSUE 5

EMPLOYMENT

Question 5 (a) Are the Council’s objectives correct and comprehensive of what is needed to meet Bridlington’s needs for
employment land? If not, what objectives are incorrect and why? What objectives are missing?
ID
5351

Type
Sup w
cond

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Supports ERYC objectives.

5352

Obvs

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Industrial estates have
problems of safety and
information dissemination

Full Representation
The ERYC objective appears
reasonable; efforts to create REAL jobs
are welcome.
All Industrial Estates are dead ends.
There is no Industrial Estates security
camera. Safety Policy.
There is no Industrial Estate monthly
magazine/newsletter to
advise/encourage/inform ‘investors’ and
workers.
I think they are realistic in that there will
not be a great extra need in the
regeneration time scale.
Welcome objective 4 of Issue 5 which
encourages the change of use away
from industrial warehousing in locations
where land could be more optimally
used for housing. This objective is in
accordance with Paragraph 42 of PPG
3.
Agree

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

Support

5364

Sup

Royal Mail
(Sanderson
Weatherall)

Welcome objective 4 of Issue
5

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

5369

Obj

Mr R. Lines

The forecasts for additional
industrial and warehousing
land are far too high.

The forecasts for additional industrial
and warehousing land are far too high.

5372

Sup
w
cond

Mr Ian Thompson

More offices should be
allocated at Carnaby and
Bessingby

More office allocation at Carnaby and
Bessingby Industrial Estate where
adequate car parking for office staff is
available.

Response and recommendation
Support welcomed for the objectives.
Comment on real jobs noted.
Issue no longer pertinent to the Town Centre
AAP; comment to be taken into account by
the Council in preparing the other parts of
the Local Development Framework .

Support is welcomed
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
Issue no longer pertinent to the Town Centre
AAP; comment to be taken into account by
the Council in preparing the other parts of
the Local Development Framework
National planning policy directs office
development to Town Centres. The AAP
should ensure sufficient car parking is
available, or will be made available, in the
Town Centre to cater for all proposed new
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
retail, office, leisure and residential
developments.
The AAP will not prohibit the development of
offices in other edge-of-centre or out-ofcentre locations (where required), but will
seek to ensure that any such development
will not diminish investment in the Town
Centre, or pose a risk to strategies for either
the Town Centre or the mixed-use
redevelopment scheme.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development, and stipulate details of
an impact test, which will seek to prevent
office development in locations that could
pose a risk to the strategy for regenerating
the Town Centre.

5373

Obvs

Sport England

Sport makes an important
economic contribution

Sport does contribute towards
local/national economic vibrancy. It
directly and indirectly accounts for 2%
of national employment (400,000 jobs).
Niche type industries provide skilled
jobs.

Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Observation noted.
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP recognises
the contribution sport makes to the economy
as an area of employment growth in
Bridlington.
Recommendation
Recognise the potential for growth in waterbased recreational and sporting activities, as
well as the value of improved public realm
and related gains in public space to the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
economic performance of the Town Centre.

5377

Obvs

Mr Terry Morrell

Skill levels are low,
opportunities few and there is
no incentive for investment.
Communications are poor.

Skill levels are low, desire for
employment is negative and
opportunities are few. There is no real
incentive for businesses to either come
to the area or expand. The area is
isolated, road communications are poor
(there is very little government funding
for this) and there are no local
resources of any kind.

One of the main aims of the Town Centre
AAP is to create the conditions to enable
business growth in Bridlington, by removing
the constraints to the market’s ability to
provide good quality office stock (which
would meet the needs of both Bridlington’s
existing and prospective businesses).

The only real prospect of new jobs is in
the retail sector.

Options for delivering transport, movement
and accessibility improvements (to support
the proposed growth in the office sector) are
set out in Issue 8 (Movement) of the Issues
and Options Draft AAP.
Whilst the AAP concentrates primarily on
physical development, the Council
recognises that to achieve the vision for
Bridlington, these projects must be
accompanied by other interventions such as
skills training and other labour market
initiatives.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.

5378

Sup

Yorkshire Forward

Welcome recognition of need
to provide adequate

We welcome the recognition of the need
to ensure there is adequate provision of

Other interventions (for example; skills
training) which will provide an important
complement to the physical development
projects should be outlined in the AAP.
Support is welcomed.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
employment land

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

It is not possible to provide a
response without access to the
detail which will help
understand the question

5385

Sup

5390

Obvs

5391

Sup

5396

Obvs

Full Representation
employment land and premises to meet
the need of existing and new
businesses in Bridlington.
What constraints? It is unreasonable to
expect comprehensive responses to
questions when there is a requirement
to look at three publications (one not
available free other than on the internet)
to even understand the question. This
removal of constraint is not supported
until the question is reconsidered with
detail to be supplied.

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David Williams
Dowson)
J D Twigg

Agree

Agree

No Information provided

No Information provided

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Agree

Agree

Ideal would be to encourage
out of town business industrial
sites to free up windfall
housing sites.

We support the preferred option.
The ideal would be to encourage an out
of town business park, where small
business can have support facilities, as
those developed at Bessingby Business
Centre.
Similarly, encouraging businesses to
the out of town industrial sites would
have the benefit of providing them with
better facilities, better transport
connections, reduce traffic congestion
and would free up more windfall brown
field sites for housing.

Response and recommendation

Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP and all
supporting material will be made readily
available to the public as part of the
consultation process (with hard copies of the
documents provided in publicly accessible
locations and electronic versions made
available on the Internet).
Ensure the use of plain English throughout
the Pre-Submission Draft.
Support is welcomed.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.
Does not comply with national planning
policy, which directs office development to
Town Centres.
The AAP will not prohibit the development of
offices in other edge-of-centre or out-ofcentre locations (where required), but will
require, in line with higher order policy, a
sequential approach to the location of
offices, and will seek to ensure that any
such development will not diminish
investment in the Town Centre or pose a
risk to the s trategy for its regeneration.
The AAP should ensure sufficient car
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
parking is available, or will be made
available, in the Town Centre to cater for all
proposed new retail, office, leisure and
residential developments. The AAP
proposes (in Issue 8, Movement) a series of
public transport improvements, designed to
cater for increased economic activity in the
Town Centre.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that both office and residential
development will make to the regeneration
of Bridlington Town Centre.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development, and stipulate details of
an impact test, which will seek to prevent
office development in locations that could
pose a risk to the strategy for regenerating
the Town Centre.
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
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ID
5402

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mrs A Vincent

Summary of Representation
Enough employment land to
attract investment

Full Representation
There is enough land to attract
employers of reasonable stature

Response and recommendation
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ISSUE 5

EMPLOYMENT

Question 5 (b) Do you agree that office development should be directed to the Town Centre in preference to alternative locations? If
not, why not? Where should office development be directed and why?
ID
5355

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

5358

Sup w
cond

5365

Obj

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr Richard Eccles

5368
5369

Sup
w
cond
Sup
w
cond

Summary of Representation
Town centre office
developments generate vibrant
atmospheres.
Support with reservations

Office development would
exacerbate parking problems

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Supports unless it is large
development

Mr R. Lines

Supports provided it is not at
the expense of housing

Full Representation
I agree because people working in a
town centre office environment will
generate vibrancy all year round.
Some office development could be
directed to the Town Centre. It must be
remembered, however, that Bridlington
is only a small town.
Disagree – there is a shortage of car
parking facilities in the Town Centre,
and adding offices would make matters
worse.

Unless it is a large development it
should be situated in the town to ensure
it thrives.
Agree, but not at the expense of
housing – 24hr occupancy would be
preferable to 8hrs (as in AAP clause
5.22).

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.

Accepted. The AAP should ensure sufficient
car parking is available, or will be made
available, in the Town Centre to cater for all
proposed new retail, office, leisure and
residential developments.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that both office and residential
development will make to the regeneration
of Bridlington Town Centre, and seeks to
encourage development of an appropriate
mix of uses (including office, residential,
retail, leisure and community uses).
Creating a mix of uses across the whole of
the Town Centre is essential to improving its
functionality, efficiency, appeal and vitality.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5378

Sup

Yorkshire Forward

Office development adds to
Town Centre vitality and
should be the primary focus

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

Not desirable in the Town
Centre – should be provided at
station or Bessingby

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Society
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Should not be encouraged in
the Town Centre but rather at
the station or Bessingby

Full Representation

Office development in the Town Centre
can add significantly to the vitality of the
Town Centre, promoting greater year
round use of the Town Centre with
workers providing critical support for
other services and facilities located
there and should be the primary focus
of the AAP policy.
Disagree. Office development in the
Town Centre is not desirable in
Bridlington. Office space should be
provided at railway station/ coach park
site and possibly at Bessingby.

Office development should not be
encouraged in the Town Centre but at
the railway station/ coach park site
adjacent to public transport interchange
and or at Bessingby.

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

The railway station/coach park sites lies
within the Town Centre boundary, as
designated by the AAP.
The AAP should does not prohibit further
office development at Bessingby. However,
out-of-centre office development should only
be permitted where the scheme will not
diminish investment in the Town Centre or
pose a risk to the strategy for its
regeneration.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP should
conform with higher order policy in directing
the location of offices to the Town Centre.
The AAP should allocate sites for office
development in the Town Centre in line with
prospective demand as set out in the
evidence base.
The railway station/coach park sites lies
within the Town Centre boundary, as
designated by the AAP.
The AAP does not prohibit further office
development at Bessingby where it can be
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
demonstrated that office development
outwith the Town Centre will not diminish
investment in the Town Centre, or pose a
risk to the strategy for its regeneration.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP should
define the boundary proposed for the Town
Centre and Primary Shopping Area.

5382

5385

Obj

Sup
w
cond

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

Disagree – insufficient parking

Agree, though need to
consider access and parking.

Disagree, the office development should
be somewhere there is ample parking
for workers and visitors.

Agree, though need to consider access
and parking.

Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development, and stipulate details of
an impact test, which will seek to prevent
office development in locations that could
pose a risk to the strategy for regenerating
the Town Centre.
Accepted. The AAP should ensure sufficient
car parking is available, or will be made
available, in the Town Centre to cater for all
proposed new retail, office, leisure and
residential developments.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Accepted. The AAP should ensure sufficient
car parking is available, or will be made
available, in the Town Centre to cater for all
proposed new retail, office, leisure and
residential developments.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5387

Obj

Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council

Disagree, Bridlington is a
seaside town, it isn’t Hull.

Disagree, Bridlington is a seaside town,
it isn’t Hull.

5389

Obj

Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)

Do not encourage
development of office space in
the Town Centre

Do not encourage development of office
space in the Town Centre

Response and recommendation
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
The AAP does recognise the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. However, the
evidence base shows that due to structural
change in Britain’s traditional seaside
holiday market, and trends in tourism
generally, Bridlington must consider ways to
diversify its economy (for example; through
development of its office/business sector).
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted. However, the evidence
base indicates a requirement over the Plan
period for 2,000 – 4,000 sq.m of additional
office floorspace.
National planning policy directs office
development to Town Centres.
Concentrating office development in
Bridlington Town Centre will help to create
further customers for the Town Centre and
create the kind of operating environment
beneficial to its businesses.

5390

Obj

J D Twigg

To Bessingby or Carnaby

To Bessingby or Carnaby Industrial

Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development in the Town Centre and
stipulate details of an impact test, which will
seek to prevent office development in
locations that could pose a risk to the
strategy for regenerating the Town Centre.
The AAP does not prohibit office
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ID

5391

5395

Type

Obj

Obj

Respondent

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Summary of Representation
Industrial Estate

Disagree, already
overcrowded.
Disagree until Council
changes attitude to parking.
Should be directed to
Hilderthorpe Road

Full Representation
Estate

Disagree, already overcrowded.

Disagree, until the Council’s attitude
towards car parking changes, the Town
Centre is a no go for office workers.
Office development should be directed
towards Hilderthorpe Road area,
utilising the coach park and railway
station – this area is underused and has
the best transport links.

Response and recommendation
development at Bessingby or Carnaby
Industrial Estate where it can be
demonstrated that it will not diminish
investment in the Town Centre, or pose a
risk to the strategy for its regeneration.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations in
the Town Centre for office development, and
stipulate details of an impact test, which will
seek to prevent office development in
locations that could pose a risk to the
strategy for regenerating the Town Centre.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Accepted. The AAP should ensure sufficient
car parking is available, or will be made
available, in the Town Centre to cater for all
proposed new retail, office, leisure and
residential developments.
The railway station/coach park sites lies
within the Town Centre boundary, as
designated by the AAP. The AAP proposes
development of a major mixed-use scheme
on this site, incorporating retail, leisure,
residential and office floorspace.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5397

Obj

Mr P Williams

Better uses should be found
that help attract visitors

Better use of the Town Centre sites
should be found than office
development. This would do nothing to
attract visitors interest – we have many
vacant shop fronts already. This has led
to a down-beat atmosphere.

Response and recommendation
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP should
define the boundary proposed for the Town
Centre and Primary Shopping Area.
Office development is required to meet the
economic/employment needs of the town’s
existing residents and businesses. Office
developments are not intended to become
tourist attractions. Although the evidence
base does indicate that improving the
appeal/function of the Town Centre will
contribute towards improving the town’s
appeal as a visitor destination.
The AAP seeks to encourage development
of an appropriate mix of uses in the Town
Centre (including office, residential, retail,
leisure and community uses in addition to
new year-round tourist attractions). Creating
a mix of uses across the whole of the Town
Centre is essential to improving its
functionality, efficiency, appeal and vitality.

5401

Sup
w
cond

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Offices above shops ok – add
colour

Office development is ok above shops.
Shops add colour to a Town Centre, so
should have a mix.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Issue 7 (Shopping and Related Town Centre
Uses) of the Issues and Options Draft AAP
makes provision for the development of
additional retail floorspace in the Town
Centre.
The AAP seeks to encourage development
of an appropriate mix of uses in the Town
Centre, including both offices and retail.
Creating a mix of uses across the whole of
the Town Centre is essential to improving its
functionality, efficiency, appeal and vitality.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.

163

ISSUE 5

EMPLOYMENT

Question 5 (c) Should the Council aim to promote offices anywhere the market is willing to supply offices? Why?
ID
5355

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Approach too piecemeal

5365

Obj

Mr Richard Eccles

Provide adequate parking and
the offices will follow

Full Representation
This sounds like a piecemeal approach
and would lead to more need for replanning and regeneration in the future.
Agree – Allow market forces to work.
Provide adequate parking and the
offices will follow

Response and recommendation
Support for a more planned approach is
welcomed.
The aim of siting offices in the Town Centre
complies with higher order policy, and the
evidence recognises that conditions for
office development in the Town Centre must
be conducive to this investment.
The AAP should ensure sufficient car
parking is available, or will be made
available, in the Town Centre to cater for all
proposed new retail, office, leisure and
residential developments.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development in the Town Centre , and
stipulate details of an impact test, which will
seek to prevent office development in
locations that could pose a risk to the
strategy for regenerating the Town Centre.

5368

Obj

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Agree. Any business should
be encouraged, actively
sought.

Agree. Any business should be
encouraged, actively sought.

Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
The AAP will not prohibit the development of
offices in other Town Centre, edge-of-centre
or out-of-centre locations (where required)
where it can be demonstrated that any such

164

ID

5369
5372

5377

5380

Type

Sup
Obvs

Obvs

Sup

Respondent

Mr R Lines
Mr Ian Thompson

Mr Terry Morrell

Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation

Disagree
Parking should be improved

What type of business would
require offices in Bridlington?

Need to control and direct.
Should not ignore

Full Representation

Disagree
Provide the car parking before more
employees block the existing facilities at
the detriment of all businesses and the
frustration of residents and visitors.

Questions what type of businesses may
require this facility in any quantity in
Bridlington.

Disagree. Need to control and direct to
where total benefits arises and not

Response and recommendation
development will not diminish investment in
the Town Centre, or pose a risk to the
strategy for its regeneration.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development in the Town Centre, and
stipulate details of an impact test, which will
seek to prevent office development in
locations that could pose a risk to the
strategy for regenerating the Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.
Accepted. The AAP should ensure sufficient
car parking is available, or will be made
available, in the Town Centre to cater for all
proposed new retail, office, leisure and
residential developments.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
One of the main aims of the Town Centre
AAP is to create the conditions to enable
business growth in Bridlington, by removing
the constraints to the market’s ability to
provide good quality office stock (which
would meet the needs of both Bridlington’s
existing and prospective businesses).
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
consequences of development

5382

Sup

Mrs Elaine Oliver

5385

Obj

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

Disagree, it should be
controlled
Agree, there is a terrible
shortage currently.

5390

Sup w
cond

J D Twigg

No only if the reasons are
appropriate

Full Representation
ignore consequences and problems
arising outside the development
Disagree, it should be controlled
Agree, there is a terrible shortage
currently.

No only if the reasons are appropriate

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.
The AAP will not prohibit the development of
offices in other Town Centre, edge-of-centre
or out-of-centre locations (where required),
but will seek to ensure that any such
development will not diminish investment in
the Town Centre, or pose a risk to strategies
for either the Town Centre or the mixed-use
redevelopment scheme.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development, and stipulate details of
an impact test, which will seek to prevent
office development in locations that could
pose a risk to the strategy for regenerating
the Town Centre.
Accepted. The AAP will not prohibit the
development of offices in other Town
Centre, edge-of-centre or out-of-centre
locations (where required), but will seek to
ensure that any such development will not
diminish investment in the Town Centre, or
pose a risk to strategies for either the Town
Centre or the mixed-use redevelopment
scheme.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development, and stipulate details of
an impact test, which will seek to prevent
office development in locations that could
pose a risk to the strategy for regenerating
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Disagree, keep out of Town
Centre.

Disagree, keep out of Town Centre.

Response and recommendation
the Town Centre.
National planning policy directs office
development to Town Centres.
Concentrating office development in
Bridlington Town Centre will help to create
further customers for the Town Centre and
create the kind of operating environment
beneficial to its businesses.
The AAP will not prohibit office development
at out-of-centre locations. However, out-ofcentre office development should only be
permitted where the scheme will not
diminish investment in the Town Centre, or
pose a risk to the strategies for the Town
Centre and mixed-use redevelopment
scheme.

5392

Sup w
cond

Miss Meg Gilpin

Disagree – but depends on
amount of employment offered

Disagree. Depends on the amount of
employment being offered and the
natural surroundings of the offices.

Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
office development, and stipulate details of
an impact test, which will seek to prevent
office development in locations that could
pose a risk to the strategy for regenerating
the Town Centre.
The AAP will not prohibit the development of
offices in other Town Centre, edge-of-centre
or out-of-centre locations (where required),
but will seek to ensure that any such
development will not diminish investment in
the Town Centre, or pose a risk to strategies
for either the Town Centre or the mixed-use
redevelopment scheme.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
office development, and stipulate details of
an impact test, which will seek to prevent
office development in locations that could
pose a risk to the strategy for regenerating
the Town Centre.
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ISSUE 5

EMPLOYMENT

Question 5 (d) Should Carnaby Industrial Estate continue to be the main focus for providing new employment land in Bridlington?
ID
5351

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Agree – it has worked well in
the past.

5354

Obvs

Larene Linley

Better rail links needed for
industry

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

Agree - has good transport
links

5358

Sup

Carnaby should continue to be
the main focus of
employment.

5365
5369
5372

Agree
Agree
Agree – with transport
improvements

Agree
Agree
Agree. However, cycle tracks/footpaths
should serve any new development.

5375

Sup
Sup
Sup
w
cond
Obvs

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R. Lines
Mr Ian Thompson

Full Representation
Agree – it filled the bill in the 60’s
perhaps a better deal for business in the
st
21 Century might be helpful, i.e. help
with rents/tax etc.
If Carnaby is to be the main focus for
providing employment land, could good
rail links for industry be incorporated
within the plan.
It has the better transport links and
many types of industry could be
accommodated without adversely
affecting the rest of the town.
Carnaby Industrial Estate should
continue to be the main focus of
employment.

Is Carnaby Court greenfield or
brownfield?

5377

Obj

Brid 18 Carnaby Court Greenfield or
brownfield?
Housing at Pinfold Lane need to
consider PPG3.
Developments at Carnaby and
Bessingby are far less urgent because
of inherent factors such as skills and
location. There does not seem to be
any governmental assistance with
relocation of departmental jobs.

Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber
Mr Terry Morrell

Development at Carnaby is
less urgent because of skills
and location

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take the
comments into account in preparing the
other relevant parts of the Local
Development Framework *
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ID
5380

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation
Agree, particularly for
industrial, manufacturing,
warehousing etc
Agree, for industrial reasons.

5381

Sup

5382
5384

Sup
w
cond
Sup

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)
Mrs Elaine Oliver

5385

Sup

5390
5395

Sup
Sup

5999

Sup
w
cond

Full Representation
Agree, particularly for industrial,
manufacturing, warehousing etc
Agree, for industrial reasons.

Agree, so long as
transport is provided.

public

Agree, so long as public transport is
provided.

Mr Alan Killick

Employment land should be
concentrated
near
rail
infrastructure

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg
Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)
Carnaby Parish
Council

Agree, and it should have a
rail link added.

Employment land should be
concentrated where the possibility of rail
sidings exist, so preference should
therefore be given to Carnaby and
Bessingby.
Agree, and it should have a rail link
added.

Agree
Agree

Agree
Agree

Other sites at Bessingby and
Pinfold Lane should also be
optimised to minimise traffic
problems at Carnaby

Agree that Carnaby is the primary area
for new development, however also
consider the Bessingby Way and
Pinfold Site should be further optimised.
The more built on Carnaby the more
acute ‘traffic management issues’
become.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take the
comments into account in preparing the
other relevant parts of the Local
Development Framework *

170

ISSUE 5

EMPLOYMENT

Question 5 (e) Should Bessingby Way be considered as a location for new employment land allocations?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
There may be an argument for
housing in this area.
Needs link road

Full Representation
There may be an argument for housing
in this area.
Needs link road.

5352

Obj

5355

Obvs

Needs to consider it more
carefully.
Agree
Agree, but as a second choice
to Carnaby.

I’m not sure I would need to consider it
more carefully.
Agree
Agree, but as a second choice to
Carnaby.

5365
5369

Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R. Lines

5377

Sup
Sup
w
cond
Obvs

Mr Terry Morrell

Development at Bessingby is
less urgent because of skills
and location

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Society
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Not if this is by removal of
allotments. No obvious other
land.
Do not support if relates to
existing allotments. Map would
be useful.

Developments at Carnaby and
Bessingby are far less urgent because
of inherent factors such as skills and
location. There does not seem to be
any governmental assistance with
relocation of departmental jobs.
Not if this is by removal of allotments.
No obvious other land.

5380

5382
5385

Obj
Sup

5390
5395

Sup
Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver
Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg
Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Not if on the allotments site.
Agree

If this refers to the existing allotments
land, no. Allotments should be
promoted particularly when adjacent to
large housing areas with limited
facilities. Other possible areas are
unclear without map showing proposals.
Not if on the allotments site.
Agree

Agree
Disagree

Agree
Disagree

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take the
comments into account in preparing the
other relevant parts of the Local
Development Framework *
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ISSUE 5

EMPLOYMENT

Question 5 (f) Should Pinfold Lane continue in employment use?
ID
5351

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Disagree – too narrow and
near a school
Needs link road

Full Representation
Disagree. Too narrow at Marton Road
end, dangerous and close to a school.
Needs link road.

5352

Obvs

5355

Sup

Believes change of use would
be beneficial for the town as a
whole.
Disagree
Disagree, phase it out.
Site has outlived its use and
would be better used for
housing

I think change of use could be beneficial
for the town as a whole which is what is
important when looking at regeneration.
Disagree
Disagree, phase it out.
Pinfold Lane has outlived its use for the
kind of businesses located there now.
The land would be better used for
housing with the possibility that office
development may be included if the
location was the best for purpose, but
very doubtful.
Possible but not for warehousing or
industrial use. Could be the site for
office developments if any could be
encouraged.
Disagree
Disagree

5365
5369
5380

Sup
Sup
Sup w
cond

Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R Lines
Mr Cyril Oliver

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

If possible for office use rather
than warehousing or industrial

5382
5385

Sup
Sup

Disagree
Disagree

5390
5395

Obj
Obvs

Mrs Elaine Oliver
Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg
Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Agree
No further development should
be considered north of Marton
Road until an outer ring road is
built.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take the
comments into account in preparing the
other relevant parts of the Local
Development Framework *

Agree
No further development north of Marton
Road should be considered until an
outer ring road is constructed. The
current road infrastructure is unable to
sustain any further residential or
industrial development.
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5401

Obvs

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Existing businesses should be
relocated and land released
for residential use

Pinfold Lane enterprises should be
moved to Carnaby or Bessingby to
release the land for residential
development.
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ISSUE 5

EMPLOYMENT

Question 5 (g) Should specific alternative uses be proposed for Pinfold Lane if it were no longer to be protected for employment uses?
ID
5351

Type
Sup

5352

Obvs

5355
5358

Sup w
cond
Sup

5365

Sup

5369
5381

Sup
Obvs

5382

Sup

5385

Sup

5390
5395

Sup
Obj

5401

Sup

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins
Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr Richard Eccles
Mr R. Lines
Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)
Mrs Elaine Oliver
Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg
Bridlington In
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)
Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Summary of Representation
Agree - housing

Full Representation
Agree - housing

Smaller industrial estates
reduce traffic flow.
Agree but it needs careful
thought.
Agree - housing

Many smaller Industrial Estates reduces
traffic flow.
Yes but it needs very careful thought

Should go to housing
Agree, housing
Encourage use of land at
Carnaby.

Response and recommendation

Pinfold Lane should be used for
residential development.
Agree – The north side of the town is
being developed for housing, and land
would be better used in this respect.
Agree, housing
Encourage use of land at Carnaby.

It is more suitable for
residential land use.
Residential

It is more suitable for residential land
use.
Residential

Agree
Disagree

Agree
Disagree

Residential

Residential

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take the
comments into account in preparing the
other relevant parts of the Local
Development Framework *
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ISSUE 5

EMPLOYMENT

Question 5 (h) Are there any other realistic options for meeting Bridlington’s needs for employment land? What are they?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

Summary of Representation
Gypsey Race area.

Full Representation
Gypsey Race area.

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

5355

No other sensible options

5369

Obvs

Mr R. Lines

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

5380

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

5385

Obvs

5390

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg

Use part of Hilderthorpe Road
(coach park).
Tourist and office facilities at
Wilsthorpe/South Shore
Additional needs not
recognised.
Expand Carnaby – good land
stocks. Burton Agnes Estate
prepared to release here.
No information on alternative
sites

No easy sensible ones that I can think
of!
Use part of Hilderthorpe Road (coach
park).
Wilsthorpe and south shore would be
good for tourist and office facilities.
Additional needs not recognised.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take the
comments into account in preparing the
other relevant parts of the Local
Development Framework *

Expand Carnaby – good land stocks.
Burton Agnes Estate prepared to
release here.
No information on alternative sites
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ISSUE 6

HOUSING

Question 6 (a) Are the Council’s objectives for meeting Bridlington’s needs for housing over the plan period comprehensive and correct?
Are any of the objectives wrong? If so, why? Are there objectives which should be met, but have been omitted? What are these and why?
ID
5351

5352

Type
Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
There is already a diversity of
housing in Bridlington

Housing development requires
other infrastructure too.

Full Representation
There is a diversity of housing in
Bridlington for all social groups or at
least it appears so.

Housing projects without other
infrastructure
(shops/churches/sports/clubs) are not
healthy in the long term.

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

Agree

I feel the objectives are correct.

5358

Obvs

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Development has resulted in
increase in traffic pressures

Housing development has increased
considerably since 1989.
Roads are very busy, especially in the
holiday season, when people find it
difficult to get off their drives.
Traffic issues (including parking) must
be addressed before promoting further
residential development.

Response and recommendation
Observation noted, although the evidence
shows that the demand for housing in
Bridlington will continue to increase, and
plays an important role in regeneration.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The Council accepts the point, but proposes
increases in informal recreation space and
shops. .
Recommendation:
The Preferred Options Draft of the AAP
should consider the need for more
community facilities in the Town Centre to
ensure a healthy and desirable place to live,
work and invest.
Support is welcomed
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
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5359

Sup

Agree

Agree

Obvs

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Royal Mail
(Sanderson
Weatherall)

5364

Would welcome reference to
the re-use of employment land
to meet housing needs

Would welcome the inclusion of a
reference (as in Issue 5) to the potential
re-use of employment land to meet
housing needs.

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

Agree

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

A lot of housing is advertised
for sale. How much movement
is there into / out of the town?

A lot of housing of all types is advertised
for sale each week. Is it known how
much movement is within the town; if
not where to and from?

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

Agree

Agree

5373

Obvs

Sport England

Housing developments should
be subject to commuted sum
payments for sport facilities.

It is strongly urged to ensure housing
developments are subjected to
commuted sums payments for sports
pitches and other new upgraded sports
facilities through the planning system.
On large sites there may be scope for
on site sports facilities.

the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.
Refers to reuse of redundant
industrial/warehousing land for housing,
where appropriate. This issue is no longer
pertinent to the Town Centre AAP; but
comment will be taken into account in
preparation of the Core Strategy and Site
Allocations Development Plan Documents.
Support is welcomed.
Bridlington is a popular place to live and has
a buoyant housing market. Key AAP aims
are to reuse formerly developed land in
favour of greenfield land and to encourage
change of use to self-contained housing in
the AAP area of houses in multiple
occupation and B&B and Guest House use.
The Evidence Base that supports the Town
Centre AAP provides the information on
current supply and demand in the housing
market, as well as trends in migration.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should acknowledge the
importance of appropriate open space
provision within the AAP area, but
acknowledge that the Town Centre is a
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5375

Obvs

Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber

Encouraging second homes
should not compromise other
policy objectives

The sports facility calculator can be
found at www.sportengland.org. This is
an interactive tool which estimates the
demand for major community sports
facilities, showing: current facility needs,
future needs and the impacts of
changes in sports participation.
You should ensure that encouraging
second homes does not compromise
other policy objectives, e.g. providing
sufficient decent and affordable homes
for permanent affordable homes for
permanent households.

special case as it is not a residential area in
the usual sense.

Accepted. The Council’s current policy on
the provision of affordable housing (set out
in the adopted Local Plan) will be saved,
and is complemented by guidance provided
in the Council’s Affordable Housing SPG.
The Council will update its borough-wide
policy on affordable housing as part of Core
Strategy preparation process. Once an
updated policy has been agreed, the Town
Centre AAP will be updated and brought into
line with this policy.

5377

Obvs

Mr Terry Morrell

Council should make planning
permission more favourable
for those wishing to build.
There are opportunities to
improve much of the poor
housing stock.

Unless EYRC is considering a major
‘slum clearance’ and re-housing project
(maybe, with clearance of Hilderthorpe
Road properties) the only housing
developments which will occur will be by
private developers. They will decide
what the market will stand and where
there is opportunity to buy and sell.
EYRC should make planning
permission more favourable for those
wishing to do the building. There is a
genuine opportunity to improve much of
the poor housing stock throughout the

Recommendation:
Make provisions to save the Council’s
existing affordable housing policy, and
continue work to update this policy as part of
the Core Strategy preparation process.
Accepted that most housing will be provided
by the private sector, but the Council also
recognise that policy plays an important role
in the location, design and sustainability of
housing development.

Recommendation:
The AAP should include proposals to
encourage improvements in the housing
stock in the AAP area.
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town.
5378

5380

Sup
w
cond

Obj

Yorkshire Forward

Mr Cyril Oliver

Support preferred options but
would like to see greater
consideration of affordable
housing needs.

Too much emphasis on the
Town Centre – apartment
developments not needed.
Some Greenfield sites should
be retained. Question use of
housing provision to promote
social mix.

Yorkshire Forward is supportive of the
objectives outlined and recognises the
importance of adequate provision for
housing. We welcome the preferred
options outlined in the AAP. We would
however, suggest that the AAP should
give greater consideration to affordable
housing as the AAP doesn’t currently
identify an option to pursue this
important element in achieving
sustainable communities.
Disagree. There is far too much
emphasis on developing everything in
the Town Centre, which is not required.
Bridlington is a different town to Leeds
(and many others) by a long way and
does not need these masses of main
street apartments.
Brownfield sites are available and
developments on them would be
supported if they create extensions to
existing residential areas. Some
Greenfield sites are very desirable and
should be retained.
Using housing to promote social mix is
very questionable, who is being forced
where and who is being forced out?
Planning does not achieve this result. A
lack of planning and poor enforcement
results in the mix deteriorating. This is
the area that that requires most
attention.

Accepted. The Council is developing its
affordable housing policy drawing on, as it
required to do, the evidence of the need in
the borough and locally.
Once an updated policy has been agreed,
the Town Centre AAP will be updated and
brought into line with this policy.
Recommendation:
The AAP’s provision for affordable housing
should be in line with the evidence of need
and borough policy.
The evidence base is irrefutable on the need
for the regeneration of the Town Centre as
an essential pre-condition for improved
economic performance and labour market
balance in the town. Housing plays a key
role in the regeneration strategy for the
Town Centre for the reasons set out in the
evidence base. consideration in preparation
of the Core Strategy and Site Allocations
Development Plan Documents.
The AAP conforms to national planning
policy (as set out in PPS1 and PPS3), which
aims to encourage the development of
sustainable, mixed communities.
Recommendation:
Include further details in the AAP of the
evidence in favour of housing in the Town
Centre.
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5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Could be said that all
objectives are wrong. Existing
housing should be improved.
Apartment development would
not contribute to social mix.

The social mix close to the central area
of Bridlington is probably as good as
can be obtained without changing the
whole area and creating so called high
class apartments which would not
integrate for social mix. It can be said
that ALL the objectives are wrong and
this is widespread feeling. The existing
housing stock and areas should be
encouraged and helped to improve.
Unnecessary through traffic and rat runs
reduce the ambience of the areas and
the absence of properly organised
appropriate car park sites for the
different classes of use would benefit
town residential areas.

Objection noted.
The means of achieving improvement in the
existing housing stock must include
increasing the residential population of the
AAP; further, and much greater, pressure is
needed on the existing stock if the market
mechanisms necessary for its improvement
are to exist.
The provision for new housing of all types in
the Town Centre, including allowances for
the market to respond to demand for new,
high density housing, is in line with higher
order policy.
Recommendation:
The AAP should acknowledge the poor
condition of some of the existing Town
Centre housing stock (particularly that in use
by marginal businesses offering guest house
accommodation) and aim to encourage the
conversion/renewal of these buildings.
The AAP should also consider and propose
improvements to traffic circulation,
pedestrian environments and to parking.

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Disagrees with the provision of
housing in the Town Centre

Disagrees with the provision of housing
in the Town Centre

The AAP conforms to national planning
policy which encourages Town Centre
residential development that contributes to
the formation of sustainable communities.
Locating housing in Bridlington Town Centre
also has other advantages, namely: it will
increase the likelihood that residents will use
the Town Centre, it may enable the
redevelopment of brownfield land, and will
provide the opportunity to renew outworn
housing.
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5385

Sup

5387

Sup
w
cond

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council

Agree

Agree

Agree, but limit residential
development in the Town
Centre.

Agree, but limit residential development
in the Town Centre.

Recommendation:
Include further information in the PreSubmission Draft on preferred locations for
residential development within the Town
Centre.
Support is welcomed.
Objection noted.
The means of achieving improvement in the
existing housing stock must include
increasing the residential population of the
AAP; further, and much greater, pressure is
needed on the existing stock if the market
mechanisms necessary for its improvement
are to exist.
The provision for new housing of all types in
the Town Centre, including allowances for
the market to respond to demand for new,
high density housing, is in line with higher
order policy.
Recommendation:
The AAP needs to acknowledge the poor
condition of some of the existing Town
Centre housing stock (particularly that in use
by marginal businesses offering guest house
accommodation) and aim to encourage the
conversion/renewal of these buildings.
The AAP should also propose improvements
to traffic circulation, pedestrian
environments and to parking.
Recommendation:
Include further information in the Pre-
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5390

5391

Obj

Obj

J D Twigg

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

All objectives are wrong
without an overall plan.

The local need is for affordable
housing which is not being
met.

All objectives are wrong without an
overall plan.

The local need is for affordable housing
which is not being met.

Submission Draft on preferred locations for
residential development within the Town
Centre.
Objection noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make clear, and justify, the
locations for development to respond to the
objectives.
Accepted. The Council’s current policy on
the provision of affordable housing (set out
in the adopted Local Plan) will be saved,
and is complemented by guidance provided
in the Council’s Affordable Housing SPG.
The Council will update its borough-wide
policy on affordable housing as part of Core
Strategy preparation process. Once an
updated policy has been agreed, the Town
Centre AAP will be updated and brought into
line with this policy.
Recommendation:
Make provisions to save the Council’s
existing affordable housing policy, and
continue work to update this policy as part of
the Core Strategy preparation process.

5396

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Support preferred option with
exception of housing
development at the proposed
Marina

We support the preferred option with the
following exceptions:

Support for the preferred option is
welcomed.

‘Significant Purpose built housing’ with
in the Marina development. The
development should be within the
existing Harbour confines.

Commercial and residential development as
part of the Marina is essential to realising
the optimal value of the Marina investment
to the regeneration of the Town Centre and
Bridlington’s ability to satisfy its purposes as
a Principal Town. The types and scale of
development will need to be justified in
respect of prospective market demand and
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benefits to Bridlington versus any costs that
might arise (e.g., in respect of traffic effects).
Detailed proposals will be subject to public
consultation.

5400

Sup

5402

Obvs

Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast PCT
Mrs A Vincent

Support particularly supported
housing needs
Council should encourage
specialist residential use
where shopping areas have
declined

I support these objectives particularly to
meet supported housing needs.
Where shopping areas have declined
(parts of quay road and North
Promenade) we suggest the Council
encourage, by compulsory purchase
etc, the change back to residential with
emphasis on ‘retired’ and ‘secure’
complexes. They should be on bus
routes and close to the shops. This
would raise the value of property in that
area for other residents. The new park
and ride and other upgrades are good
and should be pushed ahead at speed if
possible. Visitors parking should be
encouraged.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option.
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted.
Issue 7 (Shopping and Related Town Centre
Uses) of the Issues and Options Draft AAP
considers changes of use along Bridlington’s
secondary shopping streets to more viable
uses, such as offices and housing.
Recommendation:
The Preferred Options Draft should consider
policy proposals to encourage change of
use where retail activity is not prospering
now, and is unlikely to in future, and where
good access to services is possible.
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ISSUE 6

HOUSING

Question 6 (b) Do you agree with the Council about the need to de-allocate the remaining greenfield land designated for housing? If
not, why not?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Need more green areas not
less.
Seems sensible idea.
Agree

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Full Representation
Need more GREEN areas not less, too
many have gone.
Based on population predictions this
seems sensible.
Agree

5355

Sup

5359

Sup

5365

Agree

Agree

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

Agree

Agree

5372

Obj

Mr Ian Thompson

There is a shortage of housing
sites

5375

Obvs

Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber

Applications to renew
permissions would need to be
determined against current
policy

5376

Sup

KeyLand
Developments

Greenfield allocations are not
in very sustainable locations
and de-allocation is supported

The housing market is short of sites
now. The influx of immigrants will
increase so any housing allocations
must remain available.
See paragraph 40 of PPG3.
Applications for renewal of planning
permission would have to be
determined against current policy
guidance.
Brownfield sites should be developed
before Greenfield sites as
recommended by planning policy. Many
of the existing Greenfield allocations are
located on the edge of the settlement
boundary some way north of the Town
Centre. They would have formed a
significant northern extension to the
town which would not only have been
Greenfield but also not in the more
sustainable locations and so deallocation is supported.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take into
account the comments as appropriate in
preparing the other parts of the Local
Development Framework*
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ID
5380

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation
Some allocations should be
retained to meet housing
needs.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Society
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

More information is required.

5384

Obvs

Mr Alan Killick

This is government policy and
should not even be an issue

5385

Sup

Agree

5389

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)

5390

Obj

J D Twigg

5391

Sup

5395

Sup

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Disagree, more specific
information needed.
Agree. Already too much
development.
Agree

Too many empty houses in the
town and not the employment
opportunities to accommodate
influx of population

Full Representation
Disagree. The town cannot meet its
housing need and the aspirations of the
residents without retaining some
(possibly not all) allocations.
Disagree. Map required of the proposed
de-allocations for consideration prior to
comment. If Bridlington requires
additional housing then it may be
necessary to retain all or some
allocations.
Disagree. The preference for using
Brownfield sites rather than Greenfield
sites is government policy and should
not even be an issue.
Agree

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take into
account the comments as appropriate in
preparing the other parts of the Local
Development Framework*

There should be no de-allocation of
Greenfield sites at the moment there
are far too many empty houses in the
town and we have not the employment
opportunities to accommodate an influx
of population.
Disagree, more specific information
needed.
Agree. Already too much development.
Agree
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ID
5396

Type
Sup

Respondent
Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Summary of Representation
Support de-allocation.
Renewals of planning
permission should be closely
scrutinised.

5397

Sup

Mr P. Williams

No need to use Greenfield
land

5400

Sup

Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast PCT

Agree, already too much edge
of town development that is
out of reach of PCT premises

5401

Sup

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Agree

Full Representation
We would support the promotion of
Brownfield sites for development
together with a review of the current
allocation of Greenfield housing sites.
We would welcome the de-allocation of
as many sites as possible.
All renewals to planning applications
should be given close scrutiny with
regard to transport connections,
environmental impact, and
sustainability.
Greenfield land doesn’t need to be
used. There are enough unused areas.
Also the local facilities will need to be
reassessed and increased/upgraded.
Agree. There has already been too
much development on the outskirts of
Bridlington where no new primary care
premises have been included. It is going
to be increasingly difficult for new
residents to register with a GP in the
town unless some provision is made for
increasing the primary care estate in the
town, when new housing developments
are planned.
Agree

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take into
account the comments as appropriate in
preparing the other parts of the Local
Development Framework*
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ISSUE 6

HOUSING

Question 6 (c) Do you agree that where greenfield housing consents have lapsed that they should not be renewed? If not, why not?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Summary of Representation
Need more green areas not
less.
Agree

Full Representation
Need more GREEN areas not less, too
many have gone.
Agree

Sup

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

5359

Sup

5365

Agree

Agree

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

Agree

Agree

5376

Sup

KeyLand
Developments

Brownfield sites and potentially
some Greenfield sites close to
the Town Centre should be
promoted

5380
5381

Sup
w
cond
Sup

5385

Obj

5390

Sup

5395

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

In most cases yes.

The promotion of brownfield sites,
combined brownfield/Greenfield sites
and potentially some Greenfield sites
closer to the Town Centre would be
more appropriate as this would be more
likely to result in sustainable
development through residents using
the Town Centre and the services it
offers and with greater use of public
transport in accordance with national
and regional policy.
In most cases yes.

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)
Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg

They should be reconsidered
as if a new application.

They should be reconsidered as if a
new application.

Renew, subject to new
demand

Renew, subject to new demand

They should be reapplied for

They should be reapplied for

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Agree

Agree

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take into
account the comments as appropriate in
preparing the other parts of the Local
Development Framework*
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ID
5400
5401

Type
Sup
Sup

Respondent
Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast Primary
Care Trust
Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Summary of Representation
Agree
Agree

Full Representation
Agree
Agree

Response and recommendation
*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; the Council will take into
account the comments as appropriate in
preparing the other parts of the Local
Development Framework*
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ISSUE 6

HOUSING

Question 6 (d) Do you agree that the proposed Town Centre redevelopment scheme – and possibly also the proposed Marina – should
include a significant element of housing, not just to assist the appeal and viability of the development, both to meet local needs and
satisfy the demand generated by the holiday market? If you do not agree, what are your reasons?
ID
5351

5352

Type
Obj

Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Disagree – no local need for
the proposed housing

Disagree

Full Representation
Disagree – does not see any ‘local’
need for the suggested housing. As for
holiday homes, these do not generate
any long term benefit.

Disagree. Relocate the ‘Leisure World’
to by the hospital (Gypsey Race) then
create good underground parking and
valuable housing with garaging for
owners on the Leisure World site.

Response and recommendation
Objection noted.
The evidence shows that housing within the
Town Centre and at the Marina can make a
very significant contribution to the
regeneration and long term economic vitality
and viability of the area. While the main
demand will come from residents as the
town’s population continues to grow, it is
accepted in tourism destinations that some
second home ownership not only is
inevitable, but is desirable in supporting the
tourism function. The Council is obliged to
monitor and manage housing supply to
ensure a reasonable balance between
supply and demand and to achieve
government’s objectives for sustainable
communities.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option.
Objection noted.
Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is noted.
Recommendation:
The options for the use of the Leisure World
site should be set out in the Pre-Submission
Draft AAP.
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ID
5355

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Agree – housing would make
the scheme more vibrant over
the whole year.

5358

Obvs

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Need to improve some
property within the town
centre.

5359

Sup

5365

Obj

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Full Representation
Yes the housing would make the
scheme more vibrant over the whole
year. I hope the word “possibly” refers
only to the housing element of the
marina development and not the marina
itself!
Property within various areas of central
Bridlington needs serious consideration.
Whilst some people try to improve the
area, they are let down by those who
take no pride in themselves or the area,
including bedsits and individuals.

Agree

Agree

Disagree – would be more
appropriate to Marina on north
side

Disagree – Marina on the north side
with housing would also help regenerate
Trinity Road/Vernon Road areas.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

Observation noted.
The means of achieving improvement in the
existing housing stock must include
increasing the residential population of the
AAP; further, and much greater, pressure is
needed on the existing stock if the market
mechanisms necessary for its improvement
are to exist.
Recommendation:
The AAP should acknowledge the poor
condition of some of the existing Town
Centre housing stock (particularly that in use
by marginal businesses offering guest house
accommodation) and aim to encourage the
conversion/renewal of these buildings.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion regarding the siting of the
Marina is noted.
However, siting the Marina to the north of
the Harbour is sub-optimal in other respects,
most particularly the contribution needed to
the regeneration of the Town Centre core
and resolving problems with the Harbour
(and the opportunity to give it an enduring
future as an integral asset for the Town
Centre).
Recommendation:
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5366

Obj

Mr R Gould

Housing is unnecessary and
would detract from the main
purpose of the Marina

Does not think that any element of
housing should be included in the
proposed Marina scheme. It would
detract from the main purpose of a
Marina and is considered unnecessary.

5368

5369

Obj

Sup
w
cond

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Mr R Lines

Objects – second homes
contrary to the aim of a “year
round” town

Supports Town Centre
housing but not at Marina

A Marina should not include residential
development. Second homes have
mostly seasonal use – is the aim not for
a ‘year round’ town?

Housing in the Town Centre – yes.
Housing in the possible Marina and
commercial development – no.

Response and recommendation
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Objection noted.
Housing could form an important part of the
mix, providing activity and natural
surveillance and contributing to the
regeneration value of the Marina.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Objection noted.
Housing within the Town Centre and at the
Marina can make a very significant
contribution to the economic vitality and
viability of the area. Some second home
ownership is inevitable in a tourism town
(but is outwith the planning system). The
Council is obliged to monitor and manage
housing supply.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Support for residential development in the
Town Centre is welcomed. Housing can
make a contribution to the vitality and
viability of a Marina for the same reasons it
is beneficial to the Town Centre.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Would add to existing
congestion – more parking
needed

Increased housing in an already
congested area is a recipe for disaster.
More car parking needed.

Disagree – potential Marina
development is very different
from other such schemes

Disagree. Any Marina development
should not include dwellings of any
type. This potential Marina development
is vastly different from the
developments elsewhere using run
down, derelict and in most cases out of
use Harbours.

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Accepted that more parking is needed.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Objection noted.
The AAP recognises that the Harbour is one
of Bridlington’s distinctive assets and is in
generally good condition. However, there is
scope to improve the appeal of the Harbour
further and strengthen its financial
performance through development of a
Marina.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Society
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Disagree – appears to be very
little requirement and no
infrastructure to support it.
Housing would spoil the

Disagree. There appears to be very little
requirement for additional Town Centre
housing in Bridlington and there is no
infrastructure to support more. The

Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on proposed policies for the Marina
and explain how the interests of the
Harbour’s existing users will be
safeguarded.
The Evidence Base that supports the Town
Centre AAP provides detailed information on
current supply and demand in the housing
market, highlights the requirement for
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
Harbour area.

Full Representation
Marina, if built, should not have housing
associated with it. The Harbour/Spa
areas do not require to be spoiled by
the provision of housing. Any Marina
development in Bridlington would be
different to many Marina developments
elsewhere. The latter have in many
cases been derelict, run down areas out
of town and required a comprehensive
development package; Bridlington is not
a similar case.

Response and recommendation
additional housing in Bridlington over the
period to 2016 (largely due to forecast
population growth), and sets out the ways in
which additional housing plays an essential
role in the regeneration strategy.
The AAP recognises that the Harbour is one
of Bridlington’s distinctive assets and is in
generally good condition. However, there is
scope to improve the appeal of the Harbour
further and strengthen its financial
performance through development of a
Marina.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Housing should not be
considered on the Marina
development, especially for
the holiday market

Disagree. There should not be ANY
housing on the Marina development and
it should not be considered in making
the Marina development viable.
Housing should not be considered on
the Harbour / Marina seafront area for
the holiday market at all.

Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
Draft on proposed policies for the Marina
and explain how the interests of the
Harbour’s existing users will be
safeguarded.
Objection noted.
Housing within the Town Centre and at the
Marina can make a very significant
contribution to the economic vitality and
viability of the area. Some second home
ownership is inevitable in a tourism town
(but is outwith the planning system). The
Council is obliged to monitor and manage
housing supply.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5385

Sup

Agree

Agree

5390

Obj

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg

Very little requirement – if built
Marina should have no
housing

Disagree. Very little requirement in the
Town Centre. The Marina if built must
have no housing on it or around it. The
same is true for the Spa
area.

Response and recommendation
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Support is welcomed.
The Evidence Base that supports the Town
Centre AAP provides detailed information on
current supply and demand in the housing
market, and highlights the requirement for
additional housing in Bridlington over the
next 10 years (largely due to forecast
population growth).
The disadvantage of making no provision for
residential development alongside the
Marina is that the property which is currently
located between the Harbour and the Town
Centre (which is in a poor state of repair) will
remain in situ, and will continue to sever the
Marina/Harbour from the Town Centre. The
potential to create linkages between the
Town Centre and Marina, aiding the
regeneration of both assets, will be lost.
Moreover, removing the
residential/commercial element of the
Marina proposal may undermine the
economic viability of the entire scheme.

5392

Sup
w

Miss Meg Gilpin

Supports Town Centre but not
Marina

Yes to Town Centre and no to Marina (it
would become exclusive).

Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
Support for residential development in the
Town Centre is welcomed.
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ID

Type
cond

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Housing within the Town Centre and at the
Marina can make a very significant
contribution to the economic vitality and
viability of the area. Some second home
ownership is inevitable in a tourism town
(but is outwith the planning system). The
Council is obliged to monitor and manage
housing supply.

5395

5400

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Support subject to adequate
parking

Obvs

Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast PCT

Objectives to attract the
“affluent retired” must be
accompanied by development
of PCT facilities and supported
housing.

Agree, provided there are parking
spaces to accommodate the needs of
the housing development.

Main concern is the objective to attract
“higher proportions of affluent retired.”
This will have the effect of increasing
the age profile in an area where the
number of over 75s is already well
above the national average. It must be
accompanied by development of more
primary care premises and supported
housing.

Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina should be
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Observation noted.
The provision of health facilities is covered
in the AAP objectives.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option.
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ISSUE 6

HOUSING

Question 6 (e) Do you agree that the protection for bed and breakfast and guest house use in the central area of Bridlington should be
removed to encourage more up-to-date and more varied holiday accommodation and promote conversion for permanent housing use?
If not, why not?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Knows little about this – but
years ago Hotels/Guest
Houses complained that their
establishments were empty in
winter.

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

Yes – definitely.

5358

Obj

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Town needs improvement first

Full Representation
Knows little of this, however recalls that
many years ago Hotels/Guest Houses
complaining their establishments were
empty in winter and asked and were
granted use of their places as bed and
breakfast (possibly DSS). If this is a
problem now then the problem lies with
those people.
Yes this is a definite as I have outlined
in an earlier answer.
In summer, Marshall (?) Avenue used to
be full of smart Guest Houses (with
hanging baskets outside).
There needs to be more varied holiday
accommodation but the Town needs
improvement first.

5359

Sup

5365

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

Agree

Agree

Agree – Deregulation and B&B / Holiday
flat status would help Trinity
Road/Vernon Road areas

Response and recommendation
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP’s proposals should ensure that
policies encourage that optimal use is made
of the B&B and Guest House stock in
keeping with the objectives for the
regeneration of the Town Centre.
Support is welcomed
Observation is noted. The evidence shows
that a range of other conditions need to be
satisfied to raise demand in the town for
overnight accommodation to levels that will
enable guest house and B&B businesses to
prosper. Given the scale of the existing
stock and the changing nature of the market,
the heyday of the Guest House is probably
past.
Recommendation:
The AAP’s proposals should ensure that
policies encourage that optimal use is made
of the B&B and Guest House stock in
keeping with the objectives for the
regeneration of the Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
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ID
5369

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr R Lines

Summary of Representation
Agree

Full Representation
Agree

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

5372

Sup
w
cond

Mr Ian Thompson

If removed tight controls
required

If it is removed, tight control on
proposed developments will be
required.

The Town Centre AAP will require that all
development contributes to the Town Centre
Strategy.

5378

Obvs

Yorkshire Forward

Further consideration to
monitoring this policy

Further consideration should perhaps
have to be given to the approach
required to monitor and manage this
policy.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option.
Observation noted.

5380

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
Consideration to be given to monitoring of
this policy.
Support is welcomed.

5382

Sup

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5385

Sup

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5386

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Mason

Promote brownfield land in the
town and not just the centre

This is an issue that is no longer pertinent to
the Town Centre AAP; but the comment will
be taken into consideration in preparation of
the Core Strategy and Site Allocations
Development Plan Documents.

5388

Sup w
cond

Mrs Barbara
Turner

Agrees but no mention of
cheap housing that is required

In recent times we have seen
development on Greenfield land all
around the town.
Promote Brownfield land in the town not
just in the Town Centre (I do not regard
the beach as Brownfield land)
Agrees that this protection should be
removed. There is no mention of cheap
housing to be available for the many
people employed in the service
industries, on a lower wage.

The Council’s current policy on the provision
of affordable housing (set out in the adopted
Local Plan) will be saved, and is
complemented by guidance provided in the
Council’s Affordable Housing SPG.
The Council hopes to update its boroughwide policy on affordable housing as part of
Core Strategy preparation process. Once
an updated policy has been agreed, the
Town Centre AAP will be updated and
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5390

Sup

J D Twigg

Agree

Agree

5396

Sup

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Review is long overdue and
would allow conversion to high
quality housing

5401

Sup

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Agree

A review of areas and properties within
the Holiday Protection Areas is overdue.
Many properties are not suitable for
conversion to high quality
accommodation. Removal would allow
their conversion into high quality
apartments and housing
Agree

Response and recommendation
brought into line with this policy.
Recommendation:
Make provisions to save the Council’s
existing affordable housing policy, and
continue work to update this policy as part of
the Core Strategy preparation process.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 7

SHOPPING AND RELATED TOWN CENTRE USES

Question 7 (a) Are the Council’s objectives for improving Bridlington’s competitiveness as a shopping destination correct? Are any
wrong? If so, why? Are there any missing objectives?
ID
5351

5355

Type
Sup w
cond

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Notes need to encourage
retailers to locate in
Bridlington, as they may not be
interested in a town with a
catchment population of less
than 55,000 people.

Mr Peter Collins

Support with reservations
More floorspace and better
stores required

Full Representation
Major shops have a policy not to locate
where the catchment is below 55,000.
ERYC should pursue with vigour that “in
season” Bridlington has a catchment
significantly higher than 55,000.
Hilderthorpe Road has some
specialised shops but it has never been
deemed or perceived as part of town
centre shopping.

Response and recommendation
The evidence for the AAP shows there is
considerable unmet retail demand in the
Town Centre, and that it is feasible, under
the conditions indicated by the evidence and
summarised in the Issues and Options
report to attract the investment needed to
satisfy this demand. The experts who
carried out the work for the study can find no
evidence of the threshold of 55,000 cited. In
any case, Bridlington is a ‘principal town’
that draws on a catchment population of
79,000 (2006).
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft needs to make
clear that the types and scale of retail
development proposed is in line with
forecasts for additional demand in the area.
Support is welcomed

5358

Sup w
cond
Sup

Agree

The objectives are good but achieving
them may prove more difficult.
More shopping floorspace and better
stores are required otherwise local
people will continue to shop in other
towns.
Agree

5359

Sup

5365

Sup

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Conflicts with Issue 2

Conflicts with Issue 2

Observation noted.

Support is welcomed.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5378

Sup

Yorkshire Forward

Support, particularly idea of
compact retail area. Existing
businesses must be supported
during period of change

5380

Obj

Mr Cyril Oliver

Objectives do not appear to
reflect experiences of
residents. Existing shops
should be retained. Secondary
streets are not a problem.
Existing food and drink
businesses should be
encouraged to remain and
upgrade.

We support the aims and objectives and
preferred options. Particularly that of a
compact retail area. In pursuing this
approach, it will be necessary to support
existing retail businesses through the
period of change required to achieve
the Town Centre development or in relocating to ensure that Bridlington’s
retail offer is not further damaged during
this period of change.
The objectives include many comments,
facts, that don’t seem to match
experience of a resident both here and
elsewhere. There must be a ‘population
standard’ expectation of the floor
space/shops for a population number.
Bridlington and Scarborough together
have a better mix of shops than
Southport which is of a similar size.
Existing shops should be held onto at
the same time as trying to entice other
shops. Secondary streets are not a
problem. Only McDonalds of the big
food and drink names are present in
Bridlington. This is good and should
remain, existing food and drink
businesses need to be encouraged to
remain and upgrade as necessary.

Response and recommendation
Not enough information provided to enable a
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.

Observation regarding the existing retail mix
in Bridlington is noted.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that existing retail operators
make to the economy of Bridlington.
However, the evidence base shows that
capacity exists for an additional 22,900 sq.m
(gross floor area) gain in retail floorspace
(up to 2016). The AAP intends that any
proposed retail development scheme will
complement and strengthen Bridlington’s
existing retail offer, creating a well-linked,
competitive and appealing Town Centre (for
the benefit of both existing and prospective
businesses).
Observation regarding Bridlington’s
secondary shopping streets is noted.
Recommendation:
Pre-Submission Draft should include
measures to ensure Bridlington’s
established shopping areas are major
beneficiaries of any new Town Centre
development.
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ID
5381

Type
Obj

Respondent
Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Summary of Representation
Bridlington should not become
a clone town and should retain
uniqueness

Full Representation
The objectives indicate a bias towards
making the town a clone of other towns.
Preferences of consumers will not be
satisfied by creating space for a branch
of everyone. Shopping has to be
accepted as a leisure activity and as
such some uniqueness of destination
has to be provided. There is little
observed secondary streets and this
comment seems misplaced.

Response and recommendation
The Evidence Base shows that Bridlington
Town Centre retains only 27% of the
spending available within its catchment area
on non-food retail goods. Other
shortcomings include the lack of a primary
retail circuit. The Council shares the aim to
avoid a ‘clone town’.
It is essential to Bridlington’s overall
regeneration that it recovers trade lost to
competing centres. In order to achieve this,
the Town Centre needs a larger and more
diverse shopping offer, with greater
representation from national multiple
retailers to complement the already strong
representation from independent operators
in the Town Centre.
Observation regarding Bridlington’s
secondary shopping streets is noted.

5385

Sup

5386

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Mrs Barbara
Mason

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
The Town Centre AAP should set out a
bespoke vision for Bridlington Town Centre,
which aims to encourage sensitive
development that will both build on the
town’s distinctive assets, and create new
landmark developments, in line with the
aspirations of the town’s residents and
businesses. The Pre-Submission Draft
should further emphasise the AAP’s aim to
regenerate Bridlington, whilst retaining (and
strengthening) the town’s unique identity.
Support is welcomed.

Manor Street and Promenade
are in Town Centre and

Manor street and the promenade are in
the Town Centre. To remove the

There is no proposal to remove the
Promenades and Manor Street from the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
existing shopping designation
should not be removed

Full Representation
existing shopping centre designation will
alienate and cause distress to many
residents who will do their shopping in
all the streets named.

Response and recommendation
shopping core. There is however a need to
recognise that large parts of the retail
frontages in the central area are
underperforming. If new, modern, floorspace
is to be provided and the prime core area
extended, it will be necessary to encourage
compactness by reducing the designation
for the long, straggling and underperforming
secondary streets that extend from the core.
The Council aim to ensure that all shoppers’
needs are met in ways that will secure the
competitiveness of the town centre as a
whole.

5389

5390

Obvs

Obj

Mrs Joyce Stark

J D Twigg

Main problem is lack of
reasonably priced parking.
Why change outdoor market?

Objectives indicate bias
towards multinationals –

The main problem which confronts
people wishing to shop in the Town
Centre is the lack of reasonably priced
parking. The out door market seems to
be a good visitor attraction why change
it?

The objectives indicate a bias towards
multinationals. This will make us like

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option.
Accepted.
Observation regarding relocation of the
market is noted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
The Evidence Base shows that Bridlington
Town Centre retains only 27% of the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
Bridlington will not have own
identity.

Full Representation
any other town and will not have our
own identity.

Response and recommendation
spending available within its catchment area
on non-food retail goods. Spending is
principally lost to Scarborough Town Centre
and Hull City Centre.
It is essential to Bridlington’s overall
regeneration that it recovers trade lost to
competing centres. In order to achieve this,
the Town Centre needs a larger and more
diverse shopping offer, with greater
representation from national multiple
retailers to complement the already strong
representation from independent operators
in the Town Centre.

5391

5393

Obj

Sup
w
cond

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Development
Planning
Partnership

Disagree. Parking availability
has been ignored.

Support objectives, vision and
preferred options. Suggest
rewording of 5.31. Support

Disagree. Parking availability has been
ignored.

We support the objectives, vision and
preferred options.

Recommendation:
The Town Centre AAP provides a bespoke
vision for Bridlington Town Centre, which
aims to encourage sensitive development
that will both build on the town’s distinctive
assets, and create new landmark
developments, in line with the aspirations of
the town’s residents and businesses. The
Pre-Submission Draft should further
emphasise the AAP’s aim to regenerate
Bridlington, whilst retaining (and
strengthening) the town’s unique identity.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support for the preferred option is
welcomed.
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ID

Type

Respondent
(Tesco)

Summary of Representation
opening up of Gyspy Race but
concerned that this flows
under the Tesco store.

Full Representation
We recommend 5.31 one is reworded
as follows.
‘Redeveloping land between (and
including) the coach park site and the
existing shopping core to accommodate
the major share of the prospective
capacity for additional comparison and
convenience floor space in the centre’
Convenience capacity should also be
accommodated.
We support the opening up of the
Gypsey Race however it currently flows
under the Tesco store and if it was
opened up it would require large
engineering works and would bring into
question the viability of the site.

5396

Sup

5397

Obvs

Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)
Mr P. Williams

We support the preferred
option

We support the preferred option

New shops should be
accessible to all, small,
interesting and retain
character. This would fit well
with landscaping.

Any new shops need to be:
•
accessible by all
•
retain the towns character
•
small, smart and
interesting

Response and recommendation
Suggested amendment to text is noted.
Accepted. The AAP should make provision
for the accommodation of additional
convenience goods floorspace. The
evidence base highlights that capacity exists
for around 2,100 sq.m gross of additional
convenience goods floorspace if developed
in superstore format, or 3,800 sq.m gross if
developed in a smaller supermarket format
(up to 2016).
Concerns regarding proposals to open up
the Gypsey Race are noted and will be
addressed in the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should note the
need that exists for additional convenience
goods floorspace in the Town Centre (up to
2016), and make provision for the location of
any future development.
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and the engineering
work that will be required. More detail on
the design criteria of the Race should be
provided in the Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Observations regarding the need for new
development to be accessible and to retain
the town’s character are noted – and are key
objectives for the Council as well.
Issue 9 (Community Facilities and Open
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
This would fit well with leisurely laid out
grassy areas incorporating trees, shrubs
and seating.

Response and recommendation
Space) of the Issues and Options Draft AAP
already makes provision for a new Town
Centre square, as well as a park along the
spine of the Gypsey Race, which is likely to
incorporate trees, shrubs and seating.
Recommendation:
The Town Centre AAP should provide a
bespoke vision for Bridlington Town Centre,
which aims to encourage sensitive
development that will both build on the
town’s distinctive assets, and create new
landmark developments, in line with the
aspirations of the town’s residents and
businesses. The Pre-Submission Draft
should further emphasise the AAP’s aim to
regenerate Bridlington, whilst retaining (and
strengthening) the town’s unique identity.

5402

Obvs

Mrs A Vincent

Need to encourage cash
spenders to attract larger
retailers

There is need to encourage cash
spenders so that larger retails will want
to locate themselves in Bridlington.

The Pre-Submission Draft should include a
more detailed Public Realm Framework,
outlining the specific public realm
enhancements proposed. More detailed
guidance on the design of the public realm
and each of the elements of the Framework
will be set out in a Town Centre SPD.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option.
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ISSUE 7

SHOPPING AND RELATED TOWN CENTRE USES

Question 7 (b) Do you agree that the best way to improve the Town Centre’s competitiveness is via a major redevelopment that can
both provide the additional shopping floorspace needed and remove large areas of under-performing land and property? If you do not
agree, what option do you prefer and why?
ID
5351

5352

Type
Obvs

Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Get owners to tidy up their
premises or be penalised.

Shopping and parking should
be more dispersed to prevent
congestion

Full Representation
Get owners to tidy up their premises or
be penalised.

Shopping and parking should be
dispersed around the town to reduce
gridlock during busy periods.

Response and recommendation
Observation noted. One of the Council’s key
objectives is to create the conditions in the
Town Centre that will raise property values
to levels that make maintenance feasible,
and to put in place a stronger town centre
management structure – ensuring greater
cleanliness and encouraging better
maintenance. These matters are outwith the
AAP – but are outcomes sought from the
delivery of its proposals.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option.
Observation is noted. The evidence however
from traffic management in Britain, Europe
and the US, is that fewer car parks and
parking locations reduce congestion – not
the other way around. Much traffic
congestion is caused by drivers circulating
around trying to find a parking spot in a
favoured location. If parking is concentrated,
it narrows the choices and confines traffic to
where spaces are more likely – and
approach that is further enhanced by
‘variable message signing’ (letting drivers
know where there are spaces available).
This way, traffic management systems,
traffic light phasing and so on can be
planned properly. Much of the congestion in
the core of Bridlington Town Centre, for
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

Major redevelopment is
essential

5359

Obj

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Disagree

Full Representation

Major redevelopment is going to be the
only way to attract new major high
street retailers and get others like M&S
to relocate and develop their range of
stock etc. This has to be done to stop
residents shopping elsewhere.
Disagree

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

Agree

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

This has been done with the
indoor precinct.

This has been done with the indoor
precinct.

Response and recommendation
example, is caused by shoppers circulating
in a very narrow area hoping to find a
parking place in front of their selected shop.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed

Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable a
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.
Promenades on its own cannot – and does
not – meet the need for retail floorspace in
the Town Centre. The evidence base shows
that Bridlington Town Centre still retains only
27% of the spending available within its
catchment area on non-food retail goods.
It is essential to Bridlington’s overall
regeneration that it recovers trade lost to
competing centres. In order to achieve this,
the Town Centre needs a larger and more
diverse shopping offer, which can only be
achieved through significant change.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
preferred option.

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

Supports additional floor
space. Queries reference to
underperforming areas.

Additional shopping floor space – yes.
It is unclear what ‘large areas of underperforming land and property’ refers to.

Support for the preferred option is
welcomed.
Observation noted.

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Whitby’s solution is much
better for a small town

Whitby’s solution is much better for a
small town

Recommendation:
Provide better explanation/definition of
reference to ‘large areas of underperforming land and property’ in the PreSubmission Draft, to avoid ambiguity.
Observation noted.
However, Whitby has different
characteristics to Bridlington (and different
strengths, weaknesses and opportunities).
The Town Centre AAP, based on the
Regeneration Strategy for Bridlington,
provides a bespoke vision for Bridlington
Town Centre, which aims to both build on
the town’s distinctive assets, and tackle
Bridlington’s particular problems.

5375

Obvs

Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber

Evidence base suggests
limited case for more
convenience shopping.
Discouraging bulky goods
retail will need to be
considered in light of national
and regional policy where
there appears to be likely
conflict.

The evidence base suggests the case
for more convenience shopping must be
limited.
The preferred option for discouraging
bulky goods retail would need to be
considered and justified in the light of
national and regional policy, in particular
PPS6, which there appears likely to be
some conflict. If unjustified conflict or
conformity issues remain outstanding

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option..
The evidence base highlights that capacity
exists for around 2,100 sq.m gross of
additional convenience goods floorspace if
developed in superstore format, or 3,800
sq.m gross if developed in a smaller
supermarket format (up to 2016). The PreSubmission Draft will make provision for this
quantum of additional convenience goods
floorspace only.
Comment regarding bulky goods retail
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ID

5377

5380

5381

Type

Sup w
cond

Obj

Obj

Respondent

Mr Terry Morrell

Mr Cyril Oliver

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
this could bring the soundness of the
AAP into question.

Should involve demolition of
poor quality property, major
new complex, new traffic
arrangements and cooperation with Harbour
Commissioners.

This could only be achieved by
imaginative, confident and brave
foresight by everyone involved in the
future of the area. Demolition of poor
quality property, creation of a new major
complex, radical new traffic
arrangements and cooperation between
EYRC and the Harbour commissioners
are all key factors.

Coach park should not be
developed for retail but rather
include a transport
interchange. Remainder
should be used for offices or
motor trade, to release other
sites for residential
development.

Disagree, not necessarily, development
of the palace site is obviously a
requirement but the coach park site
should not be developed for retail
shops. The coach park should include a
transport interchange with coach drop
off and limited coach parking. The rest
of the area should include office
development and possible re-siting of
motor and motor trade outlets to liberate
their existing sites to be developed for
residential uses.
Disagree. Development of the palace
site with quality routes from the
transport interchange / coach drop off
point past Tesco and through Palace
development coupled with other
changes in Town Centre could possibly
satisfy Bridlington’s need for many
years to come.

Palace site should be
developed for transport
interchange

Response and recommendation
floorspace is accepted.
Recommendation:
Retail policy in the Pre-Submission Draft
should fully comply with higher order policy
including PPS6 – which discourages a
distinction between bulky goods retailing
and other comparison trading.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make clear the aims – and
the ways of achieving them – to improve
design standards for new property, to
encourage better maintenance of existing
property and to ensure that access to and
circulation within the Town Centre is efficient
and congestion is minimised
Objection noted.
The coach park is best developed as part of
a comprehensive approach to optimising the
value of the land in achieving the aims for
Bridlington’s regeneration.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred option.
The Evidence Base shows that Bridlington
Town Centre retains only 27% of the
spending available within its catchment area
on non-food retail goods. Spending is
principally lost to Scarborough Town Centre
and Hull City Centre.
It is essential to Bridlington’s overall
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
regeneration that it recovers trade lost to
competing centres. In order to achieve this,
the Town Centre needs a larger and more
diverse shopping offer.
Comment does not acknowledge the
evidence base, which shows that significant
change (through major development) is
needed to recover Bridlington’s
competitiveness.

5382

Sup

Mrs Elaine Oliver

5385

Sup

5387

Sup

5388

Obvs

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council
Mrs Barbara
Turner

Agree, much of the area is tatty and
needs removing or refurbishing.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

Agree, much of the area is
tatty and needs removing or
refurbishing.
Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Previously told big shops
would not come to town
because of small population.
Has this changed?

Some time ago we were told that big
shops would not come to Bridlington
because the resident population wasn’t
big enough to sustain them. Has this
position changed?

The evidence base highlights that capacity
exists for an additional 31,200 sq.m
(approx.) of gross retail floorspace (up to
2016). It also shows that Bridlington Town
Centre retains only 27% of the spending
available within its catchment area on nonfood retail goods. Spending is principally
lost to Scarborough Town Centre and Hull
City Centre. The comprehensive proposals
of the AAP will help attract larger stores.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID
5390

Type
Obj

Respondent
J D Twigg

Summary of Representation
Palace car park should be
retained. Should be direct link
from interchange to centre.
Redevelopment should be
gradual.

Full Representation
No development on the Palace car park.
This should remain in use for parking.
There should also be a direct route to
and from transport interchange to the
Town Centre. Gradual redevelopment is
required.

Response and recommendation
Replacement car parking facilities will be
provided to offset any development of
existing Town Centre car parks.
Issue 8 (Movement) of the Issues and
Options Draft AAP already makes provision
for the development of a new transport
interchange, and better public transport links
between the interchange, Town Centre and
Old Town.
Due to the scale of the project, development
in the Town Centre will be phased over time.
However, the AAP policies must make
provision for all intended components of the
development, in order to prevent the
emergence of piecemeal development that
does not comply with the AAP’s overall
vision.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.

5396

Obvs

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Independent retailers could be
penalised by large scale
redevelopment

Smaller independent retailers often live
above their shop and are likely to be
penalised by any large scale
redevelopment and the removal of

The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Removing the shopping centre designation
of certain secondary streets will not prevent
viable outlets located on these streets from
trading. Given the location of these streets
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ID

5401

Type

Obj

Respondent

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Summary of Representation

Do not extend retail circuit.
Town needs seaside shops
and quality shops. Discourage
shop shutters.

Full Representation
shopping centre designation for named
streets.

Do not extend the retail circuit.
Bridlington needs seaside shops, and
quality shops, rather than cheap tacky
rubbish. Discourage flexible shutters
which increase trade by showing wares
on sale 24 hours.

Response and recommendation
in close proximity to residential areas it is
anticipated that some of the streets will
continue to meet local shopping needs.
However, the advantage of removing the
shopping designation is that it will enable
struggling businesses to change their use
over time, where appropriate, to more viable
commercial and residential uses.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which finds that there is no retail circuit in
Bridlington, ie. no primary shopping route to
direct shoppers between retail anchors and
other shops. The lack of a clear retail circuit
contributes towards the underperformance
of the Town Centre’s shopping offer, and
compounds the problem of inadequate
representation from fashion multiples and
anchor stores.
It is essential to Bridlington’s overall
regeneration that it recovers trade lost to
competing centres. In order to achieve this,
the Town Centre needs a larger and more
diverse shopping offer, providing a balance
between different types of retail (including
tourist shops and quality fashion shops).
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ISSUE 7

SHOPPING AND RELATED TOWN CENTRE USES

Question 7 (c) Are there aspects of the Council’s preferred Town Centre redevelopment scheme that concern you? What are they and
What are the reasons for your concern?
ID
5355

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Concerned that vision will be
lost, to the detriment of the
regeneration of the retail area.

Full Representation
My main concern is that the vision will
be diluted and bits may get done but the
retail area as a whole will not be
regenerated because the vision is lost.

Response and recommendation
The Council is committed to facilitating the
regeneration of Bridlington, as set out in the
AAP. The process of preparing the Town
Centre AAP and its eventual adoption is
designed to provide a firm policy basis to
guide investors, developers, householders,
businesses and the Council in implementing
change in Bridlington. The changes
proposed are all supported by the evidence,
including on the deliverability of the
proposals as conceived.
Indeed, the AAP outlines an integrated
package of development and improvement
schemes in the town centre (to avoid the
detrimental effects of further piecemeal
development).

5359

Sup

5365

Obj

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Disagree

Disagree

Agree should redevelop
existing area.

Agree – Moving the Town Centre away
from its existing location will result in
more strain on the area, so should
redevelop existing area.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP intends that any proposed retail
development scheme will complement and
strengthen Bridlington’s existing retail offer
(and be integrated with it), creating a welllinked, competitive and appealing Town
Centre (for the benefit of both existing and
prospective businesses).
Recommendation:
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Is it too ambitious?

Is it too ambitious?

Response and recommendation
Pre-Submission Draft should include
measures to ensure Bridlington’s
established shopping areas are major
beneficiaries of any new Town Centre
development.
The AAP must be ambitious if it is to
successfully meet the challenges identified
in the Evidence Base and achieve its
objectives of regenerating the Town Centre.
Notwithstanding this, all of the proposals
outlined in the AAP are based upon detailed
analysis and research (presented in the
Evidence Base), and are intended to be
realisable.

5369

5372

Obj

Obvs

Mr R Lines

Mr Ian Thompson

Agree - Leave the market
where it is – it is a vibrant
centre.

Agree - Leave the market where it is – it
is a vibrant centre.

Why try to be a mini
Doncaster/Leeds/anywhere in
the country with cloned shops.

Why try to be a mini
Doncaster/Leeds/anywhere in the
country with cloned shops.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Bridlington Town Centre retains only 27% of
the spending available within its catchment
area on non-food retail goods. Spending is
principally lost to Scarborough Town Centre
and Hull City Centre.
It is essential to Bridlington’s overall
regeneration that it recovers trade lost to
competing centres. In order to achieve this,
the Town Centre needs a larger and more
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ID

5381

Type

Obj

Respondent

Bridlington
Protection Society
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Summary of Representation

Development needs to be
more gradual

Full Representation

Agree, it appears to be to ‘big bang’ and
requires many elements to fall into
place before the true benefits are
achieved. Bridlington needs to evolve in
a progressive way with developments
made in a way so that the town is not
virtually abandoned whilst the promised
‘new town’ is built.

Response and recommendation
diverse shopping offer, with greater
representation from national multiple
retailers to complement the already strong
representation from independent operators
in the Town Centre.
Recommendation:
The Town Centre AAP provides a bespoke
vision for Bridlington Town Centre, which
aims to encourage sensitive development
that will both build on the town’s distinctive
assets, and create new landmark
developments, in line with the aspirations of
the town’s residents and businesses. The
Pre-Submission Draft should further
emphasise the AAP’s aim to regenerate
Bridlington, whilst retaining (and
strengthening) the town’s unique identity.
Progressive, piecemeal development has
some advantages, namely it would minimise
disruption to the Town Centre. However,
the evidence suggests that the significant
changes that are required to improve
Bridlington’s competitiveness would take
much longer to happen under this marketled approach, and indeed are not
guaranteed to happen at all.
Regeneration on the scale that is needed in
Bridlington is thus unlikely to take place
within an acceptable timetable if a
progressive approach is taken.
Recommendation:
Pre-Submission Draft should include
measures to ensure Bridlington’s
established shopping areas are major
beneficiaries of any new Town Centre
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
development.

5385

Obj

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

Agree, Gypsey Race
development should be
integral

Agree, Gypsey Race development
should be integral

Issue 2 (Regeneration of Bridlington Town
Centre) of the Issues and Options Draft AAP
proposes that the Gypsey Race be reopened to form an integral part of the Town
Centre redevelopment scheme (providing a
spine for the new development).

5390

5391

Obj

Obvs

J D Twigg

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Need should be properly
determined to avoid
empty/derelict property

Close Prince Street to Traffic

Agree. We need people to be coming
here and to keep coming back. The
need should be determined before
jumping the gun because we may end
up with empty and derelict properties

Close Prince Street to Traffic

Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on proposals to re-open
the Gypsey Race. More detail on the design
criteria of the Race will be provided in the
Draft Town Centre SPD.
Accepted. The evidence base highlights
that capacity exists for an additional 31,200
sq.m (approx.) of gross retail floorspace (up
to 2016). All of the proposals outlined in the
AAP are based upon detailed analysis and
research (presented in the Evidence Base),
and are intended to be realisable.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
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SHOPPING AND RELATED TOWN CENTRE USES

Question 7 (d) Do you agree that more pedestrianisation is needed in the shopping core? What would you like to see and why?
ID
5351

Type
Sup

5352

Sup

5355

Sup

5358

Sup w
cond

5359

Sup

5365

Sup

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Agree- but also need adequate
parking.

Full Representation
Pedestrianisation plus multi-storey
parking is essential.

Response and recommendation
Accepted that pedestrianisation needs to be
accompanied by improvements in the
number, siting and quality of parking
provision.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.

Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

Agree – it works well in York.

Yes. It works in York very well.

More pedestrianisation is
needed.

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

No further pedestrianisation
unless Park and Ride
confirmed.

More pedestrianisation is needed and
wherever it is proposed there seems to
always be opposition which is totally
forgotten after about 2 years and the
benefits are recognised.
No more pedestrianisation unless there
is a firm commitment to the Park &
Ride.

Support is welcomed. The Council is
committed to the provision of the Park and
Ride.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.

Agree – Pedestrianise
promenade, turn the bus
station into a multi storey car

Agree – Pedestrianise the promenade
and turn the bus station into a multi
storey car park.

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
park.

Full Representation

Response and recommendation

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Just fewer cars would help and
wider pavements where
possible

Just fewer cars would help and wider
pavements where possible

Observation noted. The AAP intends to
enhance pedestrian priority in the Town
Centre using a variety of techniques,
including restricting the road space for
vehicles and widening pavements.

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

5380

5381

Sup

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Agree – and more covered
shopping areas.
More car parking and shorter
walking distances

Supports creation of traffic free
Town Centre

Town Centre should be won
back from car and made more
accessible

Agree – and more covered shopping
areas.
More car parking facilities. Shorter
distances to walk to destinations.

Certainly agree. Manor Street (north
end), Chapel Street (from Marshall
Ave.), Cross Street, Garrison Street
(south end) and Prince Street plus
existing King Street. Creating a real
traffic free Town Centre.

The town should be won back from the
car and should be come more
accessible to pedestrians and those in
wheelchairs.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.
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ID
5382

5384

5385

Type
Sup

Obvs

Respondent
Mrs Elaine Oliver

Mr Alan Killick

Summary of Representation
Agree, most of Town Centre
should be pedestrianised

Conflict between pedestrians
and motor traffic on a number
of roads – some means of
segregation neccessary

Sup
w
cond

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

Agree, subject to adjacent
parking facilities.

5390

Sup

J D Twigg

Agree Town Centre needs to
be more pedestrian friendly

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Disagree. Relocate funfair to
Wilsthorpe.

Full Representation
Agree, most of the Town Centre should
be pedestrianised to make it more user
friendly and attract more people to the
town.

There is a conflict between pedestrian
and motor traffic on Bridge Street, Quay
Road, Chapel Street and Promenade.
Some means of segregation, if not
pedestrianisation, needs to be found.

Agree, subject to adjacent parking
facilities.

Agree. Town needs to be more
pedestrian friendly as the majority of
visitors and residents are elderly or
young families.
Disagree. Relocate funfair to
Wilsthorpe.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Observation noted. The AAP intends to
enhance pedestrian priority in the Town
Centre using a variety of techniques,
including restricting the road space for
vehicles, widening pavements, or full
pedestrianisation where warranted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.

Does not concur with national planning
policy which directs development for tourism
uses to Town Centres in the first instance,
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ID

5397

5999

Type

Obvs

Obvs

Respondent

Mr P Williams

Carnaby Parish
Council

Summary of Representation

Parking is a problem

Existing provisions should be
better utilised

Full Representation

Parking is a big problem – Hildethorpe
road needs to be retained. Buses at
ground level – then multi storey above
for cars.

Do not necessarily consider more
pedestrianisation is required – just
better utilisation of existing provisions.

Response and recommendation
and only to out-of-centre sites where other
material considerations indicate that it is
merited (which is not the case in this
instance).
Recommendation:
The allocation of land at Wilsthorpe for
tourist uses will be considered in more detail
by the Council during preparation of the
borough-wide Site Allocations Development
Plan Document.
Observation regarding car parking provision
in the Town Centre is noted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Observation noted. The AAP intends to
enhance pedestrian priority in the Town
Centre using a variety of techniques,
including restricting the road space for
vehicles, enhancing the pedestrian
environment, widening pavements, or full
pedestrianisation where warranted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
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ISSUE 7

SHOPPING AND RELATED TOWN CENTRE USES

Question 7 (e) Do you agree that it would be helpful to remove the protection from non-shopping use on the secondary streets that
lead away from the Town Centre core? If not, why not? What is your alternative suggestion for improving these areas?
ID
5352

5355

5358

Type
Sup

Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Mr Peter Collins

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Summary of Representation
Create accommodation on
town perimeters.

Need more careful thought.

Secondary streets could be
used by smaller shops.

Full Representation
Reduce numbers of DHSS to use town
centre accommodation. Create
accommodation on town perimeters.

This needs careful thought because I
think much needs to be done in regard
to how people follow a route round the
town centre shops. At the moment you
tend to wander without much purpose or
direction. The use of secondary streets
could make this worse or better
depending on how much careful thought
was put into it.

Secondary streets could be used by
smaller shops.

Response and recommendation
Removing the shopping centre designation
of certain secondary streets would enable
struggling businesses to change their use
over time, where appropriate, to more viable
commercial or residential uses.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The Council accepts the need for careful
thought, but also stresses that the evidence
shows the dispersal of the shopping over a
wide area dissipates spending to the
disadvantage of the centre as a whole.
Recommendation:
Proposals in the AAP for encouraging
change of use on the secondary shopping
streets should recognise the risks entailed,
and focus on encouraging change of use
over time to allow the shift in role to be
absorbed gradually.
Removing the shopping centre designation
of certain secondary streets will not prevent
viable outlets located on these streets from
trading. Given the location of these streets
in close proximity to residential areas it is
anticipated that some of the streets will
continue to meet local shopping needs.
However, the advantage of removing the
shopping designation is that it will enable
struggling businesses to change their use
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ID

Type

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
over time, where appropriate, to more viable
commercial and residential uses.

Agree

Agree

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Obvs

Mr R Gould

People do like to wander down
small streets just off the Town
Centre, particularly in a small
town.

People do like to wander down small
streets just off the Town Centre,
particularly in a small town.

Observation noted.

Local shops still needed.

Local shops still needed.

Sup

5365
5366

5369

Summary of Representation

Recommendation:
Proposals in the AAP for encouraging
change of use on the secondary shopping
streets should recognise the risks entailed,
and focus on encouraging change of use
over time to allow the shift in role to be
absorbed gradually.
Support is welcomed.

5359

5368

Respondent

Obvs

Sup

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Mr R Lines

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Removing the shopping centre designation
of certain secondary streets will not prevent
viable outlets located on these streets from
trading. Given the location of these streets
in close proximity to residential areas it is
anticipated that some of the streets will
continue to meet local shopping needs.
However, the advantage of removing the
shopping designation is that it will enable
struggling businesses to change their use
over time, where appropriate, to more viable
commercial and residential uses.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
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ID
5372

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Ian Thompson

Summary of Representation
Would lead to closure of
secondary shops

Full Representation
Disagree. This will close the secondary
shops that cannot afford high rents by
making parking impossible. The car
parking zone will come into operation so
cars will not move all day.

Response and recommendation
Removing the shopping centre designation
of certain secondary streets will not prevent
viable outlets located on these streets from
trading. The advantage of removing the
shopping designation is that it will enable
struggling businesses to change their use
over time, where appropriate, to more viable
commercial and residential uses.
Observation on parking noted.

5380

5381

Sup w
cond

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Agree, if retail use no longer
appropriate then we should
legislate to retain it.

There needs to be a policy that
defines the uses of properties
on the main streets.

Agree, if retail use no longer appropriate
then we should legislate to retain it.

There needs to be a policy that defines
the uses of properties on the main
streets.

Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Removing the shopping centre designation
of certain secondary streets will not prevent
viable outlets located on these streets from
trading. Given the location of these streets
in close proximity to residential areas it is
anticipated that some of the streets will
continue to meet local shopping needs.
However, the advantage of removing the
shopping designation is that it will enable
struggling businesses to change their use
over time, where appropriate, to more viable
commercial and residential uses.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP will put in place a sequential
approach within Bridlington for the location
of shopping and other Town Centre uses,
ensuring that the sequential approach
supports the delivery of the AAP objectives
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ID

Type

5385

Sup

5390

Sup

Respondent

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)
J D Twigg

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
Clarify policy on siting of Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.

Shopping areas should be
defined and not allowed to
spread aimlessly around

Shopping areas should be defined and
not allowed to spread aimlessly around.

Support is welcomed.
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SHOPPING AND RELATED TOWN CENTRE USES

Question 7 (f) Do you agree that the protection for ‘seaside uses’ on the Town Centre section of the Promenade should be removed?
If not, what are your reasons? How do you propose this area be improved? What are your ideas for reducing the adverse effects of
seasonal congestion on the normal functions of the Town Centre?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Always be a need for seaside
uses.

Full Representation
There will always be a need for ‘seaside
uses’. However, out of season shops
etc should be left in good order and
maintained.

Response and recommendation
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The AAP does not
aim to reduce tourist spending in the town,
but to better manage the seasonal surge,
and encourage additional types of tourist
activity, in particular non-seasonal visitor
markets.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.

5352

5355

Obvs

Sup

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Mr Peter Collins

Relocate Park and Ride
scheme and seaside uses.

Agree that protection should
be removed.

Relocate Park and Ride to Strawberry
Fields and put ‘seaside uses’
entertainments to South Shore car park
area.

I agree that protection should be
removed mostly so that this part of town
can feel like it is part of the retail centre

More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Development at South Shore is an issue no
longer pertinent to the Town Centre AAP;
the Council will take the comments into
account in preparing the other relevant parts
of the Local Development Framework.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed. The Council will
consider the routing of the land train through
more of the Town Centre, particularly as
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ID

Type

5359

Sup

5365

Sup

Respondent

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
and not just a seasonal retail
experience. I think the promenade
certainly in the summer months should
be car free with either land train or bus
constantly running. Why does the land
train service have to be confined to the
promenade? Why can’t it service the
retail town centre area?

Agree

Agree

Agree – Regents Terrace /
Fort Terrace Gardens close to
the bus station, with multi
storey car park above.

Agree – Regents Terrace / Fort Terrace
Gardens close to the bus station, with
multi storey car park above.

Response and recommendation
more pedestrianisation is introduced.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for an alternative, year-round
use is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.

5368

Sup

Mrs Margaret
Lines

More gardens & open spaces,
with shelters or at least wind
breaks.

More gardens & open spaces, with
shelters or at least wind breaks.

More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestions for alternative, year-round uses
are noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
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ID

5369

5372

Type

Obj

Obvs

Respondent

Mr R Lines

Mr Ian Thomspon

Summary of Representation

Disagree

The normal function should be
to cater for congestion and be
worried when it is quiet

Full Representation

Disagree, but a limited development at
Wilsthorpe would help.

The normal function should be to cater
for congestion and be worried when it is
quiet

Response and recommendation
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Does not concur with national planning
policy which directs development for tourism
uses to Town Centres in the first instance,
and only to out-of-centre sites where other
material considerations indicate that it is
merited (which is not the case in this
instance).
Recommendation:
The allocation of land at Wilsthorpe for
tourist uses will be considered in more detail
by the Council during preparation of the
borough-wide Site Allocations Development
Plan Document.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that tourism makes to the
economy of Bridlington. The AAP does not
aim to reduce tourist spending in the town,
but to better manage the seasonal surge,
and encourage additional types of tourist
activity, in particular non-seasonal visitor
markets.
Recommendation:
Clarify the strategic objectives of the AAP,
with regard to tourism. Reiterate the
benefits tourism currently brings to
Bridlington, and explain how this can be
developed in the future, through better
management of the seasonal surge and
diversification of the tourism market if
necessary.
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ID
5380

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation
Prefers control and
improvement of the area as
now.

Full Representation
If removal then creates a mish-mash of
developments for years ahead the
answer is no. I prefer control,
enforcement and limiting the area as
now. There is need to improve what is
there and create some screening. With
pedestrianisation as above which
removes the traffic I don’t see seasonal
congestion providing, of course, we
make the car parking provisions.

Response and recommendation
Observation noted.
The AAP intends to enhance pedestrian
priority in the Town Centre using a variety of
techniques, including restricting the road
space for vehicles, enhancing the pedestrian
environment, widening pavements, or full
pedestrianisation where warranted.
Comment regarding the requirement for
additional car parking facilities is accepted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Is removal feasible? It is a
popular attraction and should
be controlled and shielded

There is a view held by many residents
that the funfair etc should be moved.
There cannot be justification for removal
of the ‘seaside uses’ if that results in
other uses not compatible with what is
established. Is this feasible proposition?
It appears not too many and is a
popular attraction, however it should
controlled, regulations enforced and
somehow shielded.

Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Suggestion regarding the funfair is noted.
The AAP recognises the important
contribution that ‘bucket and spade’ tourism
makes to the economy of Bridlington. The
AAP does not aim to reduce tourist spending
in the town, but to better manage the
seasonal surge, and encourage additional
types of tourist activity, in particular nonseasonal visitor markets.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
in more detail the types of change in use
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ID

5382

5385

5390

5392

Type

Sup

Sup

Sup

Obvs

Respondent

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Summary of Representation

Agree, would benefit from
becoming quality dining area.
Seasonal congestion can be
overcome by pedestrianisation
and sufficient car parking

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

Agree. Require traffic and
parking management.

J D Twigg

Funfair should be removed –
more bad weather provision

Miss Meg Gilpin

The promenade would
become more attractive with

Full Representation

Agree, presumably including Harbour
Road, which would benefit from
becoming a higher quality dining area.
The seasonal congestion would be
overcome by the pedestrianisation of
the Town Centre with the provision of
sufficient parking for the resident’s and
visitor’s use.

Agree. Require traffic and parking
management.

The funfair should be removed and not
allowed to dominate. There should be
more bad weather provision.

The promenade would become more
attractive with more seaside uses.

Response and recommendation
that will be appropriate at the Seafront, as
well as how such change will be delivered
and over what timescale.
More detail on potential opportunities for the
Seafront will also be provided in the Draft
Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP anticipates that many of the
proposed, year-round uses (for example;
restaurants, a winter garden) will incorporate
appropriate shelter.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which highlights the seasonal draw of the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
more seaside uses.

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
‘bucket and spade’ tourist facilities on the
seafront, which results in a ‘seasonal surge’
and congestion around the Town Centre in
the summer months, and an area of limited
activity with lost potential in the winter
months.
Achieving a balance between the seasonal
use of the area and all-year round
attractions will be important in achieving the
AAP’s aims for Bridlington’s regeneration.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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SHOPPING AND RELATED TOWN CENTRE USES

Question 7 (g) Do you agree that the market might better be located elsewhere than King Street? What are your preferences and why?
ID
5352

5355

5358

5359

Type
Sup

Sup w
cond

Obvs

Obj

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Relocate to Coach Park or
Dukes Park.

Full Representation
Use refurbished Coach Park or use
Dukes Park (it is the centre of
Bridlington). Improve and provide
facilities.

Market should be located in a
square. Old bus station is a
potential site.

The market needs to be in a square
rather than a street. I also think the
opportunity should be taken to consider
an indoor market. The old bus station is
a good site but I’m not sure it is the right
one for the market.

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Does not know where the
Market could be relocated to.

Does not know where the Market could
be relocated to.

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Disagree – King Street popular
and convenient location

Disagree – Market days in King Street
are the only days that anyone is
attracted to that area. It is very
convenient to have the market in the
Town Centre.

Response and recommendation
The Council notes support for the principle
of relocating the market.
Recommendation:
The AAP will make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street
Support for principle of relocation welcomed.
Recommendation:
The AAP will make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Observation is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP will make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Objection regarding relocation of the market
is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Not sure – have the market
traders been canvassed?

Not sure – have the market traders
been canvassed?

5369

5372

5377

Obj

Obj

Sup
w
cond

Mr R Lines

Mr Ian Thompson

Mr Terry Morrell

Disagree - Leave the market
where it is, it is a vibrant
centre.

Market works well in this
location and would not thrive
elsewhere

Market should only be moved
when it has outgrown its
existing site

Disagree - Leave the market where it is,
it is a vibrant centre.

When will it be admitted that the
experiment to pedestrianise King Street
has not worked for the last 15-20 years.
This should be returned to the
traditional type Market Town street that
it was. The market has worked well at
this location and will not thrive in
another location.
The success of the town would make
the market out grow its existing site.
Only then should a move to the station
car park or park and ride site be

Response and recommendation
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Objection regarding relocation of the market
is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Objection regarding relocation of the market
is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Observation regarding relocation of the
market is noted.
Recommendation:
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
considered

5380

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

King Street seems to be the
best choice.

Where? Not the bus station site. This
should be parking. Possibly Prince
Street but that may have better uses
when pedestrianised. King street seems
to be the best choice. However if the
town square is pursued in the King
Street/Manor Street area the market will
be in the way or will restrict big events
on market days. One possibility is end
of the Palace site (with levels adjusted)
nearest to and with entries from
Prospect Street as well as redeveloped
Palace area. Trader parking
underneath.
King Street is the best location. The bus
station site is too remote.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Society
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

King Street is the best location

5382

Obvs

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Agree – possibly to part of the
Palace site development

Agree, possible part of the Palace site
development at Prospect Street level
with fixed stalls available for charity use
on non market days. This could
possibly be accessed from Prospect
Street through an arcade-type entrance.

Response and recommendation
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Observations regarding relocation of the
market are noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.

Objection regarding relocation of the market
is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Observation regarding relocation of the
market is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than

233

ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
King Street.

5384

Sup
w
cond

Mr Alan Killick

Relocate to new town square if
this is created

If a new ‘town square’ is created, this
should be the location of the market.
Beverley’s two markets provide an ideal
example of how a market creates a
focus in a central open space.

Observation regarding relocation of the
market is noted.

5385

5390

5392

Obj

Obj

Obj

Lloyd Dowson Ltd
(David William
Dowson)

J D Twigg

Miss Meg Gilpin

Disagree, it’s ok where it is.

King Street is the best
location.

King Street is traditional and
usable – suggested bus
station location is wrong

Disagree, it’s ok where it is.

King Street is the best location.

The King Street market is traditional and
usable. The suggested bus station
location the wrong one. There are no
toilets.

Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Objection regarding relocation of the market
is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Objection regarding relocation of the market
is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Objection regarding relocation of the market
is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5395

Obvs

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Agree to Hilderthorpe Road
coach park

Agree, at Hilderthorpe Road Coach
Park, where there is plenty space and
car parking and good road and rail links.

5396

Sup

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Would be a sensible move

5999

Obj

Carnaby Parish
Council

Market on King Street is well
situated but should be
enhanced

Moving the market to occupy part of the
bus station would be seen as a sensible
move, especially if the stall holders
could be provided with better protection
from the weather.
The market on King Street is well
situated, but could be enhanced in
terms of quality and variety of product it
offers to residents and visitors.

Response and recommendation
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Observation regarding relocation of the
market is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
Support is welcomed.

Objection regarding relocation of the market
is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make no provision for the
relocation of the market, until further
evidence can be provided (and consulted
upon) of alternative locations in the Town
Centre that will work as well or better than
King Street.
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ISSUE 8

TRANSPORT

Question 8 (a) Are the objectives for movement comprehensive and correct? Are there any you disagree with? Why? Have any been
omitted? What and why?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
A615 town approach
congested- bottleneck onto
Hilderthorpe Road.

Full Representation
Town approaches via A615 regularly
(season or otherwise) often blocked.
Traffic moving onto Hilderthorpe Road
becomes a bottleneck. This town
approach was an ERYC plan – that
does not work.

Response and recommendation
The observation is noted. The AAP
recognises the importance of reducing traffic
congestion in Bridlington Town Centre. The
AAP proposes a package of integrated
transport measures, designed to relieve
traffic congestion and improve all forms of
transport (including public transport, cycling
and walking) within the Town Centre, linked
by a new transport interchange.
Improvements to dual carriageways and
motorways outside of Bridlington are not
part of the remit of the Town Centre AAP.

5352

Obvs

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Provision of new bus routes.

More, cheaper, smaller, air conditioned
buses rotating around town from car
parks to shopping facilities to local
destinations.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining reconsidering the signage
on the approach roads to divert traffic away
from the Town Centre that is not destined for
it.
Observation regarding improvements to bus
routes is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
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ID
5355

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Agrees with the objectives.

5358

Obvs

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Delivery vans block streets
within the Town during much
of the day.

Sup
w
cond

Mr Michael Jones
of Sanderson
Weatherall on
behalf on the
Royal Mail

Supportive - draws attention to
operational requirements.

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

Agree

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Marton Road very congested,
Traffic lights at Scarborough
Road roundabout.

5364

Full Representation
The objectives are good and the funding
just acquired should be regarded as the
first step.
Delivery vans block streets within the
Town during much of the day.

Although initiatives that mitigate
transport impacts and road safety are
welcomed, would like to emphasis that
our client requires 24 hour unrestricted
access to their site at 15-17 Quay Road,
Bridlington. We would like to ensure that
any such initiatives will not affect the
operations of our client.
Agree

5380

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree

Agree, but doubts the need for cycling
given the town’s population structure.
Marton Road is becoming very
congested especially at school leaving
and arrival times. Scarborough Road
roundabout would be better if traffic
lights controlled the flow.
Agree

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Removing traffic flows should
be included.

Removing traffic flows should be
included.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted. The Council accepts that
unrestricted loading hours are problematic
and proposes to consult on new traffic
regulation orders to support the AAP’s
delivery in due course.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
Ensure that initiatives do not adversely
affect operational requirements of Royal
Mail at 15-17 Quay Street.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP recognises the importance of
reducing traffic congestion in Bridlington
Town Centre. Whilst the AAP cannot

237

ID

Type

5385

Sup

5390

Obvs

Respondent

David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
J D Twigg

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Agree

Agree

Remove traffic flows and stop
the narrowing of road.

By removing traffic flows and stop the
narrowing of road which causes
congestion.

Response and recommendation
reduce the traffic flow itself, provision is
made to divert traffic from the Town Centre
to a park and ride facility at South Shore.
Changes are also proposed to the
directional signage in Bridlington, with the
aim of separating, before it gets close to the
Town Centre, the traffic that is destined for
the Town Centre, from traffic that is destined
to points north or south of the town.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP recognises the importance of
reducing traffic congestion in Bridlington
Town Centre. Whilst the AAP cannot
reduce the traffic flow itself, provision is
made to divert traffic from the Town Centre
to a park and ride facility at South Shore.
Changes are also proposed to the
directional signage in Bridlington, with the
aim of separating, before it gets close to the
Town Centre, the traffic that is destined for
the Town Centre, from traffic that is destined
to points north or south of the town.
The AAP also proposes a number of
junction improvements and road widening
schemes, designed to alleviate traffic
congestion in the Town Centre.

238

ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Disagree. Integrated transport
ignored.

Disagree. Integrated transport ignored.

5396

Sup

5400

Obvs

5402

Obvs

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)
Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast Primary
Care Trust (Mr
Neil Griffiths)

Mrs A Vincent

We agree with the preferred
option.

We agree with the preferred option.

More consideration of public
transport needs to health care
facilities needed.

More consideration of public transport
needs to health care facilities in the
area is needed. This would include links
to Bridlington Hospital as well as further
a field (Scarborough and Hull Royal
Infirmary). Where possible I would like
to see most areas of Bridlington
connected directly with the hospital.

Long term improvement to the
artery road A164 needed.
Delays between Howden and
Bridlington. at peak times.

Long term improvement to the artery
road A164. To include dual
carriageways on one side, both ways at
intervals where there are no joining
roadways. E.g. Naffferton to B1249
roundabout.

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
The AAP proposes a package of integrated
transport measures, designed to relieve
traffic congestion and improve all forms of
transport (including public transport, cycling
and walking) within the Town Centre, linked
by a new transport interchange.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

Observation noted.
The AAP makes provision for a number of
public transport enhancements, including
improvements to the bus network (improving
the frequency and circuit of services) and
development of a new transport interchange.
Recommendation:
No change required
Improvements to dual carriageways and
motorways outside of Bridlington are not
part of the remit of the Town Centre AAP.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
Traffic is taking up to 40min longer at
peak times to travel between Howden
and Bridlington. You need to impress on
the government the urgency of the
transport system improvements in the
county.

Response and recommendation
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ISSUE 8

TRANSPORT

Question 8 (b) Do you agree that a park and ride at South Cliff will be beneficial in reducing congestion in the Town Centre? If not,
why not? Are there any aspects of the proposed park and ride that concern you? If so, what and why?
ID
5352

5355

5359

Type
Obj

Obvs

Sup

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Mr Peter Collins

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Summary of Representation
Disagree- Strawberry Fields a
better location.

Agree- proposal at South Cliff
is good, but should be part of a
wider package of measures
aimed at relieving congestion.

Agree

Full Representation
Park and Ride? ‘Strawberry Fields’ a
better location.

The South Cliff development is good but
it needs the relocation of the funfair
aspects of tourism to partly counter the
mass exodus towards the town. It will
only work in relieving congestion if seen
in conjunction with other measures. As
long as parking is allowed on South
Marine Drive for instance you will
always get people driving around on the
off chance of finding a space. When
there is no space they add to the
problem by having top circumnavigate
back around the centre.
Agree

Response and recommendation
Objection noted. However, the detailed
transport study which forms part of the
Evidence Base shows that, all matters
considered, South Cliff is the optimal
location for achieving the aims of reducing
congestion in the Town Centre, while also
ensuring users of the Town Centre are in
easy reach of it. Furthermore, no alternative
option for siting a park and ride performed
as well given the balance of costs and
benefits.
The Park and Ride site, however, is outside
the Town Centre AAP boundary, and
therefore the AAP will not contain such a
site allocation.
Support for a park and ride scheme at South
Beach is welcomed. The AAP proposes a
package of integrated transport measures,
designed to relieve traffic congestion and
improve all forms of transport (including
public transport, cycling and walking) within
the Town Centre, linked by a new transport
interchange.
The Park and Ride site, however, is outside
the Town Centre AAP boundary, and
therefore the AAP will not contain such a
site allocation.
Support is welcomed.
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5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

5369

Sup
w
cond

Mr R Lines

Agree, but do not develop it as
‘Bridlington’s Seaside Resort’.

Agree, but do not develop it as
‘Bridlington’s Seaside Resort’.

Support for the park and ride facility is
welcomed.
The issue of developing tourist facilities at
South Beach is no longer pertinent to the
Town Centre AAP; but the comment will be
taken into account in preparation of the Core
Strategy and Site Allocations Development
Plan Documents.

5372

5377

Obvs

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

Mr Terry Morrell

South Cliff is only suitable for
visitors coming from Hull
Road.

Park and ride can come on
stream quickly. It is also
important that a frequent land
train is used.

The people living on the north side of
the town will not drive to park at South
Cliff. It is unlikely that people living on
the south side would go further out of
town to park. South Cliff is only suitable
for visitors coming from Hull Road.

With the £4.9m funding, the creation of
a new park and ride facility and entry
road scheme can come on stream
quickly. It is also important that a
frequent land train is used. Here a
monorail, similar to one used at
Flamingo Park and could be used out of
hours if it was driverless.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Observation noted. However, the detailed
transport study which forms part of the
Evidence Base shows that, all matters
considered, South Cliff is the optimal
location for achieving the aims of reducing
congestion in the Town Centre, while also
ensuring users of the Town Centre are in
easy reach of it. Furthermore, no alternative
option for siting a park and ride performed
as well given the balance of costs and
benefits.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
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5378

5380

5381

Sup
w
cond

Sup

Sup

Yorkshire Forward
(Mrs Lucy
Mitchell)

Mr Cyril Oliver

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Agree. Would like further
commentary on potential
impacts on surrounding area.

Agree

Agree

Yorkshire Forward is in agreement with
the objectives and preferred options in
the AAP.
Would like to see further commentary in
the AAP in relation to the potential
impacts of the site upon its surrounding
area (paragraph 6.12). In addition more
detailed proposals in support of
paragraph 5.55 of the AAP would be
welcomed, regarding how the ecological
and landscape value of the South
Beach Area will be protected.
Agree. Concern over connections
between the park and ride and other
areas. Suggest alternatives to simply
providing a bus park and ride to ‘x’ in
the town. We need a distributor bus
service including Old Town, Limekiln
Lane, Sewerby etc
Agree, it should reduce the number of
cars driving around looking for a parking
spot. It does not and should not provide
parking for those who have a need to
park close to the Town Centre.
Consultation should be held to deal with
the bus/ land train services to be
provided and the parking charges to be
levied at the site and elsewhere in
Bridlington.

Support for the preferred option is
welcomed.
The issue of developing tourist facilities at
South Beach is no longer pertinent to the
Town Centre AAP; but the comment will be
taken into account in preparation of the Core
Strategy and Site Allocations Development
Plan Documents.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support for the park and ride facility is
welcomed.
Comment regarding the requirement for
additional car parking facilities in the Town
Centre is accepted.
Further information on the bus/land train
services to be provided (between the Park
and Ride facility and the Town Centre), and
car parking charges will be provided and
consulted upon as part of the PreSubmission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
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proposed Town Centre uses.

5382

Sup

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Agree

Agree, but the site is already a car park,
and additional facilities are required
adjacent to the Town Centre area.

The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement (and
parking charges) and public transport
enhancement schemes.
Support for the park and ride facility is
welcomed.
The requirement for additional car parking
facilities in the Town Centre is accepted.

5384

Obvs

5385

Sup

5389

Obvs

Mr Alan Killick

David Willaim
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)

Use of the land train for the park and
ride causes concern, as it is slow,
undignified and open to the elements.

Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Observation noted. Links between the Town
Centre and the Park and Ride facility will
also be provided by frequent bus services.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

The park and ride will not cater
for visitors from the north.

The park and ride will not cater for
visitors from the north.

Use of land train causes
concern.

Observation noted. However, the detailed
transport study which forms part of the
Evidence Base shows that, all matters
considered, South Cliff is the optimal
location for achieving the aims of reducing
congestion in the Town Centre, while also
ensuring users of the Town Centre are in
easy reach of it. Furthermore, no alternative
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option for siting a park and ride performed
as well given the balance of costs and
benefits.

5390

Sup
w
cond

J D Twigg

Agree, it should provide more
Town Centre parking.

Agree, it should provide more Town
Centre parking. There should also be a
transport interchange with multi-storey
car parking. Define beach parking within
walking distance of the beaches. Stop
visitors wandering around looking for a
parking space. Park and ride is
inconvenient for visitors and residents.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Comment regarding the requirement for
additional car parking facilities in the Town
Centre is accepted.
The AAP makes provision for a new
transport interchange and multi-storey car
parking. The AAP proposes a package of
transport measures designed to reduce
traffic congestion in the Town Centre, partly
through reducing visitor/resident traffic
circulating to find parking spaces.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Disagree, should be on the
seaward side of Hull Road.

Disagree. In the wrong place. Should
be on the seaward side of Hull road
between the south shore village turn off
and Wilsthorpe roundabout.

The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Observation noted. However, the detailed
transport study which forms part of the
Evidence Base shows that, all matters
considered, South Cliff is the optimal
location for achieving the aims of reducing
congestion in the Town Centre, while also
ensuring users of the Town Centre are in
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easy reach of it. Furthermore, no alternative
option for siting a park and ride performed
as well given the balance of costs and
benefits.

5394

5395

Obj

Sup
w
cond

Ellis Family

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Park and Ride needed but
Carnaby Industrial Estate a
better location.

Suggests Park and Ride from
Carnaby.

A Park and Ride site is probably
required, but South Cliff is definitely not
the right place for it. Channelling all of
the traffic to the cliff edge will not solve
any problems. The Park and Ride
should use Carnaby Industrial Estate
area where there many unused factory
sites and good road connections.

Partly, but suggests Park and Ride from
Carnaby using the light railway system
directly into Bridlington Railway Station.
This would have far less congestion,
and as the railway lines are there they
should be used more.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Observation noted. However, the detailed
transport study which forms part of the
Evidence Base shows that, all matters
considered, South Cliff is the optimal
location for achieving the aims of reducing
congestion in the Town Centre, while also
ensuring users of the Town Centre are in
easy reach of it. Furthermore, no alternative
option for siting a park and ride performed
as well given the balance of costs and
benefits.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Observation noted. However, the detailed
transport study which forms part of the
Evidence Base shows that, all matters
considered, South Cliff is the optimal
location for achieving the aims of reducing
congestion in the Town Centre, while also
ensuring users of the Town Centre are in
easy reach of it. Furthermore, no alternative
option for siting a park and ride performed
as well given the balance of costs and
benefits.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.

246

5396

Sup

5999

Sup

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)
Carnaby Parish
Council (Mr Dale
Chapman)

We have long argued for this.

We have long argued for this.

Support is welcomed.

In full support of the proposed
park and ride location.

In full support of the proposed park and
ride location.

Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 8

TRANSPORT

Question 8 (c) Do you agree that car parking provision in the Town Centre needs to be improved? Do you believe that additional and
better provision – replacing numbers that would be lost from redeveloping the Palace Car Park and adding spaces for the new
development – would go a long way to meeting the need for improvements? If not, why not? What are your preferred solutions?
ID
5351

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Multi-storey car park at
Beaconsfield is overdue.

Full Representation
Multi-storey car park at Beaconsfield is
overdue and elsewhere.

5352

Sup

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Agrees- need better quality
parking.

5355

Obvs

Mr Peter Collins

Need to be more clear as to
whom the additional parking is
for.

Better quality parking (more expensive)
for choice with advertising for cheaper
‘park and ride’.
You need to be clear who the parking is
for. Is it for residents who want to shop?
Or visitors who want to park up and
avoid walking. Bus and road train
services could be developed much
more over a wider area than the current
dedicated road routes.

5359

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Agree; make Palace car park
and bus station multi storey.

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

5366

Sup

Mr R Gould

Agree

Agree - Resident parking zones should
be removed or at the very least let non
residents park for 2 hours as 1 hour
parking is not long enough to do any
shopping in the town. The Oxford
Street park is ok if you are spending the
day in town but just too far out for the
local shopper. Make Palace Car Park
and Bus Station Multi Storey Parking.
Keep all car parking charges to bare
minimum and some free in the winter
months.
Agree
Agree. Better car parking provision in
central Bridlington should be a top
priority.

Response and recommendation
The Council welcomes support for the notion
of decked parking, and will consider the
Beaconsfield option.
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
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ID
5368

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mrs Margaret
Lines

Summary of Representation
Multi storey parking needed.

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Agree, with additional parking
floors.
More car parking space
required

5378

5380

Sup w
cond

Sup
w
cond

Yorkshire Forward
(Mrs Lucy
Mitchell)

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agrees with the proposed
parking options.

The Palace re-development
needs parking, other schemes
need activating.

Full Representation
Multi-storey parking is needed. For
example one deck above the coach
park and one above the palace car park
area.
Agree, but any redevelopment could
have a parking floor within it
The places lost by pedestrianising King
Street and the Promenades have never
been redressed. More car parking
space not less required!

Agrees with the proposed parking
options. To ensure this policy achieves
its aim, we would suggest that this
increased level of provision needs to be
supported by a reduction in the
provision of long stay spaces and
greater provision of short stay car
parking spaces

The Palace redevelopment needs to
include car parking provision. Other
schemes also need activating .e.g. bus
station and second level on North
Street. Provision of two levels at the
Harbour car park site to accommodate
the requirements there.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support for the preferred option is
welcomed.
Comment regarding the requirement for
more short-stay car parking spaces is
accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking
(particularly short-stay car parking) in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
Comment regarding the requirement for
more car parking facilities is accepted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
proposed Town Centre uses.

5381

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Car Parks to meet need along
with bus service.

Car parks need to be provided
appropriate to each individual segment
(shopping, day visitors, workers etc.)
need along with the provision of location
friendly bus service. Contract/annual
pass parking for over two hour stays
should be out of Town Centre with free
regular circular mini bus connection
around the circuit.

Comment regarding the requirement for
more car parking facilities to meet the needs
of residents, businesses and visitors is
accepted.
Issue 8 (Movement) of the Issues and
Options Draft AAP makes provision for a
number of public transport enhancements,
including improvements to the bus network
(improving the frequency and circuit of
services) and development of a new
transport interchange.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.

5382

Sup

Mrs Elaine Oliver

5384

Obj

Mr Alan Killick

Agree, plus multi-storey on
Palace site.
Adding car parks will attract
more traffic.

Agree, plus a multi-storey within the
Palace site development.
Adding car parks will attract more traffic,
which counters attempts to reduce car
usage.

The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP anticipates that improvements to
car parking provision within the Town Centre
will help to alleviate traffic congestion,
primarily through reducing the amount of
visitor/resident traffic circulating to find
parking spaces. More car parking places
will also be required to meet the needs of
new development projects proposed as part
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ID

Type

5385

Sup

5386

Obvs

Respondent

David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Mrs Barbara
Marson

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Agree, need multi-storey car
parks in Town Centre.

Agree, need multi-storey car parks in
Town Centre.

On street parking where
streets are wide enough

On street parking should be allowed on
streets that are wide enough (maybe
one side only) e.g. Quay Road.
Zone parking is it necessary.

5387

Sup

5390

Sup
w
cond

5391

Sup

5392

Obj

Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council (Mrs
Jenny Young)
J D Twigg

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Miss Meg Gilpin

Agree

Agree, parking in Bridlington is far from
adequate in the summer months.

Transport interchange with a
multi-storey park on top

Transport interchange with a multistorey park on top. Anything else on this
site would be a complete waste of this
space.

Provide multi-storey car park
at the Palace car –park.
Disagrees, suggests a mini
bus service to the promenade
during the day.

Provide multi-storey car park at the
Palace car –park.
Disagrees with this objective. Most bus
users do not use the rail station. Most
rail users do not use the buses. Most
day visitors on public transport come by
coach. And every day I watch coach

Response and recommendation
of the AAP.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The disadvantage of retaining on-street car
parking in the Town Centre is that it creates
unnecessary traffic congestion,
compromises pedestrian safety and harms
the attractiveness of the core. It is more
efficient and conducive to competitiveness
to instead concentrate parking in a limited
number of well-located car parks.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

The AAP makes provision for both improved
car parking facilities (including multi-storey
car parks) and a new transport interchange.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Objection and suggestion for a new mini-bus
service are noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5395

Sup

Agree

5396

Obvs

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)
Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

5397

Obvs

Mr P Williams

Suggests advantageous rates
for short term off-street parking
for residents.

Problems of congestion and
lack of space for parking.

Full Representation
passengers, many elderly some in
wheelchairs struggling along
Hilderthorpe Road. Could there be a
mini bus service to the promenade be
provided during the day.
Agree, Bridlington must become more
car friendly

Response and recommendation
preferred approach.

We would like to see a scheme of
advantageous rates for short term offstreet parking for residents who wish to
shop in town, and help reduce traffic
congestion.

Observation noted. Further information on
car parking charges will be provided and
consulted upon as part of the PreSubmission Draft AAP.

Parking and getting from one end of
town to the other is a nightmare at
present due to congestion and lack of
space for parking. Traffic lights are not
necessary and only cause more hold
ups. A multi-storey car park on Palace
Site. Keep buses out of busy Town
Centre.

Support is welcomed.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement (and
parking charges) and public transport
enhancement schemes.
Observations regarding the requirement for
further car parking facilities and measures to
reduce traffic congestion are noted.
Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
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ID
5999

Type
Sup w
cond

Respondent
Carnaby Parish
Council (Mr Dale
Chapman)

Summary of Representation
Agree. Outlining roads and
villages also equally important.

5401

Sup

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Agree.

5402

Sup

Mrs A Vincent

Long term need for a multistorey car park.

Full Representation
In general agree that the need for
improved access and egress in and
around the town is important, but
equally so is that of outlining roads,
which link outlining villages and the
industrial estate.

Response and recommendation
Support for the objectives of the AAP is
welcomed.

Car parking provision is essential to the
town and something that presently is a
burning concern for most. More
consideration should be given to multi
storey use (especially on sites such as
Palace Car Park). The relocation of the
bus station seems logical, but much will
rely on the effectiveness and availability
of services. Being proposed by the
public transport providers to compliment
this move i.e. frequency of buses in
synch with train and departures etc.

Comments regarding improvements to car
parking facilities and public transport
services are accepted.

Agree. Adequate flexible parking
arrangements with concessions for
locals are absolutely essential to keep
shoppers in town.
Long term there needs to be a plan for a
multi-storey car park.

Improvements to roads outside of
Bridlington are not part of the remit of the
Town Centre AAP.

Recommendation:
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
proposed Town Centre uses.
The Pre-Submission Draft should also
provide further detail on proposals to
improve accessibility and movement within
the Town Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 8

TRANSPORT

Question 8 (d) Do you agree that the Town Centre could benefit from more pedestrianisation (which could be complemented by car
access and parking after shopping hours)? What schemes would you like to see and where? If you disagree, why do you disagree?
ID
5351

Type
Sup

5355

Sup

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Agree.

Full Representation
Agree.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

Agree- and should be linked
with improved public transport.

Much more pedestrianisation. For
example along the promenade from
Trinity Church, Queen Street, Bridge
Street and Chapel Street etc. But it
should be linked in with some improved
land train experience that constantly
circulates and people can get on and off
easily, preferably free!

Support is welcomed.

5359

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Agree

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

5369

Sup
w
cond

Mr R Lines

Agree

5372

Obj

Mr Ian Thompson

Disagree, issues of deserted
areas after 6pm.

Agree – Pedestrianise Prince Street,
Chapel Street from Marshall Avenue,
Cliff Street and Garrison Street
Agree
Agree, but the increased and common
use of buggies means that all
pavements are now inadequate.

Disagree. The areas that are
pedestrianised already have a deserted
look after 6pm.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Support for pedestrianisation is welcomed.
Observation noted. The AAP intends to
enhance pedestrian priority in the Town
Centre using a variety of techniques,
including the widening of pavements.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP should
consider measures to develop the evening
economy in Bridlington, to ensure continued
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5377

5380

Obvs

Obvs

5381

Sup

5382

Sup

5385

Sup

5386

Sup

5391

Sup

Mr Terry Morrell

Mr Cyril Oliver

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)
Mrs Elaine Oliver
David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Mrs
Barbara
Marson

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

A one way system within the
Town Centre.

Pedestrianisation should
exclude after hours parking
and access.

A one way system within the Town
Centre aid traffic flow and increase on
street parking opportunities.

Any pedestrianisation should exclude
after hours parking and car access.
Should encourage outdoor dining,
drinking and café fronts.

Agree. 24hr pedestrianisation
would create healthy night life.

Agree. 24hr pedestrianisation would
create healthy night life.

Agree, but no parking or car
access after shopping hours.
Agree

Agree, but no car parking or car access
after shopping hours.
Agree

Pedestrianisation, better
regulated in King Street

Pedestrianisation – more regulations
that at present in King Street. Vehicles
drive through, without stopping, vehicles
are parked anytime of day – there can
be at least six parked.
Agree. Prince Street for a start.

Agree. Prince Street for a
start.

activity and surveillance in the Town Centre
once the shops have closed.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Support for pedestrianisation is welcomed.
Observation regarding the encouragement
of outdoor dining/drinking is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP should
consider measures to develop the evening
economy in Bridlington, to ensure continued
activity and surveillance in the Town Centre
once the shops have closed.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
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5400

Sup

5401

Sup
w
cond

Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast Primary
Care Trust (Mr
Neil Griffiths)
Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Agree. Would attract more
people to the Town Centre.

Agree. Would make a substantial
improvement and attract more people to
the Town Centre.

Support is welcomed.

Pedestrianisation needs
careful consideration

Pedestrianisation needs careful
consideration. Present arrangements
are a joke. It even provides additional
parking at top of street near the PIP.

Observation regarding pedestrianisation is
noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
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ISSUE 8

TRANSPORT

Question 8 (e) Do you agree that the Town Centre bus system would be better with a new station better located for rail services?
What would you like to see, where? If you disagree, what are your reasons?
ID
5351

Type
Sup

5352

Sup

5355

Sup w
cond

5358

Sup

5359

Sup

5365

Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Yes – a transport exchange.

Full Representation
Yes – a transport exchange.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

Agree.

Agree.

Support is welcomed.

Agree.

Support is welcomed.

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding.

Bus system would be better
located nearer the station.

Yes anything for truly integrated
transport! The railway station would be
ideal but apart from the physical
building, the services must integrate
from the timetable point of view so that
people can really use them to leave
town and get to the centre etc.
The bus system would be better located
nearer the station.

What is happening with
Hilderthorpe Coach Park?

Questions what is happening with
Hilderthorpe Coach Park?

Support provision of bus facilities near the
railway station is welcomed. The Council
proposes to include the coach park site
within the comprehensive development site
for the town centre development scheme.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
The AAP should make the proposed role of
the coach park site clear in assisting the
delivery of the regeneration strategy.
Support is welcomed.

Disagree –not necessary to
provide adjacent bus station.

Disagree – The train is used very little,
so it is not necessary to provide
adjacent bus station.

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Observation noted. However, the
advantage of relocating the bus station is
that it will both enable the provision of a
more integrated transport interchange, and
reduce congestion (partly caused by buses)
in the Town Centre core. Locating the bus
station at/near the railway station would also
have the added benefit of providing good
access to the proposed new mixed-use
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ID

5368

Type

Sup w
cond

Respondent

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Summary of Representation

Agree, but reduce need to
change buses.

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

Agree, bus station on the
railway station car park.

5372

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

The bus station should be next
to the train station.

5377

Obvs

Mr Terry Morrell

The bus station could be
placed anywhere with Land
Train.

Full Representation

Agree, but shoppers expect to be taken
to the Town Centre without changing
the buses.

Agree, put the bus station on the railway
station car park and build a car park
above it.
The bus station should be next to the
train station, the main taxi rank and a
parcel distribution warehouse.
The bus station could be placed
anywhere if the Land Train system
visited it and the Town Centre-may be
even the Park & Ride site for out of
town services and also starter point of
local routes

Response and recommendation
development scheme.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed. The relocation of the
bus station at/near the railway station will be
designed to enable good pedestrian access
to the proposed new mixed-use
development scheme and existing retail
core. Bus services between the railway
station and Town Centre would also be
improved.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted. The advantage of
relocating the bus station is that it will both
enable the provision of a more integrated
transport interchange, and reduce
congestion (partly caused by buses) in the
Town Centre core. Locating the bus station
at/near the railway station would also have
the added benefit of providing good access
to the proposed new mixed-use
development scheme and the existing retail
core.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID
5380

Type
Sup
w
cond

Respondent
Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation
Agree.

Full Representation
Agree. If there was an appropriate Town
Centre circuit.

As mentioned before a transport
interchange at the Tesco end of the
coach park including a coach drop off
and some parking. The bus services
should be rescheduled to serve more
required points on circular or figure of
eight services and run at a 10/20 min
frequency. Bus should be promoted as
the normal method to visit Town Centre,
service points and work.
Agree

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed. The new bus station
would be complemented by improvements in
the bus circuit and in bus services, with
better links provided between the railway
station, the Town Centre, and the Old Town.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed. The new bus station
would be complemented by improvements in
the bus circuit and in bus services, with
better links provided between the railway
station, the Town Centre, and the Old Town.

5381

Sup

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Suggest a transport
interchange at the Tesco end
of the coach park.

5382

Sup

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Agree

5384

Sup

Mr Alan Killick

Rail and bus services need to
be integrated.

5389

Sup

Bus station located with the
train station.

5391

Sup

Agree.

Agree. Bus station at railway station

Support is welcomed.

5396

Obvs

Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)
Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Bridlington and
District Civic (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Rail and bus services need to be
integrated, and locating the bus station
to the current site of the coach park will
be a start.
I think the bus station would be better
located with the train station

Survey of older residents and
others who use the buses.

We are split over the removal of the bus
station to nearer rail station. A survey of
older residents and others who use the
buses should be conducted to see
which location would best serve their
needs.

Observation noted. The advantage of
relocating the bus station is that it will both
enable the provision of a more integrated
transport interchange, and reduce
congestion (partly caused by buses) in the
Town Centre core. Locating the bus station
at/near the railway station would also have
the added benefit of providing good access

Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.

259

ID

5400

Type

Sup

Respondent

Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast Primary
Care Trust (Mr
Neil Griffiths)

Summary of Representation

Agree, beneficial for access to
out of town health care
facilities.

Full Representation

Agree. Better bus/rail connections
would be beneficial for residents
needing to access out of town health
care facilities.

Response and recommendation
to the proposed new mixed-use
development scheme and the existing retail
core. The new bus station would be
complemented by improvements in the bus
circuit and in bus services, with better links
provided between the railway station, the
Town Centre, and the Old Town.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 8

TRANSPORT

Question 8 (f) Do you agree that there should be better facilities for cyclists? What would you like to see, where? If you disagree,
what are your reasons?
ID
5352

5355

5359

5365

Type
Obvs

Sup

Sup

Sup

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Mr Peter Collins

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Mr Richard Eccles

Summary of Representation
Roads are too narrow for
cyclists.

Agree- Bridlington is ideal for
cycling, but is currently lacking
safe, signed routes.

Agree – more cycle lanes.

Agree – Introduce specially
designated cycle routes / lanes

Full Representation
Sadly roads too narrow to cater directly
for cyclists.

Bridlington is ideal for cycling i.e.
Relatively flat, but is lacking in safe,
signed routes. The sea front is
beautifully restored but there is no
dedicated separated route for cyclists
and pedestrians – which is done in
many other seaside resorts. Could a
cycle route be linked in with the scheme
to open up the Gypsey race?
Agree – More cycle lanes. Shared use
with pedestrians along the sea fronts
and other pedestrianised areas and
allow to go wrong way down one way
streets which works well in Holland and
Belgium. Provision of cycle racks for
parking.
Agree – Specially designated cycle
routes / lanes should be introduced, for
example north beach foreshore to
Sewerby area.

Response and recommendation
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for potential cycle route is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestions for potential cycle routes are
noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for potential cycle route is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
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ID
5366

5368

5369

Type
Obj

Sup w
cond

Obj

Respondent
Mr R Gould

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Mr R Lines

Summary of Representation
Disagree, facilities for cyclists
adequate.

Dedicated, well marked cycle
paths along the seafront

Disagree

Full Representation
Disagree. The facilities for cyclists are
adequate. Most ignore the cycle lanes
and also ignore most traffic regulations
anyway. The police consider their
violations a very low priority.

Dedicated, well marked cycle paths
along the seafront promenades but
most roads are too narrow for them

The population mix does not warrant
extra facilities for cyclists.

Response and recommendation
Objection noted. However, the provision of
additional cycle facilities could be an
important tool in reducing congestion in the
Town Centre, by promoting the appeal of
non-motorised forms of transport.
Enhancing cycle links also conforms to
national planning policy, which encourages
the development of more sustainable forms
of transport.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for potential cycle route is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
Objection noted. Despite the relatively
elderly age structure in Bridlington, there is
still scope to improve cycling facilities in the
town (for the benefit of both residents and
tourists). The provision of additional cycle
facilities could be an important tool in
reducing congestion in the Town Centre, by
promoting the appeal of non-motorised
forms of transport. Enhancing cycle links
also conforms to national planning policy,
which encourages the development of more
sustainable forms of transport.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID
5372

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Ian Thompson

Summary of Representation
A cycle track all the way to
Carnaby Industrial Estate.

Full Representation
A cycle track all the way to Carnaby
Industrial Estate.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion for potential cycle route is noted.

5373

Sup

Sport England (Mr
Darren Hendley)

Agree - should increase levels
of active recreation and
sustainable forms of tourism.

5375

Obvs

Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber (Mr
Alistair Mcintyre)

The cycling study will
presumably report in the
summer of the 2006 and not
2007

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree, but complete, not with
dangerous gaps

5380

Sup
w
cond

Improved facilities for pedestrians and
cyclists has the potential to increase
levels of active recreation, as does
improving access by more sustainable
means of transport to sports pitches and
facilities. Improving pedestrian and
cycle facilities will also encourage more
sustainable forms of tourism, especially
if networks can be extended throughout
the town and into the rural hinterland
beyond, and linked into the existing
networks, such as the national cycling
network and local networks.
The cycling study will presumably report
in the summer of the 2006 and not
2007, otherwise how it can be taken into
account for the pre-submission draft
AAP
Agree, but complete, not with
dangerous gaps

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
Support is welcomed.

Observation noted. Cycling study will report
in 2006.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP anticipates that a series of cycle
lanes/routes will be provided to supplement
the existing cycle network in the Town
Centre, with the aim of completing missing
links in the network and providing additional
routes.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5381

Sup
w
cond

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Agree, with full provision of
routes required

Agree, with full provision of routes
required, avoiding the sudden missing
bits at often the most dangerous places.

5384

5385

5391

Sup
w
cond

Obj

Obj

Mr Alan Killick

Cycle lanes should be wide,
well maintained, and kept clear

David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd

Disagree

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Disagree.

Cycle lanes should be wide, well
maintained, and kept clear – through
education and enforcement – of parked
cars.

Disagree

Disagree. Too dangerous for cyclists.

Response and recommendation
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP anticipates that a series of cycle
lanes/routes will be provided to supplement
the existing cycle network in the Town
Centre, with the aim of completing missing
links in the network and providing additional
routes.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
Support is welcomed.
Suggestion noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Objection noted. However, the AAP aims through the provision of better cycle
paths/routes, better crossing facilities, and
better signage - to make cycling safer,
easier and more attractive (for residents and
visitors). Enhancing cycle links also
conforms to national planning policy, which
encourages the development of more
sustainable forms of transport.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
preferred approach.

5400

Sup

Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast Primary
Care Trust (Mr
Neil Griffiths)

Agree.

Agree. A network of safe, preferably
separate, cycle routes would offer
health benefits as well as reducing
congestion. A short-term cycle hire
(linked with the road train?) along the
seafront might be attractive for tourists
and a remedy for too much fish and
chips!

Support is welcomed.
Suggestion regarding cycle hire is noted
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will set out in
more detail the routes of proposed cycle
paths/lanes.
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ISSUE 8

TRANSPORT

Question 8 (g) Are there any other options for delivering improvements to access and movement in and around Bridlington that you
would like to see – and which are realistically likely to be fundable? What are they and what are your reasons for proposing them?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
More link roads in Industrial
Estates and from Hospital to
Scarborough Road.

Full Representation
As mentioned link roads on Industrial
Estates and more roundabouts.
Link Road from by Hospital to
Scarborough Road across back of
housing estate to reduce traffic pressure
on double roundabout at Old Town.

5354

Obvs

Larene Linley

Opportunity to create new
trains stops as Flamborough,
Sewerby Road and Carnaby.
Consideration to flexible
tickets and other request
stops.

We should take the opportunity in the
overall transport development to reopen
or create a train request stop at:
Flamborough (Jewison Lane) where
there are several caravan parks, to
encourage locals and visitors to leave
cars at home.

Response and recommendation
The AAP proposes a number of junction
improvements and road widening schemes,
designed to alleviate traffic congestion in the
Town Centre. However, improvements to
dual carriageways and external motorway
links cannot be covered as part of the remit
of the Town Centre AAP.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
The issue of creating new train request
stops (outside of Bridlington Town Centre)
and the issue of pricing (on the land train
and bus services) cannot be covered as part
of the remit of the Town Centre AAP.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.

Sewerby Road level crossing, giving
access to Sewerby village, Sewerby
Hall and Gardens and cliff tops and
another form of local transport access to
the Viking Road area and nearby
caravan parks.
Carnaby for the people of Bridlington
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5355

Obvs

Mr Peter Collins

Objectives are going to be
difficult to fund.

5365

Obvs

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

5368

5369

Obvs

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Mr R Lines

More frequent bus services to
all areas

‘…realistically likely to be
fundable’ – an unanswerable
question.

Full Representation
who work there as this would support
local bus transport and give flexibility for
work start and finish times.
Consideration could be given to flexible
travel tickets and reduced fares to
encourage fewer cars to be used for
short stops into town. Other local rail
request stops could be considered.
These objectives are going to be difficult
to fund.

Agree – Reduce price of land train to
encourage its use for park and ride at
the Sewerby area.

More frequent bus services to all areas
with more bus stops, shelters and
timetable boards to encourage less car
use.

‘…realistically likely to be fundable’ – an
unanswerable question.

Response and recommendation

The observation is noted, but the Council is
committed to the delivery of the proposals
for the Town Centre that are promoted by
the AAP, and is confident that the AAP’s
proposals are fundable and deliverable.
The issue of pricing (on the land train and
bus services) cannot be covered as part of
the remit of the Town Centre AAP.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Issue 8 (Movement) of the Issues and
Option Draft AAP makes provision for
improvements to the bus network within
Bridlington, including development of a new
transport interchange, supplemented by
improvements to the bus circuit and services
between the railway station, Town Centre
and Old Town.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID
5372

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Ian Thompson

Summary of Representation
Restrictions on large delivery
vehicles, helipad, monorail
from north to south

Full Representation
Restrict large delivery vehicles between
11am and 3pm in Chapel Street.
Helipad for alternative travel by
business people and visitors.
A monorail or electro-magnetic transport
from the north to the south.

5380

5381

Obvs

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

See - ‘Bridlington; Some ideas
for Development’ booklet
published in 2001.

Widen pinch points roads
widened. Avoid bringing traffic
from north entrances. Do not
ignore road system
requirements at north.

Take note of ideas in ‘Bridlington; Some
ideas for Development’ booklet
published in 2001 but still totally
relevant today (Booklet distributed
widely, including Regeneration Core
Steering Group).

A number of pinch points (Bessingby
Road bridge/Station bridge) roads
widened by provision of footpath
changes. The bridge footpath(s) could
be hung on the outside to eliminate
path(s) on bridge section thereby
creating two lanes. Consequential quick
fixes to take advantage of such
changes. Consultation would produce a
number of ideas. Action here is more
urgent than the plan timescale. Avoid
bringing traffic from north entrances to
town, and the South Cliff park and ride
site by promoting and developing, as
necessary, Limekiln Lane site. Do not
ignore road system requirements at

Response and recommendation
Comment regarding the restriction of
delivery vehicles in the Town Centre during
certain hours is accepted.
Provision of a helipad and monorail/electromagnetic transport is unlikely to be feasible,
given current funding availability.
Recommendation:
Access and Movement policy in the PreSubmission Draft AAP will make provision
for restrictions to loading/servicing during
shop hours in the Town Centre retail core.
Observation noted. This formed part of the
East Riding of Yorkshire Council’s Big Ideas
for Regeneration which was the subject of
debate in January 2004.
Recommendation:
Make reference to booklet ‘Bridlington;
Some ideas for Development’ booklet as
part of the consultation process.
Observation noted. The AAP recognises the
importance of reducing traffic congestion in
Bridlington Town Centre. Whilst the AAP
cannot reduce the traffic flow itself, provision
is made to divert traffic from the Town
Centre to a park and ride facility at South
Shore. Changes are also proposed to the
directional signage in Bridlington, with the
aim of separating, before it gets close to the
Town Centre, the traffic that is destined for
the Town Centre, from traffic that is destined
to points north or south of the town.
The AAP also proposes a number of
junction improvements and road widening
schemes, designed to alleviate traffic
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ID

5385

Type

Obvs

Respondent

David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd

Summary of Representation

Resolve Hilderthorpe Road /
Bessingby and Strawberry
Fields bottlenecks.

Full Representation
north of town where through traffic is
already causing problems.

Hilderthorpe Road / Bessingby
bottleneck must be resolved, and
Strawberry Fields must be stopped as
it’s a pre town bottleneck.

Response and recommendation
congestion in the Town Centre.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Observation noted. The AAP recognises the
importance of reducing traffic congestion in
Bridlington Town Centre. Whilst the AAP
cannot reduce the traffic flow itself, provision
is made to divert traffic from the Town
Centre to a park and ride facility at South
Shore. Changes are also proposed to the
directional signage in Bridlington, with the
aim of separating, before it gets close to the
Town Centre, the traffic that is destined for
the Town Centre, from traffic that is destined
to points north or south of the town.
The AAP also proposes a number of
junction improvements and road widening
schemes, designed to alleviate traffic
congestion in the Town Centre.

5391

Obvs

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Restore Bessingby hill to two
lanes with roundabout.

Restore Bessingby hill to two lanes with
roundabout instead of lights at the west
hill intersection.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
Observation noted. The AAP recognises the
importance of reducing traffic congestion in
Bridlington Town Centre. Whilst the AAP
cannot reduce the traffic flow itself, provision
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
is made to divert traffic from the Town
Centre to a park and ride facility at South
Shore. Changes are also proposed to the
directional signage in Bridlington, with the
aim of separating, before it gets close to the
Town Centre, the traffic that is destined for
the Town Centre, from traffic that is destined
to points north or south of the town.
The AAP also proposes a number of
junction improvements and road widening
schemes, designed to alleviate traffic
congestion in the Town Centre.

5999

Obvs

Carnaby Parish
Council (Mr Dale
Chapman)

Improve the A614 from
Carnaby village. Through road
leading from Bridlington Bay
Road along Lancaster Road to
join the A164 or A165.

Given the importance of Carnaby
industrial Estate-Bridlington Bay Road
traffic flows are anticipated to increase
dramatically, especially with
development of the park and ride. The
need for a better junction system
(roundabout) on the A614 from Carnaby
village is strongly supported, but in
addition further consideration should be
given to the inadequate level crossing.
Accidents continue to be reported and
there is the raising fear that the number
of fatal incidents will rise as road usage
increases.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
further detail on proposals to improve
accessibility and movement within the Town
Centre, outlining all anticipated
pedestrianisation, road improvement and
public transport enhancement schemes.
The issue of transport links outside of
Bridlington is no longer pertinent to the
Town Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.

Is there any option for a through road
leading from Bridlington Bay Road
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
along Lancaster Road to join the A164
or A165? This may reduce the
congestion at peak times into the
industrial estate.

Response and recommendation
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ISSUE 9

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND OPEN SPACE

Question 9 (a) Are the Council’s objectives for the provision of community facilities comprehensive and correct? Are there objectives you
disagree with? If so why? Are there objectives that have been omitted? What and why?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Concerned a park at Gypsy
Race would not be
appropriate. Advocates
demolition of Leisure World to
be replaced by hotel and
swimming pool.

Full Representation
Would a park on the Gypsey Race not
be dangerous for children? What is a
Winter Garden?
Demolish Leisure World; create hotel
and national level swimming pool.
Sewerby Park is okay and usually well
maintained.

Response and recommendation
The Council is concerned both to address
shortcomings in green space in the heart of
the Town Centre and to take advantage of
its natural assets – including the Gypsey
Race. The great advantage of the Race is
that it is located so as to be able to form a
spine to the redevelopment of the underused and ineffectively used back land lying
between the railway station and the
Harbour, helping to bind and connect the
different parts of the Town Centre along a
distinctive route.
The evidence from the Council’s
consultations with the water authority and
the results of the prelimary engineering and
hydrological studies suggest no difficulties
with opening up the Gypsey Race at key
parts along its length.
A winter garden is a covered public garden,
usually by glass, and is only an idea of the
kind of use that might work all year round on
the Town Centre Seafront. Winter gardens
are enjoying a new renaissance in the
efforts to regenerate Britain’s seaside towns
and town centres (Sheffield has a new one).
Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is also noted.
The issue of investment at Sewerby Hall is
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
no longer pertinent to the Town Centre AAP;
but comments will be taken into account by
another Development Plan Document.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter. More detail on
the design criteria should be provided in the
Draft Town Centre SPD.
Better explanation/definition of the term
‘winter garden’ will be provided in the PreSubmission Draft, to avoid ambiguity.

5352

Obvs

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Concerned that improvements
to Dukes Park have not been
mentioned.

No mention of improvements around
Dukes Park? Why?

5353

Obvs

Perrie
White/Frances
Kelly – Hull and
East Yorkshire
Mind

Need for accessible
community spaces for group
events. The Arts in Bridlington
needs a higher profile given
local talent.

Need for accessible community spaces
to enable groups to meet, take up
activities whilst recognising the age
ranges in Bridlington. This will enable
the community to thrive socially and will
generate opportunities for economic
development.
The Arts in Bridlington could have a
much higher profile – immense talent
present and some local initiatives have

The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and the Preferred Options
Draft of the AAP should outline the options
and ensure policy allows for the delivery of
the preferred option.
Issue no longer pertinent to the Town Centre
AAP; the Council will take into account the
comments as appropriate in preparing the
other parts of the Local Development
Framework.
Comments are noted and accepted. The
Council’s investment in the Spa will go a
long way towards meeting identified needs,
and the Council accepts that the AAP needs
to be supported by a range of initiatives,
including better promotion, more targeting to
meet community aspirations and needs and
more events targeted at visitors as well as
residents. The proposals for the Marina and
a new heart for the Town Centre are both
designed to create usable spaces for
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
recognised this.
It would be possible to develop tourism
as well as commercial activities linked
to the arts (ref to the 2006 Bridlington
Arts festival in May)

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins

Agree- supports park and
Gypsy race proposals.

5358

Obvs

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Need undercover facilities on
south side beach.

5359

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Agree

Response and recommendation
events, and thought is also being given to
how Garrison Square might better be
designed and used. The Council is also
proposing a new community centre to be
sited on the new square that could
accommodated arts activities.
Recommendation:
The AAP should acknowledge and make
provision for the role that community
activities, art and events can make to
regeneration, and ensure policy allows for
these activities and encourages them.
Support is welcomed.

The park and Gypsey race proposals
are good. In one way they could be
linked to the need to bring office space
to the town centre. Offices generate
workers who in other town centres can
be seen in parks close during clement
weather.
There need to be some undercover
facilities along the south side beach.
There is currently no shelter if the
weather is not good.

Suggestion is noted. The AAP anticipates
that many of the proposed, year-round uses
(for example; restaurants, a winter garden)
will incorporate appropriate shelter.

Agree

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
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ID
5362

Type
Sup
w
con

Respondent
Mr and Mrs D
Radford

Summary of Representation
Replacement swimming pool
needs to have accessible
changing rooms. Retain North
Side facilities.

Full Representation
A replacement swimming pool for
Leisure World needs to provide fully
accessible changing rooms. Facilities
on the North Side need to be retained.
The only facilities on the North Side are
at caravan sites with no public transport.
If a hotel is provided near the Harbour
this might have a swimming pool. Public
transport to the South Side is
inadequate from the North.
Developments at Sewerby hall should
not result in increases in admission
prices. The play area at Sewerby hall
should be developed as public space.

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

Agree

5369

Sup
w
con

Mr R Lines

Agree

Agree, other than that there is not
enough emphasis on health provision
(e.g. local hospital services).

5372

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

The objectives are ok.

The objectives are ok. The increase in
population re-enforces the need to keep
green field building options alive.

Response and recommendation
Suggestions regarding requirements for a
replacement swimming pool facility are
noted.
The refurbishment of Sewerby Hall is no
longer an issue that is pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed
The requirement for emphasis on health
provision is noted.
Recommendation:
Include objective to improve health (dental,
primary and acute) facilities
Support for the preferred option is
welcomed.
Suggestion for the development of
greenfield land is noted. Whilst the AAP will
consider the development of greenfield
sites, where appropriate (and where the
benefits outweigh the costs), the AAP
prioritises the development of brownfield
land, in accordance with national planning
policy.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5373

Obj

Sport England (Mr
Darren Hendley)

The Council’s objectives are
not comprehensive enough re:
sport.

The Council’s objectives are not
comprehensive enough. It is urged that
the issue title is altered to include sport
and the second objective is altered to
make specific reference to sport.

5377

5380

Obvs

Obj

Mr Terry Morrell

Mr Cyril Oliver

Tourist provision can also
serve residents adequately

Disagree. Winter garden type
at east end of King street
better.

Properly organised and priced sites and
services developed for the tourist would
also serve the local resident adequately
within the Town Centre and sea front.

I see no need to provide a park centred
on Gypsey Race. Water features should
be created separately. A winter garden
type facility at the east end of King
street is a far better location with a
secondary benefit of stopping king
street being a wind tunnel.

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Improving facilities for sport, leisure and
recreation (such as Leisure World and the
Spa), for the benefit of existing residents,
businesses and tourists, forms an important
element of the AAP.
Recommendation:
Reference should be made in the AAP
objectives to improving sport, leisure and
entertainment facilities within Bridlington
Town Centre.
Accepted. The AAP aims to encourage the
year-round use of the Town Centre
Seafront, by achieving a balance between
the seasonal use of the area and all-year
round attractions, and through provision of
new high quality uses (for example;
restaurants, cafes, leisure activities, etc) that
will appeal to visitors as well as people who
live and work in Bridlington.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment; advantages that could not
be as effectively achieved through the
introduction of artificial water features.
Suggestion regarding the location of a winter
garden is noted.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the feasibility
of developing a winter garden and the PreSubmission Draft AAP will provide more
detail and seek further consultation upon
this option.

5381

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

A full review of facilities
required.

The objectives do not full describe the
need. The need requires a full review of
facilities available and their failures (if
any), followed by action to correct
failures and provision of new facilities
for the existing population making
allowance for any population increases
over the next 10 years plus.

More information on potential opportunities
for the Seafront (which could include a
winter garden) will also be provided in the
Town Centre SPD.
Does not acknowledge the evidence base,
which explains that the Council undertook a
review of community infrastructure (including
health and educational services, community
centres, leisure facilities, etc) in Bridlington
over the winter of 2005/06; the findings of
which underpin the options outlined in Issue
9 (Community Facilities and Open Space) of
the Issues and Options Draft AAP.
An Open Space study was not completed in
time to inform the Issues and Options Draft
AAP.
Recommendation:
Options for meeting open space needs in
Bridlington Town Centre will be dealt with in
the Pre-Submission Draft of the AAP, based
upon the findings of the completed Open
Space study. The Pre-Submission Draft will
include a detailed Public Realm Framework
that will make provision for additional public
spaces, routes and walks, which will
contribute towards meeting need for informal
recreational space in the Town Centre.
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ID
5383

Type
Obvs

5385

Sup

5386

Obvs

Respondent
C.J Wright –
Bridlington
Harbour
Commissioners

David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Mrs Barbara
Marson

Summary of Representation
Can not agree with the
integration of the Spa and the
Harbour without detailed
plans.

Full Representation
The Commissioners can not agree with
the integration of the Spa and the
Harbour until more detailed plans are
produced.

Response and recommendation
Observation noted. The AAP aims to ensure
that the individual roles played by the Spa,
Harbour and Town Centre better
complement each other, creating a more
integrated and viable Town Centre, whilst
ensuring that the distinctive characteristics
and functions of each asset are not lost.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
Further clarify proposals to integrate the
Harbour and Spa with the Town Centre,
explaining that the distinctive
characteristics/functions of each asset will
be retained and strengthened by the
scheme, which will primarily aim to create
new linkages between the different assets.
Support is welcomed.

Maintain and enhance the
range, quality and accessibility
of community facilities.

Maintain and enhance the range, quality
and accessibility of community facilities.
It would be helpful if the council would
make the reception room available
again to the Bridlington people.

The AAP aims to maintain and enhance
community facilities in Bridlington Town
Centre, to ensure the needs of the town’s
residents, businesses and visitors are met
over the next ten years.
Suggestion regarding the reception room in
Bridlington is noted.

5390

Obj

J D Twigg

The objectives do not properly
describe the needs now or in
the future.

The objectives do not properly describe
the needs now or in the future.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
To avoid ambiguity, the Pre-Submission
Draft should further clarify requirements for
more/better quality community facilities in
Bridlington Town Centre, and explain how
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5391

Obvs

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Exactly what provisions?

Exactly what provisions?

5396

Sup
w
con

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Support the objectives with the
exception of South Cliff.

5400

Sup
w
con

Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast Primary
Care Trust (Mr
Neil Griffiths)

Agree

We support the objectives with the
exception of South Cliff where we have
concerns about the impact on the
natural environment. We consider that
natural habitat should be protected at all
costs.
Agree, but the options do not appear to
address all the objectives especially
related to health, education and
childcare.

Response and recommendation
the AAP proposes to meet identified needs
(based on the findings of the Evidence
Base).
Accepted.
Recommendation:
To avoid ambiguity, the Pre-Submission
Draft should further clarify requirements for
more/better quality community facilities in
Bridlington Town Centre, and explain how
the AAP proposes to meet identified needs
(based on the findings of the Evidence
Base).
The issue of developing a tourist base at
South Cliff is no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; but the comment will be taken
into account in preparation of the Core
Strategy and Site Allocations Development
Plan Documents.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Clarify options related to health, education
and childcare.
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ISSUE 9

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND OPEN SPACE

Question 9 (b) Do you agree that a new, small park – taking advantage of the proposal to open the Gypsey Race – in the Town Centre
is needed and desirable? If not, why not?
ID
5351

5352

5358

Type
Obvs

Obvs

Sup

5359

Sup

5365

Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Covered leisure area required.

Needs to be vandal proof.

Full Representation
What is required is a leisure/covered
area for visitors during inclement
weather.
Needs to be vandal proof.

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Gypsey Race needs to be
addressed. Need new car park
in centre.

Something does need to be done with
the Gypsey Race. A small car park in
the town is needed.

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Agree

Agree

Land better used as parking or
offices

Disagree – the land would be better
used for parking and possibly an office
development.

Response and recommendation
Suggestion is noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should acknowledge the need for
shelter from the weather in the Town Centre.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP, and the SPDs, should ensure that
‘security by design’ approaches are taken
into account in all proposals for the public
realm, including Gypsey Race.
Support and observations welcomed and
noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should set out fully the proposals
for taking advantage of Gypsey Race and
meeting car parking needs. More detail on
design criteria should be provided in the
Draft Town Centre SPD.
Support is welcomed.
Objection noted. However, the AAP already
proposes redevelopment of the coach park
site for a rich mix of uses, including offices
and car parking. Meanwhile, opening up
none or only part of the Gypsey Race
diminishes the scope for improving the
public realm in the Town Centre, as required
by the Evidence Base.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5366

Sup

Mr R Gould

Agree

Agree. I think it would help

5368

Sup

Agree

5369

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines
Mr R Lines

Agree. But how much of Gypsey Race
can be opened?
Not possible to comment due to lack of
detail in proposal.

Not possible to comment due
to lack of detail in proposal.

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
Further information on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and create a new
park will be provided in the Pre-Submission
Draft. A Proposals Map will also be
produced, which will identify the area of land
affected.

5372

Sup
w
con

Mr Ian Thompson

Culvert the Gypsey Race

Culvert the Gypsey Race for health and
safety reasons (Weils disease for one).
Artificial water features could be put as
and when required.

More detail on the design criteria of the
Gypsey Race will be provided in a Town
Centre SPD.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment; advantages that could not
be as effectively achieved through the
introduction of artificial water features.
Recommendation:
Further information on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and create a new
park will be provided in the Pre-Submission
Draft. A Proposals Map will also be
produced, which will identify the area of land
affected.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5377

Obvs

Mr Terry Morrell

Additional park land is also
required

Additional park land is also required
onto the estates of both council and
private development. At least one skate
board park is required urgently,
preferably three spread around town if
property damage is to continue.

5381

5382

Obj

Obj

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Disagree, provide a quality
walk from transport
interchange to Town Centre
and Harbour instead.

Disagree because of lack of
maintenance.

Disagree, not a park as such. Provide a
quality walk from transport interchange
through Palace area to Town Centre
and Harbour. Include suitable ‘park
style’/ floor fountains’ items on route but
without opening up Gypsey Race at all.

Doesn’t support opening it all at
because there will be no maintenance
and it will rapidly decline.

Response and recommendation
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
of the Race will be provided in a Town
Centre SPD.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should set out the preferred
approach to meeting open space needs in
Bridlington Town Centre.
Support for improvements to the public
realm is welcomed.
Suggestion regarding the Gypsey Race is
noted. However, if the Gypsey Race is not
opened up, an important opportunity to
enhance and maintain one of Bridlington’s
distinctive assets will be lost.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design and upkeep of the Gypsey Race are
noted and will be addressed in the PreSubmission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to re-
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
open the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Town Centre SPD.

5384

Sup
w
con

Mr Alan Killick

Agree if there are appropriate
guarantees of maintenance.

Only if there are appropriate guarantees
of maintenance. The recent decision to
divert money allocated to maintenance
of the promenades to the council’s fuel
budget shows the problems of
introducing schemes that are now lowmaintenance.

Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft outlining Section 106 Agreement
Charges, which will help to finance the
development and maintenance of public
realm improvements in the Town Centre.
The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design and upkeep of the Gypsey Race are
noted and will be addressed in the PreSubmission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
should be provided in the Town Centre SPD.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5385

Sup

Agree

Agree

5389

Obj

David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)

A new park not suitable due to
inconsistent water flow.

A new park would not be suitable
centred on the Gypsey Race – the
water flow is not consistent.

Response and recommendation
Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft outlining Section 106 Agreement
Charges, which will help to finance the
development and maintenance of public
realm improvements in the Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.
The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design, safety and upkeep of the Gypsey
Race are noted and will be addressed in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.

5390

Obj

J D Twigg

Disagree, need for flood
control further up stream.

Disagree. Due to the need for flood
control further up stream. Better quality
walkway along with trees and flower
beds from the Transport Interchange
directly into Town Centre and Harbour.

The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
will be provided in the Town Centre SPD.
The AAP proposes to re-open, improve
upon and maintain the environment
surrounding the Gypsey Race, creating a
spine for new development in Bridlington
and valuable new amenity space for the
town’s residents. Concerns regarding the
design, safety and upkeep of the Gypsey
Race are noted and will be addressed in the
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

No one will use it

No one will use it

The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
will be provided in the Town Centre SPD.
Objection noted.
The provision of a new park will make an
important contribution to improving the
public realm in the Town Centre, as required
by the Evidence Base.

5395

Obj

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Disagree, Gypsey Race
should be culverted from B&Q
to the sea.

Disagree, Gypsey Race should be
culverted from B&Q to the sea, creating
more land for new roads, car parks,
cycle ways, footpaths, etc. If it was
opened up, it would create another den
for anti-social behaviour – it has always
attracted vermin. The plan does not
address these issues.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the Evidence Base. Concerns
regarding the design, safety and upkeep of
the Gypsey Race are noted and will be
addressed in the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
will be provided in the Town Centre SPD.

5397

Obj

Mr P Williams

Opening up of the Gypsey
Race is not practical because
of pollution.

Sadly the opening up of the Gypsey
Race is not practical as a park unless it
is enclosed in a glass case it will
become polluted.

Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft outlining Section 106 Agreement
Charges, which will help to finance the
development and maintenance of public
realm improvements in the Town Centre.
The advantage of re-opening the Gypsey
Race in full is that it provides an opportunity
to use the Race to both link the station to the
Town Centre core, and provide a pedestrian
spine and park-like setting for
redevelopment. Opening none or only part
of the Gypsey Race diminishes the scope
for integrating development and improving
the public realm in the Town Centre, as
required by the Evidence Base. Concerns
regarding the design, safety and upkeep of
the Gypsey Race are noted and will be
addressed in the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
Recommendation:
Provide further information in the PreSubmission Draft on the proposals to reopen the Gypsey Race and outline plans for
its maintenance thereafter.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
The re-opened Gypsey Race will be
carefully designed to ensure development of
a high-quality amenity feature, which will
meet all required safety and flood defence
standards. More detail on the design criteria
will be provided in the Town Centre SPD.

5998

Sup

Hull CC (Mr
James Durham)

Agree as this will improve the
public realm and recreational
offer.

5400

Sup

Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast Primary
Care Trust (Mr
Neil Griffiths)

I would support this option.

The environmental improvements
proposed such as establishing a public
square and a park alongside Gypsey
Race are supported as these will
improve the public realm and
recreational offer of Bridlington which
should assist in attracting business and
people to the town, helping to reduce
the seasonality effect of the tourist
trade.
I would support this option.

Include a new policy in the Pre-Submission
Draft outlining Section 106 Agreement
Charges, which will help to finance the
development and maintenance of public
realm improvements in the Town Centre.
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 9

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND OPEN SPACE

Question 9 (c) Do you agree that a Winter Garden on the promenade near the Harbour would desirable? If so, should it be a priority?
What would you like to see? If you disagree, what are your reasons?
ID
5355

5359

Type
Sup w
cond

Obj

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Summary of Representation
Support, but not a priority
compared to regeneration
required in retail core.

Disagree

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree, Winter Garden
overlooking a Marina.

5366

Sup

Mr R Gould

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Agree. I think this is a good
idea.
Where? Attractive design that
blends well with surroundings.

Full Representation
A winter garden is a good idea but not a
priority when compared to the
regeneration needed in the retail centre
of the town.

Disagree

Response and recommendation
Observation is noted, as is support for the
idea. The Council agrees that there are
other priorities, but that should it prove
feasible and fundable once the other
commitments are met, a winter garden
would be worth pursuing as an option.
Recommendation:
The AAP should not change the priorities,
but should ensure that it allows for a winter
garden option should such a scheme prove
feasible and deliverable.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable a
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.

Agree – Winter garden on north side to
overlook a Marina in place of the funfair
– redevelop Harbour to Trinity Cut.
Agree. I think this is a good idea.

Support is welcomed.

Where? Attractive design that blends
well with surroundings e.g. the north
side on the present funfair site. Car
parking should be given a higher
priority.

Suggestion regarding the proposed Winter
Garden is noted. The AAP intends to
encourage high-quality, sensitive
development, which builds on the town’s
distinctive assets.
Comment regarding the need for more Town
Centre car parking is accepted.
Recommendation:
Provide further detail in the Pre-Submission
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5369

Sup

Mr R Lines

Agree

5372

Obj

Mr Ian Thompson

Disagree

5377

Sup
w
con

Mr Terry Morrell

Remove fun fare to create a
Winter gardens.

5380

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

Would prefer location of the
Winter Garden on King Street.

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

The east end of King Street is
a better location

Full Representation

Agree, a Winter Garden would be ideal
as part of Leisure World redevelopment.
Disagree

Removal of the fun fare, a return to the
Floral Hall and additional premises to
create a Winter gardens feature would
be a wonderful improvement.
Disagree. Not on the promenade near
the Harbour because I don’t recognise
such a site being available. I prefer the
king street idea. It is required now.

Winter Garden type building is a popular
idea but location choice is difficult. The
east end of King Street is a suggested
location which finds favour. The

Response and recommendation
Draft on the high standards of design to be
sought for all new development within
Bridlington Town Centre.
Include a more detailed car parking policy in
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP, to ensure
provision of sufficient car parking in the
Town Centre to cater for all existing and
future Town Centre uses.
Support is welcomed.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable a
detailed response and recommendation.
Support is welcomed.

Suggestion regarding the location of a winter
garden is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the feasibility
of developing a winter garden and the PreSubmission Draft AAP will provide more
detail and seek further consultation upon
this option.
More information on potential opportunities
for the Seafront (which could include a
winter garden) will be provided in a Town
Centre SPD, which will also be subject to
consultation in the future.
Suggestion regarding the location of a winter
garden is noted.
Recommendation:
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ID

5382

Type

Obvs

Respondent

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Summary of Representation

No suitable site near the
Harbour.

Full Representation
remainder of King Street and Manor
street would then fall naturally into
forming a town square providing
conflicts between market days and
events days could be resolved.

Doesn’t consider that there’s a suitable
or acceptable site anywhere near the
Harbour.

Response and recommendation
The Council is still considering the feasibility
of developing a winter garden and the PreSubmission Draft AAP will provide more
detail and seek further consultation upon
this option.
More information on potential opportunities
for the Seafront (which could include a
winter garden) will be provided in a Town
Centre SPD, which will also be subject to
consultation in the future.
Observation regarding proposed location of
a winter garden is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the feasibility
of developing a winter garden and the PreSubmission Draft AAP will provide more
detail and seek further consultation upon
this option.

5385

Sup

5387

Sup

5390

Sup
w
con

David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council (Mrs
Jenny Young)
J D Twigg

Agree

Agree, as part of the Marina scheme.

More information on potential opportunities
for the Seafront (which could include a
winter garden) will be provided in a Town
Centre SPD, which will also be subject to
consultation in the future.
Support is welcomed.

Agree

Agree

Support is welcomed.

Not near the Harbour.

The Winter Garden is an excellent idea.
The location is the problem near the
Harbour is not a good idea.

Observation regarding proposed location of
a winter garden is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the feasibility
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ID

5391

Type

Obvs

5395

Sup

5400

Obvs

Respondent

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)
Yorkshire Wolds
and Coast Primary
Care Trust (Mr
Neil Griffiths)

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
of developing a winter garden and the PreSubmission Draft AAP will provide more
detail and seek further consultation upon
this option.

What is a Winter Garden?

More information on potential opportunities
for the Seafront (which could include a
winter garden) will be provided in a Town
Centre SPD, which will also be subject to
consultation in the future.
Observation noted.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
Better explanation/definition of the term
‘winter garden’ will be provided in the PreSubmission Draft, to avoid ambiguity.
Support is welcomed.

Holiday season health
facilities?

Holiday season health facilities? E.g.
branch surgery aimed at visitors on
caravan sites.

What is a Winter Garden?

The provision of health facilities is covered
in the AAP objectives. It is unlikely that a
holiday season health facilities would be
cost effective in the current available
funding.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ISSUE 9

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND OPEN SPACE

Question 9 (d) Do you support the idea of promoting a concentration of formal and informal recreation, sporting and leisure facilities at
South Cliff in conjunction with the Park and Ride and the other activities underway in the area? If you support the idea, what would you
like to see at South Cliff? If not, what are your reasons for disagreeing?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

5352

Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Advocates surfing as it
involves more people.
Wrong location for Park and
Ride.

5355

Sup

Mr Peter Collins.

Agree – it could support
seaside leisure facilities
without detracting from the
town itself.

5358

Sup

Sporting and Leisure facilities
at South Cliff would be an
advantage.

5359

Sup

5365

Sup

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding
Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

5368

Obj

Mrs Margaret
Lines

5369

Sup
w
con

Mr R Lines

Full Representation
Surfing as opposed to yachting –it
involves more people?
Wrong location for Park and Ride. Put
arcade ride machines there, relocated
from Harbour area.
Improve links using modernised
‘electrically powered’ land trains from
South Shore to Harbour Area.
Much of the rest of the regeneration
could depend on this plan and the
marina. It could support all the seaside
leisure facilities without detracting from
the town itself.
Sporting and Leisure facilities at South
Cliff would be an advantage.

Agree

Agree

Agree – funfair and noisy
activities.
These do not need to be near
the coast and users must be
encouraged to use the Town
Centre too

Agree – funfair and noisy activities.

Only a limited amount, not a
new resort.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents*

These do not need to be near the coast
and users must be encouraged to use
the Town Centre too. Possibly a yacht
Harbour there (fewer objections than a
site near the Spa despite the
environmental impact).
Only a limited amount, not a new resort.
Development of the cliff frontage is not
desirable. The coastline should be
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5372

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

Agree

5381

Sup
w
con

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

South Cliff will need facilities,
no to fun fair.

5382

Obj

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Disagree

5384

Sup
w
con

Mr Alan Killick

Only facilities that are related
to the beach and sea.

5385

Sup

Agree, anything that
compliments Bridlington Bay.

5388

Sup

David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Mrs Barbara
Turner

5389

Bridlington Civic
Society (Mrs
Joyce Stark)
J D Twigg

Leisure World is not a suitable
site.

5390

Sup
w
con
Sup

5391

Obj

Disagree.

5394

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth
Ellis Family

Agree.

Agree

No further leisure facilities,
water sports suitable.

Full Representation
protected and not fragmented (AAP
Clause 2.56).
Agree

Response and recommendation

South Cliff, there will need to be
facilities (toilets/Café) and possibly the
Lifeboat at Belvedere. Some beach
activities can be performed in that area
and may require some facilities. The
idea of a funfair is not supported.
Disagree
Only facilities that are related to the
beach and sea. Other activities should
be concentrated at the sports hall /
sports college.
Agree, anything that compliments
Bridlington Bay.

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents*

Agree. An area of sporting facilities at
South Cliff would be great. Ball games
and water sports may be included as
well as a sports hall for indoor activities.
Better swimming and recreational
activities are essential but I do not feel
Leisure World is a suitable site.
There is a need for a new lifeboat
station this is a good place with all the
associated water sports.
Disagree. Create Leisure park at
Wilsthorpe.
Definitely no further leisure facilities at
South Cliff. The area did not support
the previous ones and is now a desolate
site. Water sports would probably be
suitable, but are already there when the
weather permits.
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ID
5395

Type
Sup

Respondent
Bridlington in
Bloom (Mr Barry
Mitchell)

Summary of Representation
Agree

Full Representation
Agree

Response and recommendation
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ISSUE 9

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND OPEN SPACE

Question 9 (e) What would you like to see happen to Leisure World? What would be your preferred location if a new swimming pool is
provided elsewhere? Why?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Demolish and replace with
new hotel, incorporating pool
and other associated facilities.

Full Representation
New (from ground level) centre for Hotel
and national level pool, possibly
snooker, possibly bowls, the events are
multiple.

Response and recommendation
Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is noted.

Add more safe children’s areas.

The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
the policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
The hospital area is no longer within the
area of the Town Centre AAP; comment to
be taken into account in preparation of the
Core Strategy and Site Allocations
Development Plan Documents.
Suggestion for use of Leisure World is
noted.

5352

Obvs

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Demolish Gypsey Race near
Hospital. Attract passers-by
from Region.

Demolish Gypsey Race near Hospital.
Attract passers-by from Region.

5353

Obvs

Perrie
White/Frances
Kelly – Hull and
East Yorkshire
Mind

Use Leisure World for hosting
large events.

Leisure world has a valuable and large
one level community venue ideal for the
use of hosting arts events. The Old
st
Post Office Arts Centre has 1 hand
knowledge of the need for community
venues & workspace. Hence the current
Yorkshire Forward, GRDF and Railway
Heritage Trust funding that is being
used to extend and refurbish the centre.

5355

Obvs

Mr Peter Collins

Pool needs relocating to South
Cliff. Leisure world should be
returned to a communal
square.

The pool needs a complete relocation to
the South Cliff with both leisure pools
and pools for beginners and school
children. An outdoor lido by the sea
could also be incorporated. Planned
carefully part could remain open all year
and the rest between April and October.

Recommendation:

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
the policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for use of Leisure World is
noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
the policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5358

Obvs

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Leisure World needs
demolishing and a new
swimming pool developed,
possibly on the north side.

Mr Richard Eccles

Leisure World requires a
revamp.

5365

5368

Obvs

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Can it not be refurbished?

Full Representation
The Leisure World site should be
returned to a communal square or park
linking Promenade to the sea front.
Careful design could alleviate the micro
coast climate problem. It might even
provide a safe site for the market and
the area could be used for other open
air events.
Leisure World needs demolishing and a
new swimming pool developed, possibly
on the north side.

Leisure World requires a revamp and a
reorganisation of staff – at the moment
it’s a shambles. The pool is ok, so if
they propose a new pool it would have
to be a 50m pool, which is very
expensive.

Leisure world is only about 20 years old
can it not be refurbished?

Response and recommendation
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.

Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for the refurbishment of Leisure
World is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for the refurbishment of Leisure
World is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
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ID

5369

Type

Obvs

Respondent

Mr R Lines

Summary of Representation

Redevelop on site

Full Representation

Redevelop on site – do not relocate the
swimming pool.

Response and recommendation
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5372

5373

Obvs

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Sport England (Mr
Darren Hendley)

Keep it as a facility mainly
catering for the visitor

Future requirements of sport in
Bridlington are not fully
considered.

Keep it as a facility mainly catering for
the visitor. Build an Olympic size
swimming pool next to the Gypsey
Road sports facilities to cater for the
schools and the residents and the
serious swimmer. Because we are a
resort for sport.

There is no mention to other sports and
in particular playing pitches. It is not
therefore considered that the future

The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for the provision of a new
swimming pool is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
The provision of playing pitches is
inappropriate in the core Town Centre area
that is now the subject of the AAP. Their
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ID

5378

5380

Type

Obvs

Obvs

Respondent

Yorkshire Forward
(Mrs Lucy
Mitchell)

Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation

Leisure World should form part
of the Town Centre
redevelopment or be close to
other leisure developments.

Knock it down

Full Representation
requirements of sport in Bridlington are
fully considered by this document.

Leisure World if redeveloped should be
on a site that forms part of the Town
Centre redevelopment or in close
proximity to other leisure developments
to add to the offer within close proximity
to the proposed public transport
interchange and or key public transport
routes, promoting sustainable transport
use by both local residents and tourists
alike.

Knock it down. Build a hotel with some
car parking and incorporate in the site a
new swimming pool etc. for public use.

Response and recommendation
provision elsewhere in Bridlington will be
addressed by other DPDs.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Suggestion for the relocation of Leisure
World is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Start again with a hotel and
Olympic size pool.

Start again with a hotel and Olympic
size pool.

The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is noted.
Recommendation:
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ID

5382

Type

Obvs

Respondent

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Summary of Representation

Leisure World should be
demolished

Full Representation

Leisure World should be demolished,
and a new swimming pool built with a
hotel on the same site, if possible.

Response and recommendation
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for redevelopment of the Leisure
World site is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5384

Obvs

Mr Alan Killick

Swimming facilities should be
together with other sports
facilities.

Swimming facilities should be together
with other sports facilities, the most
appropriate location being the sports
college. These facilities should all be
available for community use.

The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for relocation of Leisure World is
noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
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ID
5385

5387

5388

Type
Obvs

Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd

Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council (Mrs
Jenny Young)

Mrs Barbara
Turner

Summary of Representation
Leisure World has served its
useful life and must make
room for a new facility.

Leisure World does not have a
good name

A good swimming pool would
be an attraction.

Full Representation
Leisure World has served its useful life
and must now go, to make room for a
new facility, such as shops, flats, a
multi-storey, or other leisure use. The
facility must be replaced in the new
Marina development.

Leisure World does not have a good
name with residents or holidaymakers,
who find it dirty and unwelcoming.

A good swimming pool would be an
attraction wherever it is located.

Response and recommendation
Suggestion for relocation of Leisure World
and redevelopment of the site is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its

300

ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5390

Obvs

J D Twigg

Extend the swimming pool to
full Olympic size

Extend the swimming pool to full
Olympic size to generate out of season
competitive training thus keeping the
B&Bs going in winter as well.

5391

Obvs

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

What does Bridlington need?

What does Bridlington need?

Response and recommendation
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for refurbishment of Leisure
World is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5392

Obvs

Miss Meg Gilpin

Leisure world should be
refurbished

Leisure world is in an ok location and
should be refurbished

The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for refurbishment of Leisure
World is noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5397

Obvs

Mr P Williams

Knock Leisure World down.

Knock Leisure World down and start
again with a new pool with sports
facilities and a café/restaurant
overlooking the sea.
The winter garden could be a part of
this as an extension of the
promenade/Harbour site.
This is a priority as it Is under cover.

Response and recommendation
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
Suggestion for relocation of Leisure World is
noted.
Recommendation:
The Council is still considering the options
for Leisure World, and these will be outlined
in more detail and consulted upon as part of
the Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide the
policy platform to enable either the
refurbishment of Leisure World or its
redevelopment, should relocation prove the
more optimal solution.
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ISSUE 9

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND OPEN SPACE

Question 9 (f) Are there any options for delivering the scale and type of community facilities that Bridlington needs – acknowledging
that such facilities need to be fundable? What are they? Where? What are your reasons?
ID
5352

Type
Obvs

5353

Obvs

5355

Obvs

5359

Obvs

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves
Perrie
White/Frances
Kelly – Hull and
East Yorkshire
Mind
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
PPP- build on current Leisure
World site
Community facilities need to
be central, safe, and well
served by public transport.

Full Representation
Public Private Partnership. Value of
building on current Leisure World site.
Need to be central not peripheral.
Should be safe and served by regular
public transport. Also needs to be
managed.

Ideas could be difficult to fund.

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown

Bridlington Council provide
more sporting facilities for
youngsters

Any ideas in this section are going to be
difficult to fund. Boldness will be the
only way to attract money!
Bridlington Council should do more to
provide sporting facilities for youngsters.
Tennis facilities and skate board park as
examples. Many people have worked
very hard to try and get a skate park; I
think it would have been ideally situated
in Queensgate Park. It would have been
on a much safer site, rather than tucked
away behind the gasometer with no
surrounding houses or cars or
pedestrians passing by.
Bridlington needs more hospital
departments to encourage richer
income groups. Especially A&E.
A few beach front shelters would be
cheap and beneficial.
Such a question needs a full review of
what is available and where before one
can make a stab at additions or
changes. Swimming pool is obviously
one required replacement.

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Bridlington
needs
hospital departments.

more

5369

Obvs

Mr R Lines

Beach front shelters.

5380

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

Needs a full review of what is
available and where.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents*
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ID
5391

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Summary of Representation
Disagree.

5396

Obvs

Bridlington and
District Civic
Society (Mrs
Maureen Bell)

Open space near Martongate
school to remain.

Full Representation
Disagree. The girls high school playing
fields would have made a great park
there is nowhere else.
We would also like to see the open
space near Martongate school
(Sewerby Heads / Martongate) remain
on the schedule as an open space/play
area.

Response and recommendation
*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents*

We have already responded in depth to
a survey of Sewerby hall and Gardens
by Meadowhead, expressing our
support for their continuing
refurbishment.
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ISSUE 9

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND OPEN SPACE

Question 9 (g) Do you have a preferred approach to ensuring that greenspace and children’s play area needs are met in Bridlington?
What and why?
ID
5352

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Summary of Representation
Agree- more parks a good
idea.

5355

Obvs

Mr Peter Collins

No more clearance of bushes.

5365

Obj

Mr Richard Eccles

Disagree

Full Representation
Many small parks could be a good idea.
Less children going across roads leads
to less accidents?
Please don’t clear any more bushes etc
like that which was done in Queensgate
Park. The bushes provided the greatest
games now there is so much grass!
Disagree

5369

Obj

Mr R Lines

Disagree

Disagree

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

All spaces visible on CCTV
and policed.

5373

Obvs

Sport England (Mr
Darren Hendley)

Robust assessment of the
existing and future needs for
open space, sport and
recreation.

All existing sports areas and green
spaces should be visible on CCTV and
properly policed. If they are safe from
muggers and drug abusers more people
would be inclined to use them.
A starting point for this would be a firm
evidence base, through a robust
assessment of the existing and future
needs for open space, sport and
recreation, as required by PPG17,
through the broader LDF process. I
note from the Evidence Base DPD that
an audit of open space is being carried
out. Though this does not appear to
extend to other (built) forms of
recreation and sport. This needs to be
considered as part of the LDP process.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents*

Local sporting bodies should be
consulted about their future
requirements.

305

ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation

An additional option should be the
support of the joint use of sporting
facilities on educational sites for use by
the local community through community
use agreements.
The AAP makes no reference to the
Building Schools for Future Programme
(BSF), which involves the rebuilding and
renewal of every secondary school in
England by 2016. This may well have a
significant impact on land use in
Bridlington and should be detailed in the
Action Plan. The education department
at East Riding should be able to advise
on this programme.

5380

Obvs

Mr Cyril Oliver

Create green space at every
opportunity.

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group
(Mr Cyril Oliver)

Look at and the pocket parks
opportunities alongside larger
areas.

5390

Obvs

J D Twigg

Find more spaces to develop
and extend.

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents*

There is also no reference made to
health provision, health lifestyle
opportunities and reducing health
inequalities. Providing convenient
health care and leisure facilities is key
to this.
Create green space at every
opportunity, even if only available for
short periods.
Spend the commuted sums of money
already available. Look at and
promote/identify the pocket parks
opportunities for Bridlington alongside
the facilities and activities of larger
areas.
Find more spaces to develop and
extend to give more breathing spaces
and sitting areas.
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ISSUE 10

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Question 10 (a) Are the objectives for the built environment comprehensive and correct? Are there objectives you disagree with? If
so why? Are there objectives that have been omitted? What and why?
ID
5351

Type
Obs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Stresses importance of
conserving harbour piers.

Full Representation
The Harbour Piers are listed. These as
per the last public inquiry require their
setting protected, their landscape and
history.
Add conservation to the list.

5355

5358

Sup w
cond

Obvs

Mr Peter Collins

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Supports objectives- but a little
vague.

Harbour in need of
improvement.

The Harbour needs improving as it is a
very important part of Bridlington.

Protect Town Hall building.

The Town
protected.

Constrain development on
fairground- generating
congestion.
5359

Sup

5361

Sup w
cond

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
English Heritage

The objectives are basically fine but
they do appear to be a little vague
compared to the clear objectives in the
other sections.

Hall

building

must

be

Response and recommendation
Comments noted and accepted.
Recommendation:
The AAP should make clear that it
recognises the value and distinctive
character of Bridlington’s Harbour. As such,
the AAP’s proposals to develop a Marina
should require the design to ensure the
heritage of the Harbour is protected and
enhanced and the listed piers are
conserved.
Support is welcomed.
Recommendation:
Pre-Submission Draft should further clarify
the objectives to protect and preserve the
settings of both historic buildings and sites
of archaeological interest.
Comments noted and accepted. Support for
improvements to the harbour welcomed
The Town Hall is already listed building.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
The AAP should include the Town Hall in the
Town Centre, and acknowledge the
problems caused by the fair ground rides..
Support is welcomed.

Supports proposed objectives
as they provide a sound basis

Support proposed objectives and the
resultant preferred options. They

Support for the proposed objectives is
welcomed.

The Fairground must not be further
developed as it is one of the reasons
there are so many day-trippers.

307

ID

5362

5365

Type

Obvs

Sup w
cond

Respondent

Mr and Mrs D
Radford

Mr Richard Eccles

Summary of Representation
for development.

Building conservation should
not hinder disabled access.

Agree.

Full Representation
provide a sound basis for the
development of a strategy to protect
and enhance the character of the
settlement.
The following points about the
Objectives should be considered :
Third bullet point – the setting of historic
buildings is often an essential part of
their character, therefore this bullet
point should be referred to ‘…the
character, fabric and setting.’
Fourth bullet point – there is a
requirement to have a regard to the
setting of archaeological areas, so it
might be better to refer to
‘….archaeological sites and their
settings’.
The conservation of buildings should
not be used as a barrier to providing
convenient access for disabled people.

Agree- Terminology of question too
complex to be understood by general
public - use plain English.

Response and recommendation
Observations regarding the setting of
historic buildings and archaeological sites
are noted. The AAP seeks to conserve and
enhance the character, fabric and settings of
historic areas and archaeological sites.
Recommendation:
Pre-Submission Draft will further clarify the
need to protect and preserve the settings of
both historic buildings and sites of
archaeological interest.

Observation noted.
Building conservation work will comply with
all relevant legislation on access for disabled
people
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support for the Preferred Option is
welcomed.
Observation noted.

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Take a long term view.

2016 is only 10 years ahead. A longterm view must be kept in mind.

Recommendation:
Ensure the use of plain English throughout
the Pre-Submission Draft.
The AAP provides a strategy to deliver the
vision Bridlington needs by 2016.
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ID

5369

Type

Obvs

Respondent

Mr R Lines

Summary of Representation

Suggests new objective.

Full Representation

An added objective would be to
publicise them.

Response and recommendation
The Core Strategy DPD for the East Riding
will set out, at a broad level, the strategic
policies that will guide development and
other land use changes in the borough as a
whole over the period to 2021.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Whilst the AAP concentrates primarily on
physical development, the Council
recognises that to achieve the vision for
Bridlington, these projects must be
accompanied by other interventions such as
marketing and public relations (to promote
Bridlington’s existing assets as well as
proposed developments).
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP will outline
details of other interventions (for example;
marketing) which will provide an important
complement to the physical development
projects detailed in the AAP.
Support is welcomed.

5372

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

Agree.

Agree.

5377

Obvs

Mr Terry Morrell

Demolish poor quality
property.

Recommendation:
No change required
Support is welcomed.

The need to improve the quality of the built
environment in the Town Centre is
recognised by the AAP.

5380

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree.

ERYC should seriously consider the
demolition of poor quality property.
Financial and punitive pressure must be
brought to bear upon property owners to
bring fascias of the buildings up to a
good standard.
Agree.

5381

Sup

Agree.

Agree.

Support is welcomed.

5382

Sup

Bridlington
Protection Group
Mrs Elaine Oliver

Agree.

Agree, and preserve the view of the
town and distant view from the south

Support is welcomed. The AAP recognises
the rich built heritage of Bridlington and the
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ID

Type

5385

Sup

5386

Sup

5389

Obvs

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
side promenades.

Mr David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Mrs Barbara
Marson

Agree.

Agree.

Agree.

Mrs Joyce Stark,
Bridlington Civic
Society

Protection of conservation
areas such as Sewerby Hall.

Agree with the objectives. Can the
heritage coast be extended from the
steps at Sewerby to the wall at Limekiln
Lane.
Continue to protect and enhance
conservation areas – Sewerby Hall. A
schedule of locally listed buildings
would be useful.

Response and recommendation
distinctive backdrop for people’s daily lives
this provides.
Recommendation:
Pre-Submission Draft will provide further
detail on the sensitive and high standards of
design to be sought for all new development
within Bridlington Town Centre, which will
take into account preservation of existing
vistas and panoramic views in and around
the town.
Support is welcomed.
Support for the objectives is welcomed.

The AAP seeks to conserve and enhance
conservation areas and their environs.
However, conservation of Sewerby Hall is
no longer an issue that is pertinent to the
Town Centre AAP; but the comment will be
taken into account in preparation of the Core
Strategy and Site Allocations Development
Plan Documents.
Support for preparation of a schedule of
locally listed buildings is welcomed.

5390

Sup

J D Twigg

Agree.

Agree on the whole.

Recommendations:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Support is welcomed.

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Disagree with proposed
Marina.

Disagree – To preserve the historic
landscape you do not build an intrusive
Marina.

The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
The AAP recognises the value and
distinctive character of Bridlington’s
Harbour. As such, proposals to develop a
Marina will be designed to ensure the
heritage of the Harbour is protected and
enhanced and the listed piers are
conserved.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.

5396

Sup

Mrs Maureen Bell
- Bridlington and
District Civic
Society

Welcome development of
design guidance and public
realm strategies and well as
updating conservation areas

We welcome the development of the
design guidance for the built
environment as this will help to ensure
future development will enhance and

The SPD will also consider in full the
impacts the Marina will have on Bridlington’s
beach, water systems, wildlife and ecology
and make provisions to ensure the impacts
do not exceed acceptable limits.
Support is welcomed.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
and listed buildings.

Full Representation
compliment the existing town.

Response and recommendation

We also consider the updating of the
conservation areas and listed buildings
of Bridlington and environs is long
overdue. The current schedule was
drawn up over 30 years ago.

5397

Obvs

Mr P Williams

Sky line should be considered.

We support the development of
strategies for the public realm through
the town team and built environment
forum, which we see as essential tools
for the residents to express their issues.
Redevelopment of Town Centre should
not mar the current sky line and contain
large, ugly buildings.

The AAP recognises the rich built heritage of
Bridlington and the distinctive backdrop for
people’s daily lives this provides. The AAP
proposes the preparation of detailed design
guidance to ensure quality and consistency
in the design of new buildings in the Town
Centre.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide
further detail on the sensitive and high
standards of design to be sought for all new
development within Bridlington Town
Centre. The design of any new
development must be acceptable in terms of
its relation to surrounding buildings, siting,
scale, height, roof form and profile.
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ISSUE 10

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Question 10 (b) Do you agree that detailed design guidance is needed for the Town Centre? If so, how detailed and prescriptive should it be?
What balance do you think needs to be struck between conserving the built environment and enabling the regeneration of Bridlington and the
local landscape?
ID
5351

Type
Obs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Queries how well new
development will fit.

Full Representation
Examine Gordon Road development in
relation to historic High Street i.e. then
ask – does it fit?

5355

Sup w
cond

Mr Peter Collins

Agree- detailed guidance
needed, although should be
flexible.

Detailed design guidance is very
necessary but it must have some
flexibility or it will just become another
exercise and there will be too many
excuses for it not to come to fruition.
Feasible time targets need to be set or
the momentum for the public realm
scheme will be lost.
Agree

5359

Sup

5361

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
English Heritage

Agree
Support development of
detailed design guidance.

Support the proposal for the
development of detailed design
guidance for the Town Centre. The
Council should do a character
assessment of parts of the Town
Centre. As part of the process the
Council should look at Conservation
Area boundaries and status.
Regeneration and conservation should
be undertaken simultaneously.

Response and recommendation
Council acknowledges the importance of
high quality design, which includes
contemporary development which sits
comfortably within and enhances the historic
environment.
Support is welcomed.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft should provide
the policy platform for improving design
quality, and the Town Centre AAP should
provide the detailed guidance to support
effective delivery.
Support is welcomed.
Support for the proposed detailed design
guidance is welcomed. The production of
the guidance will have regard to the
distinctive character and architecture of the
Town Centre. The AAP recognises that the
historic character of Bridlington should be
preserved and enhanced, and not
compromised by the regeneration strategy.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft will provide
further detail on the sensitive and high
standards of design to be sought for all new
development within Bridlington Town
Centre. The AAP will be supplemented by
further design criteria, which will be
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5365

Obvs

Mr Richard Eccles

Complex terminology.

Terminology of question too complex to
be understood by general public - use
plain English.

5372

5378

Obvs

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Shop front guide needs a
revamp.

Mrs Lucy MitchellYorkshire
Forward.

Design guidance should reflect
the Town Charter and the
emerging Strategic
Development Framework.

5380

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree.

5385

Sup

Mr David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd

Agree.

Revamp the shop front guide for
Bridlington

The development of design guidance for
the Built Environment and the
development of a Public Realm Strategy
will need to reflect and be
complementary to the Town Charter
and emerging Strategic Development
Framework, under the town’s Urban
Renaissance Programme.
Agree.
Agree. Simply a common theme
throughout.

Response and recommendation
presented and consulted upon in the Town
Centre SPD.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
Ensure the use of plain English throughout
the Pre-Submission Draft.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
Outline details of other interventions (for
example; marketing) which will provide an
important complement to the physical
development projects detailed in the AAP.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Design guidance should reflect the Town
Charter and emerging Strategic
Development Framework.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
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ISSUE 10

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Question 10 (c) Do you agree with the notion of a strategic public realm scheme for the Town Centre, together with design guidance and
delivery advice? If so, what would you like to see? If not, why do you disagree with the approach?
ID
5355

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Peter Collins

Summary of Representation
Agree, but not sure what
would like to see.

Full Representation
I agree with the notion but would need
to think longer and harder about what I
would particularly like to see.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

Agree.

Agree.

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
English Heritage

Recommendation:
The Preferred Options Draft AAPand the
SPD to support it, should provide sufficient
detail to allow people to reach judgements
on whether they support design proposals or
not.
Support is welcomed.

Support.

Support.

Support is welcomed.

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Reinstate balustrade at Hall
and add Kinderland area in
rose garden. Lower entrance
fees.

Re-instate the steps in the balustrade at
the front of the Hall. Add a Kinderland
type area in the rose garden. Reduce
the entrance fees.

5380

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree.

Agree.

The refurbishment of Sewerby Hall is no
longer an issue that is pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; but the comment will be taken
into account in preparation of the Core
Strategy and Site Allocations Development
Plan Documents.
Support is welcomed.

5385

Sup

Agree.

Agree.

Support is welcomed.

5391

Obvs

Mr David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Unsure about the nature of a
strategic public realm scheme.

What is a strategic public realm
scheme?

Observation noted.

5359

Sup

5361

Recommendation:
Provide better explanation/definition of the
term ‘strategic public realm scheme’ in the
Pre-Submission Draft, to avoid ambiguity.
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ISSUE 10

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Question 10 (d) Do you agree with strategic design guidance, focusing on the routes into the Town Centre? If so, what would you like to see?
If not, why do you disagree with the approach?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

5359

Sup

5361

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
English Heritage

5372

Obvs

Mr Ian Thompson

Summary of Representation
Queries strategy – the routes
into the town centre are
usually congested.

Full Representation
What strategy? The routes into town
centre are usually congested – some
strategy. Perhaps a box style entry into
the town would help?

Response and recommendation
Comment noted.

Agree

Agree

Recommendation:
The Preferred Options Draft AAP should
include consideration of gateways into the
Town Centre and measures to reduce
congestion.
Support is welcomed.

Support.

Support.

Support is welcomed.

Would like to see a booklet
highlighting the gems of
Bridlington.

A booklet highlighting the gems of
Bridlington would be useful.

Whilst the AAP concentrates primarily on
physical development, the Council
recognises that to achieve the vision for
Bridlington, these projects must be
accompanied by other interventions such as
marketing and public relations (to promote
Bridlington’s existing assets as well as
proposed developments).

5380

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree.

Agree.

Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP will outline
details of other interventions (for example;
marketing) which will provide an important
complement to the physical development
projects detailed in the AAP.
Support is welcomed.

5385

Sup

Mr David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd

Agree.

Agree.

Support is welcomed.
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ID
5391

5395

Type
Obvs

Sup w
cond

Respondent
Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Mr Barry Mitchell Bridlington In
Bloom

Summary of Representation
Unsure about the meaning of
the question.

Agrees and wishes to see a
new pedestrian link between
the coach and railway station
and Harbour/Marina.

Full Representation
What does this mean?

Agree. Also, culvert Gypsey Race and
create pedestrian link between coach /
railway station and Harbour / Marina.

Response and recommendation
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
Provide better explanation/definition of terms
such as ‘strategic public realm scheme’ and
‘design guidance’ in the Pre-Submission
Draft, to avoid ambiguity.
Support for the preferred option is
welcomed.
Although the AAP does not intend to culvert
the Gypsey Race, Issue 9 (Community
Facilities and Open Space) does make
provision for the creation of a new park
along the spine of a re-opened Gypsey
Race, which will provide a new pedestrian
link between the railway station, the retail
core and the proposed Marina.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ISSUE 10

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Question 10 (e) Do you agree that as a historic designated landscape Sewerby Hall and Gardens needs restoring or further protecting? What
would you like to see? If you disagree what are your reasons?
ID
5351

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson
Perrie White and
Frances Kelly,
Hull and East
Yorkshire Mind

Summary of Representation
Sewerby seems fine as it is.

Agree

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
English Heritage

Full Representation
Sewerby Hall Gardens are generally
well kept.
A selection of ‘free’ access days
available to all for the Sewerby Hall
Gardens, It is acknowledged that there
are reduced fee passes but more free
open days are needed.
Agree

5353

Obvs

5359

Sup

5361

Support.

Support.

5365

Sup

Mr Richard Eccles

Agree.

Agree.

5368

Obvs

Sewerby seems fine as it is.

Sewerby seems fine as it is.

5369

Obj

Mrs Margaret
Lines
Mr R Lines

Leave Sewerby Hall as it is,
but improve the zoo.

5372

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

Agree.

Disagree, Sewerby Hall doesn’t need
attention, only regular maintenance.
However the zoo could be improved.
Agree.

5374

Sup

Ms Kathryn
Gibson – Garden
History Society

Agree- Sewerby Hall should
be protected and restored.
Also suggests the compilation
of a list of historic landscapes
in Bridlington.

Free access days wanted.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents*

Strongly agree that historic landscape at
Sewerby Hall should be further restored
and protected.
Also suggest list should be made of
historic landscapes including public
parks, cemeteries and villa gardens to
ensure these valuable historic assets
are protected and promoted as
important components of Bridlington’s
special historic environment.
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ID
5377

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mr Terry Morrell

Summary of Representation
Need a programme of events
sponsored by the Council to
improve attractiveness of Old
Town and Sewerby.

5380

Mr Cyril Oliver

5384

Sup w
cond
Obvs

Agree, but wants to see report
prior to further comment.
Need appropriate works to
restore Sewerby Hall and
dispel idea that it is a general
entertainment venue.

5385

Sup

5395

Sup

Mr David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Mr Barry Mitchell
– Bridlington in
Bloom

Mr Allan Killick

Develop potential.

Full Representation
Efforts to improve the Old Town and
Sewerby to make them attractive to
visitors and townspeople alike requires
a programme of events appropriate to
their surroundings possibly sponsored
by EYRYC.
Agree, would like to see the consultants
report and then comment on that first.
Sewerby Hall has received considerable
funding but the appropriate work needs
to be carried out to restore the building.
It needs protection from the idea that it
is a general entertainment venue, and
like other similar halls in the East Riding
should concentrate on simply present
the halls and grounds to the public.
Agree. Further develop its potential.

Agree.

Agree.

Response and recommendation

*Issue no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; comment to be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents*
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ISSUE 10

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Question 10 (f) Do you think there is any merit in a schedule of locally listed buildings? If so, what buildings would you nominate and
why?
ID
5351

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Sceptical of value of this

5359

Sup

Agree.

5365

Sup

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

5368

Obvs

Mrs Margaret
Lines

Full Representation
Listed Buildings are surely ‘listed’.
ERYC does not appear to take care of
listed buildings they already have.
Agree.

Agrees and notes the
architectural value to a number
of shops on the promenade.
Would nominate the Spa,
Royal Hall, Sewerby Hall,
Floral Pavilion and other
buildings around the Harbour.

Agree – Architectural value to a number
of shops on the promenade, above
shop front level.
The Spa and Royal Hall, Sewerby Hall,
Floral pavilion, old (pre 1940) buildings
round the Harbour.

Response and recommendation
Comments noted.
Support is welcomed.
Support is welcomed.
Observation noted.

5372

Sup

Mr Ian Thompson

Agree.

Agree.

Recommendation:
The Council should consider a local listing
register that would include the Spa.
Support is welcomed.

5380

Sup

Mr Cyril Oliver

Agree, locally listed buildings obviously.

Support is welcomed.

5385

Obj

Mr David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd

Agree with locally listed
buildings.
Disagree.

Disagree.

Objection noted.

5387

Obvs

Mrs Jenny Young,
Barmston and
Fraisthorpe Parish
Council

Need more flexible approach
towards historic buildings.

Adopt a more flexible approach to
dealing with historic buildings and
townscape.

Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
Whilst the AAP acknowledges the
advantages of flexibility, the AAP also aims
to ensure that new development does not
compromise the heritage, historic buildings
and distinctive character of Bridlington Town
Centre. The AAP must be firm in providing
a consistent approach to the protection to
Bridlington’s unique existing assets, to
ensure their preservation and enhancement.
Recommendation:
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5391

Obvs

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Thinks this should already
exist.

There should already be one.

5395

Obvs

Mr Barry Mitchell Bridlington In
Bloom

Not in the Town Centre

Not in the Town Centre.

Response and recommendation
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted. The AAP aims to ensure a
schedule of locally listed buildings is
maintained and updated, where appropriate.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ISSUE 10

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Question 10 (g) Do you agree that the heritage interest of the Town Centre needs to be developed? If so, what do you think needs
attention and why? If you disagree, what are you reasons?
ID
5351

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Agree – exploit heritage of
town, like York.

5359

Sup

Agree.

5365

Sup w
cond

Mr and Mrs Dave
Brown
Mr Richard Eccles

Agree- resents modernisation
and is opposed to the Marina.

Full Representation
Agree – York is noted for its history, we
tend to hide it. Exploit it, also the
Harbour tunnels, Bayle Gate, the Priory
etc.
Agree.
Agree – much of the town’s heritage
has been destroyed by so-called
modernisation. Retain north and south
piers of the Harbour and do not obstruct
views of south pier / Flamborough with
a Marina.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

Support is welcomed.
Support for development of the town’s
heritage is welcomed.
The AAP recognises the value and
distinctive character of Bridlington’s
Harbour. As such, proposals to develop a
Marina will be designed to ensure the
heritage of the Harbour is protected and
enhanced and the listed piers are
conserved.
Recommendation:
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP will also
provide further detail on the sensitive and
high standards of design to be sought for all
new development within Bridlington Town
Centre, which will take into account
preservation of existing vistas and
panoramic views in and around the town.
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ID
5366

5369

5372

Type
Obvs

Obvs

Obvs

Respondent
Mr R Gould

Mr R Lines

Mr Ian Thompson

Summary of Representation
Agrees that this would be
helpful, and recommends
devising a walk with
accompanying leaflet.

Agrees, and would like to see
a transport link between the
Harbour and Town Centre.

Believes Smethwick sands
and inshore waters need
attention.

Full Representation
A very simple thing at minimum cost. It
would help. A Town Centre walk of 1
1/2 miles with a leaflet from the TIC
showing points of interest.

Agree, a convenient and publicised
transport link from the Harbour and
Town Centre to Old Town would add to
the overall heritage interest.

The Smethwick sands needs to be
protected from dredging companies and
inshore waters need protecting from
trawlers.

Response and recommendation
Whilst the AAP concentrates primarily on
physical development, the Council
recognises that to achieve the vision for
Bridlington, these projects must be
accompanied by other interventions such as
marketing and public relations (to promote
Bridlington’s existing assets as well as
proposed developments).
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP will outline
details of other interventions (for example;
marketing) which will provide an important
complement to the physical development
projects detailed in the AAP.
The AAP acknowledges that the Old Town is
a key asset for Bridlington, and that its
special character should be protected.
Issue 8 (Movement) of the Issues and
Options Draft AAP aims to improve public
transport links in and around Bridlington,
including better services between the Town
Centre and Old Town. Suggestion that
transport links to the Old Town be better
publicised is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP will outline
details of other interventions (for example;
marketing) which will provide an important
complement to the physical development
projects detailed in the AAP.
Observation noted. This does not fall within
the remit of the Town Centre AAP.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID
5380

Type
Sup

Respondent
Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation
Agree.

Full Representation
Agree.

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed.

5385

Sup

Support is welcomed.

Obvs

Agrees and advocates
promoting the Old Town and
Sewerby Hall./
Worth paying particular
attention to the Harbour.

Agree, Old Town / Priory and Sewerby.

5391

Mr David William
Dowson, Lloyd
Dowson Ltd
Mr Michael
Charlesworth

The Harbour is the only worthwhile
heritage item in the town.

The AAP recognises the value and
distinctive character of Bridlington’s
Harbour. As such, proposals to develop a
Marina will be designed to ensure the
heritage of the Harbour is protected and
enhanced and the listed piers are
conserved.

5395

Obj

Mr Barry Mitchell Bridlington In
Bloom

Disagree.

Disagree.

Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Objection noted.
Not enough information provided to enable
detailed response and recommendation.
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GENERAL COMMENTS
ID
5351

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Alex
Thompson

Summary of Representation
Expresses concern at scope of
public consultation exercise.
Wants to ensure Bridlington’s
assets are not destroyed.

Full Representation
ERYC state in 2004 THEY adopted the
Bridlington Regeneration Strategy and
Town Charter.
They state “both documents were
widely consulted upon”. I suggest the
ERYC consulted with Groups (groups
they considered/required consulting
with) were not and could not be said to
have public backing. Their groups do
have representation that is certain, but it
is not clear how many people they
represent.
The public (i.e. taxpayers) represent in
excess of 30/34,000 people. I do not
believe token methods represent all of
the people.

5352

Obvs

Mr Colin
Hargreaves

Suggests need for better
choice of attractions/facilities;
incentives for Guest Houses;
and fines for badly kept
properties.

If Bridlington needs anything it needs
those in high places to recognise what
the assets are and not destroy them for
short term gain. Add to them by all
means sympathetically and with care
and, while doing so, create packages to
attract industry that no-one else can
beat.
Tourists have a pretty poor choice of
town map of attractions/facilities.
Prize contests for nice Guest Houses?
Town Houses?

Response and recommendation
Comment noted. The Council welcomes
and encourages everyone to take part in
public exhibitions and other consultation
events, but appreciates that not everyone is
able to attend each time.
The process of preparing the AAP provides
another opportunity to hear the public’s
views and involve them in the document’s
thinking and proposals. The Council is open
to considering all options for the AAP area.
Recommendation:
The Preferred Options Draft of the AAP
needs to make sure that the proposals
protect what is distinctive about Bridlington
and is valued by its residents and
businesses, ensuring that new proposals
look after this heritage and special
character, and add to it, not damage it.

Comments noted. These ideas are useful,
and need to be taken into account by local
groups in devising marketing strategies for
Bridlington and initiatives to encourage local
pride. They are not, however, matters for the
AAP, but should be acknowledged by the
AAP as important.

Fines for badly kept properties???
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ID
5352

Type
Obj

Respondent
Mr Colin
Hargreaves

5357

Sup

Martyn Coltman

5358

Obvs

Jean Wormwell
MBE – Pensioners
Action Group East
Riding

Summary of Representation
Notes lack of references to
energy policy, under-ground
car parking, parking zones, or
the implications of compulsory
purchase orders.

Supports the Council’s
Preferred Options.
Attention should be paid to the
infrastructure of Bridlington.
Shop owners should not be
allowed to display goods on
pavements. Vandalism is
increasing andparking is a
major problem. Suggests bus
station should be relocated.
AAP should recognise that
Bridlington is only a small
town.

Full Representation
•
No accurate feedback?
•
No mention of energy policy on
new (and refurbishment)
construction. Solar, Wind,
water/electric, Wave Power.
•
No mention of increased
parking under new buildings.
•
No mention of increase of 2wheel parking zones ‘free’
around town (to discourage
Bridlington resident’s car use).
•
No mention of residents
options following Compulsory
Purchase Orders.
Totally support the preferred options as
set out in the Issues and Options paper.
Attention needs to be paid to the
infrastructure of Bridlington in the first
instance.

Response and recommendation
Comments noted.

Shop owners should not be allowed to
display their goods across pavements
and put up dreadful posters in their
windows

The AAP should acknowledge the
importance of good quality infrastructure to
support Brid’s regeneration, but take into
account Bridlington’s size. Design criteria
should include ‘design for security’ to help
reduce anti-social behaviour.

Vandalism, particularly the smashing of
windows, is on the increase.
Parking is a serious problem for
residents. Parking charges should not
be imposed out of season.

Recommendation:
The Preferred Options Draft AAP should
include proposals for green energy, ensure
parking proposals are consistent with
sustainability objectives, and make clear the
implications for residents of site assembly
and compulsory purchase.

Support is welcomed.
Comments noted.
Recommendations:

Policy on parking should be related to local
needs.
The AAP should promote bus facilities near
the railway station.

The bus station should be located close
to the railway station.
It should be remembered that
Bridlington is only a small town. This
should be seriously considered in
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
relation to future plans for development.

Response and recommendation

5360

Obvs

Mike Ball – Civil
Engineering
Services, East
Riding District
Council (This is a
response to the
issues raised by
George Berry
5356 about
Muntons)

Response to concerns over
contamination from the
Muntons plant. Company
investing in a sustainable
solution to discharge waste via
a large reed bed which cleans
the water so that it can be
released along a pipeline into
the sea. Long term goal to
clean water to the extent that it
can be discharged via a
soakaway under the plant.

The situation with Muntons is as follows:
In order to reduce the level of
contaminants in the discharge from the
works, the company has invested in a
sustainable solution. It comprises a
large reed bed into which the washings
are pumped (this has been
constructed). After a period of time the
water that results will be much cleaner
and can be discharged along the
pipeline into the sea. The
commissioning period is not yet
completed and it could be around
twelve months before discharge could
be classed as ‘clean’. Until then, they
are discharging washings down our
pipeline. Given that we oversee this
development along with the
Environment Agency (the ‘prosecuting
body’) and colleagues from the
Council’s Public protection team in
Bridlington (Dave Howliston) Muntons
are being given every opportunity to
develop the system along the lines of, at
some stage the washings that emerge
from the reed bed being sufficiently
clean to enable them to be discharged
via a soakaway in the ground beneath
the plant. This would in effect negate
the need for the pipeline which can then
be decommissioned. I have reminded
them that the ownership of the pipe
remains unsolved. They are very much
aware that the onus is on them to come
up with this eventual solution or the
Council is in the position of ‘getting

Observations noted. Investment in a
sustainable solution to discharge waste is
welcomed.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5361

Sup

Ian Smith –
English Heritage

Supports recognition of
importance of historic
environment.

Full Representation
heavy’ should it choose to do so. In
encouraging them down the
‘sustainable’ line I have avoided any
negative publicity that could arise if they
say the Council’s action in (getting
‘heavy handed’) stopping-up the
pipeline were to close the plant and
make the workforce redundant, which is
quite possible. We meet with them in
the form of our ‘steering group’ every
few months and we operate in a
constructive manner. I’m of the view
that the Council and all concerned with
this project will attract positive publicity
once the reed bed is fully operational.
Support recognition within the report of
the importance of the historic
environment to the character and
distinctiveness of this part of east
Yorkshire.

Response and recommendation

Support is welcomed.

Objectives an appropriate
basis upon which a Town
Centre strategy can be
developed.

Issue 1 – Generally support the
Objectives. They are an appropriate
basis upon which to develop the
strategy for the town given the evidence
base outlined in the report and the
identified needs of the settlement.

Support is welcomed.

Supports Town Centre
objectives and proposals for
improvements, particularly
enhancements of the public
realm.

Issue 2 – Generally support the
objectives proposed for the Town
Centre particularly the improvement of
the quality and appeal of the public
realm and the celebration of
Bridlington’s distinctive historic assets.
Support Councils preferred option for
the development and improvement of
the Town Centre. The Council should
undertake an assessment of the

Support is welcomed. Suggestion regarding
the use of character assessments (which
could feed into preparation of the detailed
design guidance and Strategic Public Realm
Framework) is noted.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
Supports utilisation of Harbour,
and highlights the need to take
account of nearby listed
buildings.

5363

5365

Obj

Obj

Full Representation
character of the Town Centre,
identifying positive aspects.
Issue 3 – Support the objective to make
more use of the Harbour, need to
ensure the development of the Harbour
takes account of listed buildings.

Supports broad objectives ,
particularly those concerning
the historic environment and
new investment in Sewerby
Hall.

Issue 4 – Consider that the objectives
for tourism are broadly appropriate.
Welcome the objective relating to the
historic environment and support
Council’s preferred option for new
investment at Sewerby Hall and for the
presentation of the Old Town
Conservation Area.

Mr Matthew
Naylor – Yorkshire
Water (Comments
on Bridlington with
regard to Waste
Water Treatment
capacity).

Concern over the capacity of
Bridlington Waste Water
Treatment Works and the
extent to which it is capable of
handling any additional waste
arising from new development.

Mr Richard Eccles

Expresses concern over the
SWK report. Provides a list of

Bridlington drains to Bridlington Waste
Water Treatment Works. The works is
near capacity, it is unlikely that it could
take all the proposed development as
identified in the Issues and Options
consultation. This works has a long
history of complaints regarding odour
issues. It has a sludge treatment facility
and is likely to generate odours which
would be detrimental to public amenity.
YWS would not want Lane Use Classes
A, B1 or C within 400m of the WWTW
boundary (see enclosed map). Any
other proposed development would
have to be looked at on a site-by-site
basis.
Revise SWK report, as the
considerations are misleading. If a

Response and recommendation
Support is welcomed. The AAP recognises
the value and distinctive character of
Bridlington’s Harbour. As such, proposals to
develop a Marina will be designed to ensure
the heritage of the Harbour is protected and
enhanced and the listed piers are
conserved.
Support for tourism objectives is welcomed.
The AAP acknowledges that the Old Town is
a key asset for Bridlington, and that its
special character should be protected.
Investment in Sewerby Hall is no longer an
issue that is pertinent to the Town Centre
AAP, but the comment will be taken into
account in preparation of the Core Strategy
and Site Allocations Development Plan
Documents.
Observation noted.
Recommendation:
Proposed development within 400m of the
boundary of the Bridlington Waste Water
Treatment Works to be looked at in line with
comments from Yorkshire Water.

The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
additional considerations that
should be taken into account
when considering a Marina on
the north side.

Full Representation
Marina were built as per the attached
then it’s advantages / disadvantages
percentage to about 69%. The report is
misleading, either intentionally or due to
a lack of understanding.
A Marina on the north side would:
¾ Have an entrance in deeper
water.
¾ Not affect the setting of the
south pier.
¾ Be overlooked from the north
promenade and encourage
use of winter garden / terrace
café atmosphere.
¾ Be no more costly than the
south side proposal.
¾ Be closer to the Town Centre
(Promenade).
¾ Be adjacent to council owned
land (terraces, Leisure World,
Beaconsfield Car Park).
¾ Lead to regeneration of streets
leading from Promenade to
seafront and promote
residential flats and housing in
this area.
¾ Lead to regeneration of Trinity
Road area.
¾ Provide additional parking
close to Town Centre.
¾ Residential buildings could be
provided along north
breakwater.
¾ Provide launching facilities for
small boats directly into North
Bay while sheltered by the
extended east breakwater.
¾ Provide adequate scope for

Response and recommendation
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
investor / development led
construction.
¾ Provide protection to the north
pier.
¾ Separate leisure facilities from
commercial fishing, which
would retain the existing
historic working Harbour
(redevelop Chicken Run as per
Harbour Commissioners plan
or similar basis).

Response and recommendation

Access could be provided via Trinity Cut
or New Road down anywhere along
north sea front.
Low level two-storey hotel could be
developed to serve spa, where existing
boating lake or inshore lifeboat house is
– parking on roof.
Footpath / shuttle bus route could be
developed from the Marina to the spa.

5366

5367

Obvs

Obvs

Mr R Gould

Mr R Fisher –
English Nature

Would like to see the
enforcement of sanctions for
minor offences.

English Nature to make
representations at PreSubmission stage.

Marina would make north beach more
sheltered and suitable for junior sailing
events, etc.
I think the acceptance of minor offences
e.g. cycling on fences and ball games in
‘no ball games areas’ does not do the
towns image any favours.
No response at this stage. EN have
been notified that there will be the
opportunity to make representations at
Pre-Submission stage.

Law enforcement is not within the remit of
the Town Centre AAP.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
preferred approach.
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ID
5368

Type
Obvs

Respondent
Mrs Margaret
Lines

Summary of Representation
Raises a number of additional
concerns over the level of
detail in the AAP, the length of
the plan period, the impact of
new development on the
town’s character, the number
of nuisance birds, and the
state of public facilities.

Full Representation
It is not possible to fully comment on all
the ideas in the AAP as it is not detailed
enough.

Response and recommendation
Observation noted.

Should the plan not consider more than
10 years.

Observation noted. The Core Strategy DPD
for the East Riding will set out policies until
2021.

In any redevelopment the town should
not lose its character.

Accepted. The Town Centre AAP, based on
the Regeneration Strategy for Bridlington,
provides a bespoke vision for Bridlington
Town Centre, which aims to encourage
sensitive development (incorporating high
standards of design) that will both maintain
and enhance the town’s distinctive assets,
and create new landmark developments, in
line with the aspirations of the town’s
residents and businesses.

Fewer seagulls and pigeons would
make the town more attractive.

Environmental control of seagulls/pigeons is
not within the remit of the Town Centre AAP.

Small things are important e.g. Queen
Street toilets are not user friendly and
need modernising.

Suggestion regarding the need to upgrade
public toilet facilities is noted.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP will provide
further detail on the Council’s preferred
options and the proposed major
development projects, and will be on public
consultation between 22 October and 30
November 2007.

5369

Obvs

Mr R Lines

Raises a number of additional

1.

Opposition to commercial and

The Pre-Submission Draft should consider
measures to improve public toilet facilities
within the Town Centre, perhaps as part of
the Strategic Public Realm Framework.
1.
Commercial and residential
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation
concerns regarding the nature
of development, the provision
of facilities/ infrastructure, and
job creation.

Full Representation
residential development as part of
Marina.
2.
Importance of maintenance
alongside grand proposals to
prevent them from falling into
disrepair.
3.
Consider provision for powered
buggies. Existing and even new
footways are inadequate.
4.
Address health provision issues,
especially considering ageing
population.
5.
Replace Ebor flats with a quality
hotel with parking.
6.
Improve roads in Bridlington and
provide long overdue bypass for
Stamford Bridge.
7.
No plan for providing several
thousand new jobs, other than in
service industry, which is seasonal
and informal. Consider role of
manufacturing in the town.

Response and recommendation
development will only be provided if
justified – both by the need to animate
the public parts of the Marina and by
the need to ensure the value of the
Marina is returned in enhanced
competitiveness and economic, social
and environmental wellbeing in the
Town Centre.
2.
Accepted.
3.
Observation noted; shop-mobility type
scheme will be fully considered as part
of any new development.
4.
Health care provision falls outwith the
land use planning system, although the
Council acknowledges that adequate
facilities need to be planned for.
5.
Eborflats is in multiple private
ownership, and it is not feasible to alter
its use.
6.
Although a bypass is not feasible, and
improvements to signage and routing
are, so as to divert from the Town
Centre system traffic that is not
destined for the Town Centre.
7. The job creation proposals for the
Town Centre do include proposals
for stimulating small business
growth. Manufacturing sites are
outwith the considerations of the
scaled back AAP area.
Recommendation:
The Preferred Options Draft of the AAP
should include provision for financial
contributions to the delivery and
maintenance of public realm in the Town
Centre.
The Draft should also consider proposals for
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

5370

Obvs

Mr Philip Round –
PMR Architects

Representations on behalf of
South Shore Holiday Park,
wishing to seek the
continuance of the existing
allocation of the site for
tourism uses.

South Shore Holiday Park, Bridlington.

5371

Sup

Mr Sam Kipling,
Planning Liaison
Officer,
Environment
Agency

There is potential to get
significant benefits for flooding,
ecology and biodiversity from
the development scheme for
Gypsey Race – but more
detailed plans are necessary.

On behalf of the site owners for South
Shore Holiday Park, the existing site
indicated by the heavy black line on the
enclosed document has an existing
Tourism Development use.
It is requested that the East Riding of
Yorkshire Council, when reviewing the
extent of the Tourism Development area
on the current local plan retain the
current use for the site referred to on
the enclosed plan [including the Chalet
Park, sea-front boat compound, car
park area and entertainment complex
contained within the heavy black
outline] which will enable the site owner
to develop the site to compliment the
aspirations of the Authority plans for the
surrounding area.
Have particular interest in proposal for
development scheme for Gypsey Race
(which has known flooding problems).
Re-opening for development and a new
‘green walk’ and ‘central park for the
town centre’ could have significant
benefits for flooding and ecology.
Detailed comments not possible without
detailed proposal plans. Development
Control Officer should be contacted on
01709 312928.

Response and recommendation
improving accessibility and movement within
as well as to the Town Centre.
The issue of developing a tourist base at
South Cliff is no longer pertinent to the Town
Centre AAP; but the Council will take the
comments into account as appropriate in
preparing the other parts of its LDF.

Support for the re-opening of the Gypsey
Race is welcomed, and the sustainability
benefits of doing so are acknowledged.
Recommendation:
The Pre-Submission Draft AAP and its
supporting SPD should provide details of the
proposals to ensure the EA is able to make
detailed comments.

Also support scheme on biodiversity
grounds. Should attempt to recreate
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ID

Type

Respondent

Summary of Representation

5373

Obvs

Mr Darren
Hendley – Sport
England

Important that the AAP takes a
broad spatial planning
approach to integrate policies
and programmes such as
sport. Notes that the
Yorkshire Plan for Sport 20042008 has been omitted.

Full Representation
natural banks and associated habitats,
and good opportunity to create
wetlands. The EA are keen to be
involved to get most out of the scheme.
Spatial planning itself takes a broader
view of the planning system beyond
land use policies, to integrate with other
policies and programmes, such as
sport. It is important the AAP takes this
into account, rather than taking the pre
spatial planning narrower land use
focus.
The size of the AAP is significant and
reflects the breadth and depth it has to
cover.
The Yorkshire Plan for Sport 2004-2008
has not been included in the policy
chapter.

Response and recommendation

The size of the AAP area has been scaled
back to the a part of the central area of
Bridlington only and focuses on the Town
Centre. The Town Centre plays a
catchment wide role as an economic driver
and the spatial strategy aims to optimise the
use of land to achieve the objectives for
enhanced competitiveness in the Town
Centre’s core functions. The AAP area
includes the Leisure World facility and the
beaches, and puts forward proposals for a
Marina and the introduction of new and
enhanced public realm, including a new
Town Centre park – approaches to outdoor
recreation and informal activity appropriate
to a Town Centre.
Recommendation:
No change required

5375

Obvs

Mr Alistair
Mcintyre Government
Office for
Yorkshire and the
Humber

Response to paragraphs 1.4,
1.37, 2.64. The possible need
to apply to extend the life of
saved policies in light of the
anticipated AAP adoption date.

Existing Policies are automatically
saved until September 2007 (local Plan)
and June 2008 (Joint Structure Plan).
Anticipated adoption date for AAP is
July 2008 so you will need to consider
whether you need to apply to the
secretary of State for a direction to
extend their life. See PPS12, Ch5

The advice is noted and actions to extend
the life of the saved policies will be
undertaken.
Recommendation
The Preferred Options Draft of the AAP
should include full details of saved policies.
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Respondent

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
particularly paras 5.3-5.5 and 5.15.
DCLG guidance on the procedures to
be followed when making an application
is expected to be issued later this
summer.

Response to paragraphs 1.271.28. Concerns over the
deliverability of the AAP within
the 8 year period. Suggestion
that soundness tests 8 and 9
are relevant.

Are you confident that the AAP is
deliverable within the 8 year period up
until 2016? Do you need to build in
contingencies? Soundness tests 8 and
9 regarding implementation and
flexibility are relevant.

Response to paragraphs 1.16,
4.3-4.4. Emphasis on the
need to formally involve
communities at the issues and
options stage, and that at
preferred options, the public
must be afforded a chance to
comment on viable
alternatives.

PPS 12 companion guide section 8.3
relating to regulation 25 should be
adhered to by formally involving
communities in the development of
issues and alternative options.

Give further consideration in
further stages of AAP
preparation to the
Inspectorates tests of
soundness.

I suggest you give particular
consideration in further stages of AAP
preparation to the Planning
Inspectorate’s tests of soundness upon
which much of the future consideration

Response and recommendation
The Council’s proposals for saved policies
have now been approved by Governemnt
Office.

At Preferred Options (regulation 26)
stage, and submission when it will be
tested, you will need to demonstrate
that this has been done and in such a
way that the public has had chance to
comment on viable alternatives. While
you may consider the circumstances
justify proposing a single preferred
option, you will still need to make clear
what the alternatives are and why they
have not been selected – the results of
the SA may be useful here.
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5377

Obvs

Mr Terry Morrell

5378

Obvs

Mrs Lucy Mitchell
- Yorkshire
Forward

5379

5380

Obj

Obvs

Mr Paul Walker –
Paul Walker
Consultancy

Mr Cyril Oliver

Summary of Representation

Full Representation
by GOYH will be based.

Response to paragraphs 2.21
– 2.27 pages 21-22. The AAP
should demonstrate how s106
will be used to help deliver
objectives. Possible use of
SPD’s for details.

New guidance on s106 was issued on 1
August. We expected to see something
more (specific) about s106 in the AAP,
e.g. how it will be used to help the
delivery of AAP objectives. Have you
thought about using SPD for details,
e.g. of scale of potential contributions,
as it is easier to amend and update?

Further comments repeating
answers to questions.
Appropriate reference should
be made to the adoption of the
RES in July 2006.

There are further comments repeating
answers to questions.
The RES was adopted in July 2006
therefore the appropriate reference
should be amended.

Objection to preferred options
Issues 4 and 5, regarding the
extant permission of holiday
bungalows and the
establishment of an
employment site.

This letter should be regarded as an
objection to the preferred options under
Issue 4 and Issue 5. These objections
are based on two separate criteria
namely that the planning permission for
holiday bungalows will remain extant
and will be implemented and secondly
that the establishment of an
employment site in this case would be
detrimental to the current occupiers of
the site and also the neighbouring land.
The questionnaire was not user friendly.
It was compiled like an exam paper with
each section compiled by individual
teachers but for some mysterious
reason they all seemed to want to ask

Questionnaire was not user
friendly; lack of diversity in the
questions, location of sites
unclear (map needed), bullet
points not properly cross

Response and recommendation

Insufficient detail to provide response and
recommendation.
Accepted.
Recommendation:
Amend reference to the RES in the PreSubmission Draft.
The area referred to in this objection falls
outside the revised Town Centre AAP area,
thus these issues will be addressed in
another DPD.
Recommendation
No change required

Feedback on the general layout and
repetition of questions within the
questionnaire is noted.
Recommendation:

337

ID

Type
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Summary of Representation
referenced and a number of
previous publications omitted.

Full Representation
similar questions on the same subject.

Response and recommendation
The Consultation Reply Form, which will
accompany consultation on the PreSubmission Draft AAP, will be made less
repetitive, more succinct, and hopefully
more user-friendly.

Locations mentioned were not clearly
identifiable and a map was needed.

Accepted.
Recommendation:
A Proposals Map (highlighting suggested
land use allocations and identifying sites for
development) will be prepared and
consulted upon alongside the PreSubmission Draft AAP.

5381

Obvs

Bridlington
Protection Group

Bridlington Protection Group
should be a named consultee.
The full document should have
been included, not just
summary. Questionnaire not
cross referenced to the
summary document. Concern
over the length of time taken to
complete the questionnaire.
Some descriptions of locations
unclear. Ideas from the BPG
publication ‘Bridlington: Ideas

Bullet points in summary document
were not numbered and there is no
cross referencing between the three
documents.

Observations on cross referencing noted.

Next to no notice of suggestions made
previously some ideas included for
comment again. The publication I was
responsible for on behalf of Bridlington
Protection Group has been around for
five years.
It is the view of the Bridlington
Protection Group that they should be a
named consultee.

Observation noted.

The documents provided free should
have included the full document which
was only available online. The summary
document required you to look up in the
main document at many points.
The questionnaire was not cross
referenced to the Summary Document

Comments noted, including the need for
greater clarity within consultation documents
and the need to make consultation easier.
The Council is grateful for the Bridlington
Protection Group’s ideas, but it is also
essential that proposals be based on
rigorous evidence on the need for the
interventions suggested, the likelihood that
they will lead to the improvements in the
outcomes sought while also meeting the
tests for public sector involvement and value
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Summary of Representation
for Development’ omitted.

Full Representation
and some questions were not easily
related to the summary.
No cross referencing to the main
document.
Completing the questionnaire takes 1012 hours and indications are that many
individuals gave up part way through or
altogether.
Some descriptions of locations not
clear. No location map provided.

5382

Obvs

Mrs Elaine Oliver

Limited response, due to the

Response and recommendation
for money, and the deliverability of the
proposals (as well as their compliance with
national, regional and sub-regional policy)
The options the Council put forward at
Issues and Options stage reflected the best
evidence available, but did not preclude the
possibility of more efficient, effective and
value for money alternatives.
Named consultees extend to statutory
undertakers only, although the Bridlington
Protection Group may ask for special
consideration.

Ideas included in the BPG publication
‘Bridlington; Ideas for Development’ and
ideas collected by local newspapers
have not been incorporated in the AAP
apart from seeking comment in a broad
way. The BPG document was published
in 2001 and widely distributed. Some of
the ideas should have been actioned by
now and not just being further
researched up to five years later.

It is now customary for local authorities to
charge for printed copies of documents. A
CD containing the documentary material for
the Preferred Options Draft of the Town
Centre AAP, which will also include the
Preferred Options Draft Town AAP itself.
Printed copies may also be read at the
Council’s Customer Service Centres.

My response to the questions in this

Feedback on the general layout, length and

Recommendation
No change required to options or objectives.
The process of commenting on the
Preferred Options Draft should be easier, as
is intended to be more straightforward and
easier. The Preferred Options Draft should
also be accompanied by sufficient mapped
material and illustrations to allow local
people to understand the proposals so they
can comment from a fully informed position.
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Obvs

Respondent

David William
Dowson - Lloyd
Dowson Ltd

Summary of Representation
layout of the questionnaire and
the repetition of questions.

Comments on a variety of
transport issues. The Sewerby
to Wilsthorpe passenger
movement scheme should
interconnect with a multi-storey
car park. More modern
transport needed between
Sewerby and Wilsthorpe.
Train frequency should be
increased. Reopen station at
Sewerby and create new
station at Carnaby Industrial
Estate. Suggestion of a
helicopter site at
Sewerby/Morton Hall. Also
comments on the
management of the Harbour.

Full Representation
questionnaire is very limited. This is not
due to a lack of interest in the
regeneration of Bridlington, but simply
the request to write in chapter and verse
every time. The way it is set down did
not hold my interest because the same
question kept being repeated. A ‘no
comment’ doesn’t necessarily mean that
I agree or disagree with an issue.
Transport:
1. Sewerby to Wilsthorpe passenger
movement scheme should interconnect
with a multi-storey or ground level
parking at either Palace car park, Quay
Road car park or both locations.
2. Sewerby to Wilsthorpe, through the
Town Centre, must be linked by modern
methods.
3. The land trains must be increased
and either be modernised or replaced
by trams or a monorail.
4. Reopen railway station at Sewerby
and create a station at Carnaby
Industrial Estate.
5. Encourage helicopter site at Sewerby
Hall / Marton Hall.
6. Role of the Harbour:
If the plans become a reality, it must be
run by a modern experienced
management team. Give the existing
commissioners an amnesty for previous
mistakes as they retire.

Response and recommendation
repetition of questions within the
questionnaire is noted.
Recommendation:
The Consultation Reply Form, which is to
accompany consultation on the PreSubmission Draft AAP, should be made less
repetitive, more succinct and user-friendly.
Comments noted.
A tram or monorail is not feasible (it would
not meet any of the tests for financing set by
Government).
The Council is working with the Harbour
Commissioners and Yorkshire Forward to
secure a long term future for the Harbour
and ensure it contributes optimally to the
regeneration of the Town Centre (in addition
to meeting the needs of the trust port).
Sewerby and Carnaby fall outside the
revised area covered by the AAP.
Recommendations:
The Preferred Options AAP should include
proposals to improve parking facilities in the
Town Centre, and reflect the proposals for
provide a Park and Ride facility to link South
Shore with the Town Centre. The Council
appreciate that a Park and Ride will only
work if it is supported by frequent bus and
land train services.
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Obvs

Respondent
Mrs Barbara
Marson Individual

Summary of Representation
Difficult questionnaire- lack of
relationship between questions
and aspects of the AAP, and
too lengthy.

Grateful for the opportunity to
comment on the AAP, and
commends the improvements
suggested. However, would
like to see adverse publicity of
Bridlington and the Harbour
Commissioners counteracted.

Full Representation
I have found this questionnaire very
difficult. Much of it does not relate to
aspects within the area action plan
summary document. I feel there is no
need, nor is it necessary to comment (in
fact there is not time) on each question.
It is good to be given the opportunity to
comment on the AAP. It is also good
that the improvements are beginning in
Bridlington e.g. The Spa and Chapel
Street. But In view of the adverse
publicity given to Bridlington in the local
press and leaflets distributed, which
insulted the Harbour Commissioners,
immediately after the Inspector’s report
on the Marina I feel something must be
done to counteract this.
See:
1.
2.

Marina inquiry report P137.
The regeneration partnership
news Nov 2004 showed that
the Marina was seventh in a
list of priorities for Bridlington.

I suggest therefore the council supports
the Harbour Commissioners plan for a
two hundred berth Marina. The council
should let the Harbour Commissioners
deal with this and focus on the other
aspects of the AAP.
The Good will this would generate
would be a good advert for Bridlington.

Response and recommendation
Feedback on the general layout, length and
repetition of questions within the
questionnaire is noted.
Whilst the AAP concentrates primarily on
physical development, the Council
recognises that to achieve the vision for
Bridlington, these projects must be
accompanied by other interventions such as
marketing and public relations.
Recommendation:
The AAP should include references to the
other initiatives needed to support the
delivery of the strategy for the regeneration
of the Town Centre.
The AAP should make clear that the
Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD.
Any proposed Marina development will take
full account of the lessons learned from the
Inspector’s Report and Secretary of State’s
decision on the Marina Inquiry held between
2001 and 2002.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
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Full Representation

Response and recommendation
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.

5389

Obvs

Mrs Joyce Stark –
Bridlington Civic
Society

Duplication of options in
different sections, particularly
in relation to the Marina.

Too many of the options are duplicated
in the different sections – especially
those connected to the Marina.

Feedback on the general layout, length and
repetition of questions within the
questionnaire is noted.

5391

Obj

Mr Michael
Charlesworth

Attached findings of public
enquiry- objections to Marina
on environmental and financial
grounds.

Attached sheet stating findings of the
public inquiry. Objections to Marina on
environmental and financial grounds.

Recommendation:
The Consultation Reply Form, which will
accompany consultation on the PreSubmission Draft AAP, will be made less
repetitive, more succinct, and hopefully
more user-friendly.
The Council, Harbour Commissioners and
Yorkshire Forward are now working together
on a revised Marina scheme, which
represents a ‘compromise’ between the
Harbour Commissioners’ Plan and the
Marina scheme proposed in the Issues and
Options Draft AAP. Full details of the
revised scheme will be collated and
consulted upon as part of a Marina SPD
(anticipated early in 2008).
Any proposed Marina development will take
full account of the lessons learned from the
Inspector’s Report and Secretary of State’s
decision on the Marina Inquiry held between
2001 and 2002.
Recommendation:
The proposed revision to the maximum
extent of the Marina, as agreed by the
Harbour Commissioners, Council and
Yorkshire Forward, should be included in the
Pre-Submission Draft AAP.
More detailed information on the proposed
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5392

5393

Type

Obvs

Obj

Respondent

Miss Meg Gilpin

Mr Daniel Massie
– Development
Planning
Partnership
(Tesco)

Summary of Representation

Full Representation

Response and recommendation
siting, specification, layout, extent and
procurement of the Marina will be prepared
and consulted upon as part of a Marina
SPD.

Only a resident for 6 weeks.

Comments have been made having
only been a resident for six weeks.

The SPD will also consider in full the
impacts the Marina will have on Bridlington’s
beach, water systems, wildlife and ecology
and make provisions to ensure the impacts
do not exceed acceptable limits.
Suggestion regarding the publicising of
consultation events is noted.

Commends the AAP
consultation and Town Hall
exhibition. However, would
have liked to have seen more
publicity, particularly in the free
press. This should include the
main points clearly
summarised with a brief
response sheet.

The Bridlington AAP has been very
informative. The Town Hall exhibition
was excellent.

Feedback on the general layout, length and
repetition of questions within the
questionnaire is noted.

This could have been better publicised
in advanced. I would like to have had
the main points of the AAP set out
clearly and intelligently in the free press
with a brief response sheet enclosed.

Contests the projected
demand for retail floorspace
(3,700 sq.m). Would like to
see RTP assessment released
for consultation.

The projected prospective demand for
convenience floor space of 3700M2 is
conservative. It is estimated that it is
insufficient to attract new investors. The
workings from the March assessment
made by Roger Tym & Partners needs
to be released for consultation.

Recommendation:
The Consultation Reply Form to l
accompany the consultation on the PreSubmission Draft AAP should be made less
repetitive, more succinct and more userfriendly.
The retail evidence shows capacity exists for
around 2,100 sq.m gross of additional
convenience goods floorspace if developed
in superstore format, or 3,800 sq.m gross if
developed in a smaller supermarket format
(up to 2016).
The full Retail Capacity Study (2006)
prepared for the Council by RTP forms part
of the evidence base which underpins the
Preferred Options Draft of the AAP, and will
be made available to view.
Recommendation:
No change required to the Council’s
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Full Representation

Response and recommendation
preferred approach.

5397

Obvs

Mr P Williams

Concern over complexity and
level of detail of the
consultation questionnaire,
and the time needed to
respond. Regards this as a
barrier to participation,
especially for those with
limited time.

This questionnaire is a seriously
complicated and detailed piece of
research. Few are interested in this
document and questionnaire. Those
that take an active interest will find the
AAP and this questionnaire daunting
and time consuming. It does not
encourage those who have less time to
participate.
The preferred options for the town are
broadly supported, in particular the
proposed joined up approach. It is
recognised that for the whole town to
prosper, the whole ‘offer’ of the town
must change to appeal to the broader
market and arrest the leaking of trade
for higher order goods and services out
of town to other centres.
‘Over shop’ accommodation needs to
be utilised, but not just for storage –
possibly flats. Office accommodation,
unless tied-in to the business below,
should be given lower priority.

Feedback on the general layout, length and
repetition of questions within the
questionnaire is noted.

5998

Sup

Mr James Durham
- Hull CC

Preferred options broadly
supported, particularly
proposed joined up approach.
Recognise the need to
enhance the overall offer and
prevent trade leakage to other
centres.

5401

Obvs

Mrs Yvonne Nadin

Accommodation above shops
should be utilised for
residential use. Office use,
unless tied in with the
business below lower priority.
Agrees with options for the
built and natural environment.

Agree with options in the summary
document for the Built Environment and
the Natural Environment.

Recommendation:
The Consultation Reply Form to accompany
consultation on the Pre-Submission Draft
AAP should be made less repetitive, more
succinct and user-friendly.
Support is welcomed.

Observation noted.
Good quality, well-specified offices are
critical to economic growth and prosperity.
Above shop accommodation is no
substitute.
Support is welcomed.
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