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To: LOF Consultation

Subject: a00 MEW HOMES ARE PLAMNMED FOR |LKLEY
Sirs

Ilkley has been designated a “principal town” alongside Keighley and Bingleywy

[Section 3, para 6, policy 3C4) yet:

Its population iz le=s than 3% of the Bradford Diskrick total It is one-third the size
of Keighley It is not an employvmwent centre, more of a commuter centre (Section 2, para
aZ) It sits on the edge of the Distrigkt Most administrative council serwvices have been
removed, there’s no hospital or emergency medical facilities, bus serwvices to Bradford
hawve heen withdrswn, Indeed, you will see that the plan documwents are available for
study at Ilkley Town Hall “Ey appointment only — Tuesdays”

800 new homes are planned for Ilkley owver the life of the plan

[Section 5.3, para B4, policy HO3)

There has been no abbtempt tEo assess local need The straktegy seks ouk positive measures
for minimising green belt releases, waluing green infrastructures, protecting habitats
[Section 3 paras 103 - 116 policy 3CB), winimising additional trawvel arising from
development, bhoosting tourism all of which are at odds with the scale of building
proposed Housing nunbers hawve been reduced on asccount of s Habitabts Regulations
Eszesswent [(HRA), but only by 38% in Tlkley wheress the combined reduction across the
rest of Wharfedsle iz 56% The whole of Ilkley cowes within the Z.5kwm habitats
protection zone desigrnated under the HRA (Section 3 para 108) It is unclear from the
strateqy therefore how the figure of 800 was calculated No aceount is taken of
Ilklev’s fairly unigue house building profile and the fact that there’s an ongoing
process of re-development of large indiwvidual property sites and thiz has led ko a
windfall of around 500 new homes since 2004 (such “windfalls” are excluded from any
calculations] More than Z5% of the District’s new homes will be builkt on green helt
and for Ilkley this will be at lesst 55%

yet the National Planning Policy Frawework says that:

“the government attaches great imporktance to green belts" (NPPF para 79) four of the
gpecific purposes are “to prevent towns merging into one another; to assist in
safeguarding the countryside from exncroachment; to preserve the setting and special
character of historic towns and; to assist in urhan regenerabion by encouraging the
recyeling of derelict and other urban land® [NPPF pars 80) “once estaklished, green
belt boundaries should only be altered in exceptional circumstances" [NEPPF para 83)
The strategy mwaintains that the building of 1600 new homes in Ilkley , Addinghsam,
Burley in Wharfedale and Menston is sustainshle

¥Yet the National Planning Policy Framwework characterises sustainsble development as
beingy development that meets the needs of the present without comprowmising the ability
of fubure generations to meet their own needs, central to the economic success of the
country and the core principle underpinning planning. Siwmply stated, the principle
recognises the importance of ensuring that all people should he shle to satisfy their
bazic needs and enjoy a better quaelity of life, koth now and in the future.

Section 3, para 15.3 of the Core Strategy states that it is wiktal that there is
sufficient infrastructure le.qg. transport, schools, healtheare) to support the plan

Howewer, the Local Infrastructure Plan (LIP} dated October 2013 makes scant provision
for infrastructure improwvements in Wharfedale. So:

For exsmple, iz our rosd network (the AE5 basieally) capable of sustaining such a
lewvel of development when

Leesds Council is also planning Eo build Z300 new homes in Aireborough, also served by
the AB37

Two studies in recent years have concluded the AG5 is congested and there are wery
limited opportunities to increase highway capacity, the route through the centre of
Ilkley being a huge hurdle?

Despite this the LIP does not propose any investment?

Studies have also suggested that each new home leads to an extra 8 wehicle journeys

1



per day and yet a key aim of inkegrated land use and transport planning is to reduce
the need to travel (Section 3.2 para 1372

Measures are heing encouraged to increase tourisw/wisitor nuwbers to Ilkley?

For exeample, will the town be able to sustain the parking requirements of increased
numkers of residents, commuters and wisitors when

Parking is already inadequate for comwuters needing day long parking?
Land is scarce?
For example, is the rail network capable of sustaining the extra commuters when

It iz already experiencing overcrowding on peak trains?

The LIP recognizes the need for additional rolling stock but admits there is no
committed funding for this?

There seems little scope for increasing capacity in train lengbh [(short platforms) or
in frequency (congestion at Leeds stabion and single track working on parts of Leeds
and Eradford lines)?

For example, how will our schools sustain the increased demands when

Bradford District Education Organisation Plan shows that primary schools in the Wharfe
wvalley are presently over-subscribed and will continue to ke so until Z017 which is as
far @z the Education Plan goes?

The need to increase the capaciby of Ilkley Grammar School has long heen recognised by
the council, and in fact an earlier esarmarked s=ite in Ben Bhydding iz now a pokential
site for new homes?

The LIP recognises that the shortage of school places “could pose significant
challenge to deliwvering growth™ [LIP para 5.5.1) yet has no proposals to alleviake the
sikbuation?

The extra demand will surely lead to schooling solutions outside the Wharfedale
catchment area with extra car/bus usage and attendant iwpacts on environment?

For exsmple, will the plans for new homes be sustainasble for Ilkley's tourism and
leisure interests and aims when

geveral tracts of green belt have been replaced by buildings?

Extra traffic and parking problems will dekter wisitors?

The town and its surrcounds will lose its unique natbure, its separateness and overall
attractivenesz?

Grrerall, do you feel that Bradford’s housing sllocations for Ilkley and Wharfedale
represent the needs and pricrities of its compunity as envisaged in National Planning
Folicy Framework para 155

"Early and meaningful engagement and collshoration with neighbourhoods, local
organisations and businesses iz essential. A wide section of the comwunity should ke
proactively engaged so that local plans, a5 far as possihle, reflect a collective
wision and & set of agreed pricrities for the sustainshle dewvelopment of the area,
inzluding those in neighbourhood plans that have been made™?

For example, do wou feel the plan’s proposals sufficiently recognise that Whar fedale
iz distinct from the rest of the district given that

the District’s population growth is 50% higher than Ilklev's Ilkley’s median age is 47
years compared with 34 years for the District johs are elsewhere, typieally Leeds but
also Bradford house prices average £340,000 compared with £140,000 in the rest of
District there is wery little derelict land for brownfield developmwent, most of that
taken up by delayed Tesco plans Bradford is ranked as the Znd mwmost deprived area in
Yorkshire and Humberside yet Ilkley, Ben Rhydding and Burley in Wharfedale are smnong
the least deprived areas in the country (Section 2 para 33) The moor, which separates
the walley from the rest of the conurbation, and proximity to the Yorkshire Dales
National Park and Nidderdale Area of Outstanding Natural Beauky, create a unigue
enviromrent that would be compromised by the scale of the proposed dewvelopment .
[Section 3.2 paratZ policy HOZ)

Thank you,
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