For Office Use only:

Core Strategy Development Plan Document
Regulation 20 of the Town & Country (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2012.
Publication Draft - Representation Form

PART A: PERSONAL DETAILS

*If an agent is appointed, please complete anly the Title, Mame and Organisalion in box 1 below but
comptete the full contact details of the agent in box 2.

1. ."I‘CI-UF{ DETAILS® £ 2. AGENT DETAILS (if applicable)
Title e | __h;r - A
”.I‘=i.rst Name 2 __ “ R D
. Last Name Grea;mough o o ) o
JobTitle B |

- {(where relevant)

Organisation
(where relevant)

cress Lo |

ez | I
iLine3 _7 m |
i Line 4 s Bradford N _ !
'_ Post Code BD4
| 'i':;l.ephnna "NI;;'I'IIJBF ]

Email Address

Date: 3T i e

Perzonal Details & Data Protection Act 1998
Regulation 22 of the Town & Country Planning (Local Development) {(England) Regulations 2012 requires all
representations received to be submitted to the Secretary of State. By completing this form you are giving your
consent to the processing of personal data by the City of Bradford Metropolitan District Council and that any
information received by the Council, including personal data may be put into the public domain, including on the
| Council's website. From the details above for you and your agent (if applicable) the Council will only publish
| your title, last name, organisation (if relevant) and town name or post code district.
| Please note that the Council cannct accept any ananymous comments.
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For Office Use only:
xate
Ref

PART B — YOUR REPRESENTATION - Please use a separate sheet for each representation.

3. To which pﬁﬁ" of the Plan does this representation relate?

Section 20(5) Paragraph b Palicy Soundness

4. Do you consider the Plan is:

4 {1). Legally compliant Yes Mo
4 (2). Sound Yes No X
4 (3). Complies with the Duty to co-operate Yes No

5, Please give details of why you consider the Plan is not legally compliant or is unsound or fails to
-~ comply with the duty to co-operate. Please refer to the guidance note and he;a,:a_‘-f._'p,:acise as possible.

if you wish to support the legal compliance, soundness of the Plan or its compliance with the duty to
co-operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

1. Both the NDP and the Core Strategy make no attempt to show how the infrastructure requirements of
stich a large new development would be met or be sustainabie. Clearly this would have a significant
impact on Leeds and Kirklees, which is probably one of the reasgns they have objectad to bath

documents, but this seems to have been ignored rather than addressed

B

Holme Wood could not sustain a new development which is much larger that itself, nor has there
been any credible evidence put forward that it would benefit from it, either sociaily or sconomically -
it is more likely that it could cause damage. The only part of this plan which would immediately
improve and benefit Holme Wood, would be the building of the 900 new homes within the current
koundary, which | would support.

3, Traffic Congestion on Tong Street will inevitabiy be worsenad by the scheme. The proposed new
access road would also lead to more traffic finding its way through Holme Wood. Moreover, if the link
road from Westgate Hill goes ahead, this would destroy even more green beli, including ancient
woodland at Black Carr. It would aiso need to be agreed with neighbouring authorities which sesms
unlikely given that Leeds Council has already objected to the whole plan.

4. The rural farm roads leading to and from Tong and Tyersal are unsuitabie for any increase in traffic.
The increase in traffic through Tong Viliage — supposediy a Conservation Area — will also have a

significant negative impact.

5. The policy of protecting Green Beit land unless there is no aliermative seems to have been ignored
since this plan was already included in the MDP, in fact Bradford Council dogs has not produced a

Green Belt policy, nor is there any negotiation with neighbouring autharities to reach agreement on
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B.

10.

this.

This is not consistent with national policy on Green Bell protection, the Core Strategy does not

reflect the importance of prevention of:

Urban Sprawl — current natural boundaries of Westgate Hill Street, Hoime Lane, Ned Lane effectively

control this and are defensible, the proposed sites boundaries are arbitrary and largely indefensible.

Merger of Neighbouring Towns - in particular site SE101 which cuts deep into the valley wouid
greatly increase this risk,

Safeguarding countryside from encroachment — this area of green belt is an important piece of
countryside between two large cities providing leisure opportunities for residents of Sradford, Leeds
and Kirklees. It also includes Black Carr Woods, the largest area of ancient oak woodland in the
distriet.

Preserve the Settings of Historic Towns and Villages - The ancient and historic communities of Tong
and Fulneck and the recreational benefit that they offer to the substantial number of visitors who
benefit from them reguire strong maintenance of the protection currently secured by the green belt
land that surrounds them. Both are rightly identified as Conservation Areas, and both offer unigue
historical and cultural attraction within the largely urban life of West Yorkshire.

There is no sign of any cross boundary agresment for the Urban Extension despite the substantial

social and economic implications that such a development would have for Lesds and Kirklees,

There is no clear time fraime given for the Urban Extension, and there are conflicting statements made
in Council documents that indicate confusion as to how and when land for the Urban Exfension

would be released.

All of the land under threat in these plans in protected by Green Beli, howewver large areas of brown
field and other derelict sites exist all over Bradford, something which ihe Telegraph & Argus has
been painting out for many months. The need to give priority to brown field and other derelict sites
has been a consistent and universal message from a wide range of politicians and campaigners in
Bradford. However rather than pursue these credible and obviously more beneficial alternatives, the
Council seems to have caved in to the preferences of developers who for obvious reasons would
prefer green field sites, hence why this development has now been given priority. All the more reason
therefore to maintain protection for the Tong Valley to ensure that the substantial areas of Bradford
land that needs regeneration is developed first.

Whilst recognising that the projected demand for housing necessitates careful planning and
provision for the future, the current proposals would see Tong Ward providing over 14% of the
required total for the District — nearly all of which will be as a result of Green Belt land release at
Tong. This is completely disproportionate and will resuit in the destruction on one of the city’s most
valuable, historically importani, beautiful and rural assets. It not only contradicts fairness and
common sense, | also feel that most Bradiordians whe are familiar with and enjoy visiting the area

will instinctively know that what the Council is proposing here is morally wrong.
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11. During the consuitation process meetings we ware led to believe that loss of green belt land would
only take place as a last resori (Councillor Stater, among others), when no altemative was available.
We were also assured by several councillors (inchuding all of our local onesj that any housing

development would not encroach into the Tang Valley.

in fact now that the plans have been released, not only do they go far beyond anything that was
proposed during consultation - Site 101 was never previously shown on any plans, cuts deep into
the heart of the valley, but also development of site 8% along Tong Lane approaching the village,
combine to ensure that not anly will the Tong Valley ke destroyed, but the ancient conservation
village of Tong, one of Bradford’s so called jewel’s, will also be ruined, which is the worst of all

ouicomes.

So at best we have been deliberately misled, which calls inte guestion the legitimacy of the whole so
called consultation process and instead Bradford Council seems determined to destroy one of the
most beautiful and valuabie rural areas in fis district for short term financial and political gain, in

spite of sensible and cradible alternaiives.

Indeed rather than destroying these prized assets, it would seem much more sensible to promaote
and enhance this immensely valuable recreational and leisure asset for Bradford with important
histarical assaciations and ensure that future generations can benefit from it as so many citizens of

Bradford have done in the past.

6. Please seat out what-madﬂluatlon(s] you (;unsn;:lef necessary tu make the Plan legally ct}mpllant or
rd to h

Please note your represantalion should covar suceinctly all the infermation, evidence and supporting information
nacessary o supportfustify the represenfation and the suggested change, as there will not normally be a
subssaquent gpportunity o make further reoresentations based on the original representation at publication stage.
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Flease ba as precise as possible,

After this stage, further submissions will be anly at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters
and issues he/she identifies for examination.

7. If your representation is seeking a modification to the Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate
at the oral part of the examination?

X Mo, | do not wish to participate at the oral examination

Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination

8. If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Flease nofe the Inspectfor will determmine the most appropriate procedwre to adopt when considering to hear
those who have indicated that they wish fo participate at the oral part of the examination.

o Slgnature Date: )_? — :? - Lf"
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Lot A

Core Strategy Development Plan Document (DPD) : Publication Draft

PART C: EQUALITY AND DIVERSITY MONITORING FORM

Bradford Council would like to find out the views of groups in the local community. Please help us to
do this by filling in the form below. It will be separated from your represantation above and will not be

| used for any purpose other than manitoring.




