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Regifation 20 of the Town & Country (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2012.
Publication Draft - Representation Form

PART A: PERSONAL DETAILS

* i an agent is appointed, please campiata only the Tilla, Mame and Organisation iz box 1 hefow but
complete the ful! contact details of the agarn! i hox 2.

-: Ea’s't_-il_\&"a'm;ﬁ'ﬂ"'- | Wwatson

Job Title
 fwhere relevant)

. Crganisation
eI, |

Address Line 1

LineZ .. -

—

 Line3 - oo

PostCodé’ -~ | LS20

]

| TalephoneNunber -

' Emadl Addieds -

;| 19732014

[ Parsonal Details & Data Protection Act 1998 1
" Regulation 22 of the Town & Country Planning (Local Development} (England) Reguiations 2012 requires all 5
 represantations 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 i
| information received by the Council, including personad data may be put inta the public domain, including on the ‘

Council's website, From the details above for vou and yaur agent (if applicabie) the Council will only publish

vour title, last name, organisation (if refevant] and town name or post code distnct,

Please note that the Councl cannot accept any anonymaus camments, E
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PART B - YOUR REPRESENTATION - Please use a separate sheet for each re;l; resentaﬁm;

(s oy}, 2 g

Section 5.3 Paragraph 64 Policy HD3

4 (1). Legalky compliant Y&s Mo X
4 (2). Sound Yas No X
4 {3). Complies with the Duty to co-operate Yes Mo ¥

The policy envisages the creaticn of 1,600 new dwellings in Whariedale including 800 ir Mkley. This is

unsound as it fails to take into account the latest guidance far the National Planning Policy Framework
{NPFF) which in paragraph 24 {ref |D 2-24-20140306} states that the Local authority should take into
account windfall allowance. This is particufarly the case in lIkley whare the unigue combination of large
Victorian and Edwardian properties means that these sites are reguiatly redeveloped to provide
adeitional dwellings. Since 2004 some 500 new dwellings have been provided by this route. This must be
taken into account when assessing local need in llkley and to date this has net been the case. Ikley
zliocation in Policy HO3 is thus unsound.

The Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA} dees not support development of the scale proeposed in
Wharfedale and Bkley in particular. HRA 6.3.4 siates that this level of develapment will have an adverse
impact on the internationally imgoriant South Penitine Moors SFA. Additionally the HRA is incomplete
(e.g. 6.4.8) and is therefere unsound. There are major issues on llkley Moor relating to fire risk [(HRA
6.4.70 and cat predation {HRA 6.4.14} for example. All step one tests on the likely impact on South
Penntine Moor SPA (of which llkley Moeor forms a major part) show significant risks frem development
(HRA 7.2}. Step two tests (HRA 7.2} indicate that the scake of the impact is likely to be high on llkley and
Rormbalds Moor iwhich form major loca! features to ilkley and critical to tourism which is designated as a
local growth feature), the effects are likely to be fong lasting and threaten the viability of habitats and
species over a sustained pericd and the nafurat ecolegical dynamics of the site are threatened. HRA 8.3.1
states that reducing the scale of housing allocations particularly for settlements within 2.5km of the SPA
{which includes ail of the proposed ilkley allocations) /s necoessary to satisfy the Habitats Regulations.
Furihenmore HRA £.3.2 states that the housing allecations should be jocated more than 2. 5km from the

SFA boundary. This would rule out any additional non windfail development in ilkley. Finally the policy
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HO3 is legally non compliant as it will not meet the Habitals Regulations.

As windfall developmerd should be talen into account in lkley this would more than meet the need over
the Local Plan timescale. Accordingly the number of new housing aliocations in llkley should be reduced

from 800 to 75. The halance would be made up of windfall develapment.

To meet the need for tegal compliance and to meet the Habitats Regulatians the numhber of naw
atlocations should be restricted to brownfieid sites in the centre of likley more than 2.5km from the edge
of the internationally important Seuth Pennine Mocr. Accordingly the number of new housing aliocations

should be reduced frem 800 to 75 in llkley.

_subsequent opporfunity to make furth er represent

should cover succinahy all the inforrmation, evidence and supporting wformation

Please note your reprasenialion
preseniation and the suggested change, 8s there wilf nof nomally be a

necessary (o supporiustify the re

ations hased on the ollginal representation at peblication stage.
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Please be =sprecise ag possible,

After this s=tage, fu.':ther submissions will be only at the reguest of the Inspector, based on the matters
and issves he/shie identifies for examination.

D —

5

SurTepresentation is seeking a mod
atthe ot part bf the-examination?

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

Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination

T AR R
ngcessAn::

Flease nots the inspector will determine the most appropriate prosedure fo adopt when considering to hsar
those who fave indicated thai they wish (o participate at the oral part of the examination.

ol 19/312014
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PART B — YOUR REPRESENTATION - Please use a separate sheet for each representation.

Section ! Paragraph 102 Poiicy 307

4 (1). Leyalfy compliant Yes No b4
4 {2}, Bound Yes Meo X
4 (3). Comphes with the Duty to co-operate Yes Mo X

Policy SC7 envisages green balt releases to deliver housing growth allocations in policy HG3. The policy
will see the creation of 1,600 new dwellings in Wharfedale including 80C in llkley, The policy SC7 is
unsound as it fafis to take into account the tatest guidance regarding the Nationat Planning Policy
Framework (NPFF}. In particular it fails o recognise the knpartance that the Government aftaches to
Green Belt land (NPPF Section § para 79). In particular with regard to ilkiey {which ts a historic Victorian
Spa Town} and with a local moor made well-known by the epenymous song the Green Belt should
preserve the setting and special character of historic towns (NFPF Section 9 para 80), NPPF section 9
para 89 states that Local Authorities should regard the construction of new builgings as inappropriaie far
the Green Beit. The cverall pelicy SC7 combined with HO3 envisages that 11,000 new dwsllings should
come from release of green belt land (Local Plan 5.3.30}, This is unsound, not sustainabite ang not
compliant with the NPPF.

The SHLAA May 2013 indicates that with a combination of windfall development {which can now be taken
inta account — NFPF para 24) of 750 over & fiftean year time scale and Greenfield/srownfiald
developments of whichk 263 are already identified this would more than meet the assessed need for
housing allocation within likley {800} withcut the need for any additicral allocations fram greenbelt land.
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The pelicy SC7 should be altered in combination with palicy HO3 and should be modified with respect to
the rumber of housing allocations for llkley. At present the policy calls for 300 allocations for Akley but
this should be reduced to 75. All potential allacations from greenbeit land should be classified as
unsuitable in ilkiey. The policy HO2 must take Into account windfall development {typically 750 overa
fifteen year time horizon) in llkley. Folicy SC7 and HO3 must be modified to fully protect the existing
Green Helt in llkley and prohibit any changes to existing green helt beundaries avear the timeframe of the

Local Plan.

Please nofe your representabon should cover syccinetly afl the informafion, evidence and supporting information
hecessary o supporiiustiy the representaiion and the suggested change, as there will not normally be a
subsequent spporiumly lo make further rapreseniations based on the origingl represemtaiion at pubtication stage.

Plagse be as precise as passibis.

Afier this stage, furthar submissions wilf be only ai the request of the Inspecter. based on the matters
and issues he/she identifies for axamination.
7. yout répresentation 1 seeking a modificatio)
b the-oral part of the xariination?. =~ 7. "

b4 Na, | do not wish te participate at the orat examination

Yes, { wish to participate at the oral examination

Please note fhe inspecior will defermine the most apprepriatie procedure to adoot when cansidering to hear
those who have indicated fhat they wish ta participate at the oral part of the examination.

1943/2014
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4 (1} Lagal Ty complant Yes Ma X
4 (2}, Soune Yes Na X
4 {3). Compolies with the Duty fo co-aperate  Yes N X

i For Office Use onty:
. Date ] i Sl

PART B— YOUR REPRESENTATION - Please use a separale sheef for each represenfation.

3 Paragraph 60 Policy SC4

The policy destgnates \lkley as a principal town. However this is unscund and is not justified. likley does

not have the markers of a principal town, )t is significantly smaller than the ofther principal towns {e.g one
third the size of Keighley). Few administrative council services have been retained at llkley, it has no

amergency medical facilities and is more of a commuter town than focus of employment (Section 2 para

52). likley should not be designated ag a principal town.

lIkley is identified a8 baving an important rofe in tourism {Sub Area Policy WD1). However much of the

tourism is generated from the attractive surroundings of llkley. This would be significantly downgraded if

development envisaged in policy Hi3 is allowed to proceed. There is an essential problem

tha greenbett
2C4 which designates llkjey as a principal town and so has a sibstantial housing

at the heart of policy

development aliocated {800 dwellings} but this development would contradict the objective to further

daevelop likiey as a tourist centre. More tocal housing would add te already substantial pressure on car

parking in llkley which would also make life more challenging for those seeking to expand their offers for

fourists.

Page 3
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The policy 5S4 should he modified with flkley ne longer dosignated as a principal town. Th b
dweilings pdanned in llkley should then be scafed back to 75. p - The number of
Please nofe Your rEprESE_'m‘atﬁon should cover suscinatly all the information, evidence and supporting information
necessary lo supportfushly the representation and ihe suggested change, as there witl not normaily be a
subseqguent opportumfy o meake further rapresentations based op the origingl regresentation at publication stage
Please be a8 pracise 83 possibio.
After this stage, further submissions will be only at the reguest of tie Inspector, based o the mattars
and fesues lre'she identifies for examination.
3k B1IE i’j_sbntaii'J"'SEEEli'hgﬁ- °d'"“at"-‘“1°th9|’|ﬂﬂdéyoumnsiuenmew R
- oAt the of@l partofthe examinaton? . .. < 07 o e s e T b
X Mo, | do not wish to participate at the oral examination
%
t Yes | wish to particate at the aral exarmination

the examiriation, pléase.outiine why

youwisi s participate ai the oral part of

Flease note the inspsctor will defermine the most appropriate procedure fo adopt when COnsidering to hear
those wha hiave ingicated thal they wish o participate al the oral part of the examination.

1973720114
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PART B - YOUR REPRESENTATIDN Please yse a separate sheet for each representafmn
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Paragraph E1 Folicy Wwo1

413, Legally compliant Yes Mo X
4 (2). Sound Yes Mo X
4 (3), Complies with the Duty {0 co-cperale  Yes Nao X

The policy HO3 calls for the creation of 1,600 new dwellings in Wharfedale including 800 in ey,
section 4.3 E1the policy calls for development to maximise the use of nea car medes of transport and
reduce the owverall need to travel. In the Local Infrastructure Flan {LIP) Octeler 2613 paragraph 4.3.8 has a
strategic objective which calls for development {e ba in lecations that redu.ce the nead to travel and
minimise the need to travel by car, i further adds that in so deing avercrowding within the existing
hkausing stock should be reduced. LIP 5.2.2 confirms that aven in the short ferm the district is not
forecast to create enough jobs t¢ meet the demands of the pepulation. Paragragh 5.2.2 also identifies
prablematic congestion on routes used by likley residents even before any additional dwellings are buiit

in likley.

S0, we already have congested roads and evercrowding on commuter trains {LIP 5.5.1} and it is admitteg
that ilkley is hot a major town for employment growth. The policy calis for less car journeys and reduced
need for travel. Accordingly hcusing allocations in HO3 are unsound and dwelling development shoutd

not be in commater towns like likley, Addingkam and Burley.

Additionally the LIP seems to confuse areas. Under 3.5.1. summary of issues in Wharfedale it refers to
the remaining infrastructure topics not posing any issues 10 planhed housing growth in Afredale. How is
this relevant to Wharfedale? Likewise in 5.5.2 under education it talks of additional primary and
secondary school places in Airedale which has liftle relevance to issues in Wharfedale. if thera are these
basic errors How many more arg spread throughout the analysis and which therefore calls inte question

the soundness of analysis and hence policy.

LIP 5.5.4 admits that the dwelling growth will result in additional trip generation and implies that this is {n
all forms of transpert. This is at odds with the policy objectives outlined in 4.3 E1,

o 1 220 e P : P
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LIP Secticn 5.5.8 suggesis that that there are no major transport issues i1 Wharfedale, However this is a
fundamentai error. At gresent the rail links to Leeds in particutar are overcrowded on the commuter frzins
and there is limited prospect of additional capacity due to platform sizes, Leeds station issues and single
line issuves, A key arterial route 5 the ASE — the LIP admits this already has severe avercrowding and it
fails to take into account {as required)} the Leeds Council Local Plan which foresees 2,300 new dwellings
in Aireborough which will seversly impact the AS5 and so make existing congestion even worse. As
studies have confirmed that each new dwelling leads to an additional 8 car journeys per day there is a
clear dichotomy at the heart of the policy. The paolicy WD1 aims to reduce the overall rneed for travel but
urntless the dwellings are relocated to where the jobs are then the need for beth car andg public transpart
journsys wiil tncrease substantially on a network which is already overloaded, This is not sustainable or

delivaerabie.

Under LIP 6.2 if confirms that fransport is of paramount importance to realise the level of residential and
commercial growth set out in the plan. it confirms that in all sub areas inctuding Wharfedale the existing
network is valnerable. it confirms that growth should not overburden capacity. However the proposed
dwelling developments in Wharefedale will overburden capacity particulariy when taken into account with
the 2,500 dwelimngs planned in Aireborough by the Leeds Local Plan. Proposed dwelling allocation under

HO2 is thus unsound.

Additionally it should be noted that there is a £752 million plus funding gap for infrestructure
improvements to enable the focal plan to be delivered. Given the relentless facus on public expenditurs it
is highly unlikely that this funding gap will be closed any time soon, WD1 paragraph B indicates that
additional schools will be required {local schools are already full) and that there are deficiencies in open
and recreational space /n kley. No money has been allocation to this at all in the Local Pjan and
accordingly the pian is unsound. Itis not sustainable as it envisages using up green balt tand for housing
in likley when there is afready a deficfency in open spzce. Accordingly the plan should be revisited and
made more deliverable by moving proposed dwelling develepment away from commuter towns (like
those in Wharfedale} and in to the major centres of employment like Bradford so that more people can
walk o work which would enable policy in LIP 4.3.6 to he met.

will-mia
et
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The Policy WD? in combination with policy HO3 should be revisited and dweliings relocated from
commuter towns Iike ilkley, Burley and Addingham and into areas of major employment growth like
Bradfora centre. it Is suggested that the 800 dwelings ptanned for lIkley should be reduced to 75.

Green Belt changes should be prohibited in Hkley to keep cpen space and minimise the impact on
transportation through lewer housing allgeations.

. WyauT representation s seeking a modification:to the Pla

Fleasa note your represenialion shotld cover succintily al the information, evidence and supposting information
negessary to supportiustify the regresentation and tha suggested change, as there will not narmaily be a
subsaquent opportunity fo make further raprasentations based on fhe oniginal representation st publication stage.
Flegse ha as precise as possible,

Aftor this stage, further submissions will be only af the request of the Inspecior, based on the matters
and issues he/she identifias for examination.

.:. 21 the'orakpart of the examination? = .

X Mo, | da net wish to participate at the oral examination

Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examinaticn

- B fyourwieh Toparticipole al the ofal part of the examination, please outline why you,

Please note the Inspecior will de terming the most approprate procedire fo adopt whan considening to hear
thase w!

ho have ingicated that they wish fo parbicipate at the oral part of the examination.

19/3/2014
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Coie Strategy Development Plan Document (DPD) : Publication Draft

PART C: EQUALITY AND DIVERSIT‘I’ MONITORING FDRM

S A il o L L i — 4

—
! Bradford Counct would hke to ﬁnd out the views cof groups in the local community. Please help us to
i do this by filling in the fonm below. It will be separated from your representation above and will not be

used for any purpose other than monitoring.
' Please place an ‘X’ in the appropriate boxes.




