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Tong and Fulneck Valley Assaciation

HOLME WGOD URBAN EXTENSIOGN PROPOSALS

Swmimary of Representation aptions to the Planning nspectorate

A LEGAL
1. Fawed Consuitation Procass — Tong ang

Haolme Wood Neighbauy,
{(NDP} and Local Development Framewor

k Core Sirategy Further Engagement Draft (LDF FED}
These two were supposed to be available for public consultation that was run in parallel,

whereas the NDP process began and Was compieted i advance of the LDF FED, indicating that
tha NDP was driving the policy of the LDF FED rather than being driven by it.

hood Developmaent Plan

2. Enaccurate and misleading designation of the Tang and Holme Wood Meighbourhood
Bevelopmant Plan’, The Localism Bill sets out a clear fram

which the Tang and Holime Wood NDP fails to meat,

B: DUTY 70O CO-OPERATE

1. Faziivre of the Core Strategy to show how the Tty to Co-operate’ hae been approached and
fulfifled. There dppears 1o be ho documentation in Bradford’s draft that idantifies those with

wham it has to-operated, how this has heen done, and what has been achieved through the
pracess,

2. Eailure to Co-operate with Laeds MIC. Thera is ng slen of any committed and sustainad co-
Qperation between Leeds and Bradiord despite the sensitive geographical adjacency of the
green belt protocted land that separates them. leeds Council's chjection to bath the Tong and
Haolime Wood NDP and to the Core strategy LOF FED and Bradford’s hostile résponse exposas a
failure to achieve this. The Core Strategy fails to identify the process that has been followed to

meet this requiremant, either in the ongaing process of the farmation of the Core Strategy or in
the completion of its final farm.

and Troydale.

- SOUNDNESS
a) Paosjtively prepared - the Blan should be prepared based on o strate

gy which seeks to meer
objectively gssessed development and infrastructyre requirements,

L. Infrastructure Requirements; There is NG attempt in efther the NDP ar {he Core Strategy tg
show how any of the infrastructure reguirements of such g large new comrmunity for it to
be sustainable wouid be met, The developmeant w

ould have significant impact upon hoth
Leeds and Kiridees, but there is no sign of this being recognised or plannad for.



provide for a development of this scale. we believe that the main huik af this new
development will not assist Holme Woad 0 becoms a mare sociaily and econamicaily
Mixed community, and may well further damage its potential. In contrast TFVA would be in
favour of plans to build 900 new homias within the surrent natural boy ndary of the estate.

3. Transpoct ond Traffi- ~oncerns:

= Lengestion Bradford has boes assessed as the third most CONgasta Lty i the LK
with regard to traffic, and traffic surveys have shown that Tong Street {8650 is the
most congested road in Bradford. To build such 2 vast new housing developmant
that will inevitably lead to further tongestion on Tang Street is foolhardy,

*  Read Provision, There is confusion about Aradfore’s intentions 'Egarding road
provision for the Urban Lxtension. There jg ronflicting esvidence regarding a propaosal
te build a new highway link road from Westgate Hill tn Thembu¥y, or ta only providge
the new community with an access rgad. (5 it were only 3n access road, the effact of
traffic growth through Holme Wouad wouid be unacceptable. If a fink road WwWere to
be built thare would be even further devastating major green beit loss, and serious
ecological threat to the important ancisnt woodfand of Black Carr Woods. Such 3
road would require agreement and support from neighbouring authaoritios

* Rural Roads The rural farm roads that lead to Tong or Tyersal arg entirely unsuited
to carrying the increases in traffic that would result from the Urban Extension, and
further substantial traffic increases in Tong Lane through the Tong Conservation
Area wouid be highly undesirable,

b} Justified - the pfan should be the most appropriate Strategy, when considered against the
reasonable afterngtives, hased on proportiongte evidence.

1. Green Belt Priority The loss of grean beit protected fand shouid not take place unless there
is nealternative, yet we do not see any sign of this having been 3 priority with thase wheo
are making these proposals. Indeed the priar inclusion of this in the NDR indicates alack of
genuing commitmeant to green belt protoction hy Bradford Council.

2. Mo Greenbelt Poticy We are not aware of Bradford Council having prodyceq 3 Green Belt
policy that has a cogent strategy for the redefining of greenbelt — ROr are we awarea gf any
negotiation taking place with heighbouring autharitias to reach common agreement on this.

t) Effective - the plan choufd pe defiverable uver je: period and ba sed on effective joint wark g on
cross-boundary sirategic priorities.

L. Crass Boundary There is ng sign of any cross Roundary agreement for the Urban Extension
despite the substantial social and economic implications that such a development wouid
bave for | eeds and Kirklees.
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& Time Scate There is no clear time frame given for the Urban Extension, and there are
contlicting statements made n Council documents that hdicate confusion as to how and
when land for the Urban Extension would be released.

d} Consistent with national policy - the plan should engble the defivery of sustaingble
development in accordance with the policies in the Framework,

Grezen Belt Protection All of the land that we are concerned about curr
Proetection. The National Planning Palicy Framework (NPPD) requires the same high level of
pro-tectton to the Green Relt as in the previous Unitary Developmeant Plan {LIDP), and identifies five
PUrgoses senved by the Green Beit. The Core Strategy does not reflect the impartance of these —

indezed they are nat mentioned in the document; nor dees it reflect any clear commitment for
fMin ¥mising green beli releasa.

Ezch of the Five purposes wiil be compromisad by the prupns-ed Urban Extension to Holme Woaod:

1. PrewventSpread of Urban Sprawi

2. Prevemt marger of Neighbouring Towns

Vital Lung: The green belt provides a wital countryside fung betweer the neighbouring authorities,
The threat of coalescence hetwean Bradford and Leeds was 3 key reason for the objection to the

NDP amd FED by Leeds Council. The threat of such coalescence has increased In the current plan
with the inclusion of site SE101.

3. Safeguard the countryside from encreachment

are rightly identified as Conservation Areas, and both offer unique historical and cuitursl attraction
within the largely urban Nfe of West Yorkshire. Fulneck became the key settlement of the
Moravian Community in the 18! century, and has retained much of Its unique character, Tong is
included in the Domesday Book; Tong Hal! is a Grade One listed Queen Anne buitding; Tong Church
is aise Grade One, has Saxon and Narman origins, and has origina] 18 century fitings and
furaishings from its rebuild in 1727 by leading Mathodist preacher, John Nelson. Tong Village has a
wide range of other listed buiidings and features.
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5. Recycling of deralict and other urban land.

The need to give priority to brown fieid and other derelict sites has beeh a sopsistant and universal
messaige from a wide range of peliticians and campaigners in Bradford. However the challenges
that e.xist in tackiing this can mativate housing developers to seek access to alternative countryside
sites thar are more attractive and profitable to develsp. The need therefore to maintain protection
for the: Tong Vatley is vital to ensure that the substantial areas of Bradford Jand that needs

regenerabion is given priority.



