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

PART A: PERSONAL DETAILS

* If an agent is appointed. piease complefe only the Tile, Name and Organisation in box 1 befow but
complefe the full contact detads of fhe agent in hox 2.

' 2. AGENT DETAILS (7 applicabie) . -

as| 250342014

e s DA TR R T ;

Regulation 22 of the Town & Country Planning (Local Development) {England) Regulations 2012 requires all

: representations received to be submitted to the Secresary of State. By completing this form yoll are giving your 5

: consent to the procassing of personal data by the City of Bradford Metropohitan District Councit and that any
: inforration received by the Counct, ineluding personal data may be put into the public domain, Including on the
! Council's website. From the details abova for you and your agent {if applicable) the Council will only publish

5 vour title, last name, arganisation (if refevant) and town name or post code district

Piease note that the Council cannot accept any anonymous comments. |
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Date | | | !

P ——

Ref

FON - Please use a separafe sheet for each represendation.

Section 53 Paragraph 64 Policy F HO3

B

4 {1} Legally compliant Yes Mo X
4 {2}. Sound Yes Mo X
4 (3). Complies with the Duty 1o co-operate Yeas Mo X

The policy HO32 requires the buiiding of 1,600 new dwellings in Wharfedale inciuding 800 In llkley. These
numbers in policy HO3 are not sustainable for the following reasons:.

In section 4,3 £1 the policy calls for development to maximisa the use of non car moedes of transport and
reduce the overall need to travel. In the Loca! Infrastructure Plan (LR} October 2013 paragraph 4.2.6 has a
strategic objective which calls for development to be in locations that reduce the need fo trave! and
minfmise the need to travel by car. Paragraph 5.2.2 also identifies problematic congestion on routes
used by llkley residents before any additional dwellings are built in likley. We already have congested
roads infout of Wharfedale and overcrowding on commiter trains {LIP 5.5.1) and it is admitted that lkley
is nat a major town for employment growth, The policy calls for less car journeys and reduced need for
travel. LIP 5.5.4 admits that the dwelling growth will result in additional trip generation and implies that
thiz is in all forms of transport. This is at odde with the policy ebjsctives outlined in 4.3 E4, So housing
development should be in sustainable focations where major employment growth is forecast and this is
not Wharfedale or likiey. Accordingly housing allocations in HQ3 are unsound and dwelling development
should not be in commuter towns fike Hiley, Addingham and Burley.

LIP Section 5.5.8 suggests that that there are no major transport igsues in Wharfedale, At present the rail
links to Leeds in particular are overcrowded on the commuter traing and there is limited prospect of
additional capacity due to platform sizes, Leeds station issues and single line issues, A key arteriz! route
is the A6% —~ the LIP agdmits this afready has severs overcrowding and it fails to take into accoundt fas
required) the Leeds Council Local Plan which foreseas 2,300 new dwellings in Aireborough which will
severely impact the A8S znd so make existing congastion even worse. As studies haye canfirmed that

each new dwelling leads to an additional 8 car jeurneys pe

r day there is a clear problem at the heart of
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the policy. The policy WD1 aims to reduce the overall need for travel but unless the dwellings in policy
HC3 are relocated to where the jobs are then the nesd for bath car and pubtic transport journeys will
increase substantially on a netwerk which is already overioaded. This is net sustainakle or deliverable.

Additionally there is a £752 million plus funding gap for infrastructure improvements te enable the loca!
plan to ke deliverad. Given the retentless focus on public expenditure it fs highly unikely that this
tunding gap will be closed any time seon, W01 paragraph B indicates that additional schoois wiit be
required (local schools are already full) and that there are deficiencies in open and recreaticnal space in
likley. No money has been allocation to this at aif in the Local Plan and accordingly the plan is unsound.
Itis not sustainable as il envisages using up green belt fand for housing in likley when there is already a
deficiency in open space. Accordingly policy HO3Z should be revisited and made more
deliverable/sustainable by moving proposed dwelling development away from commuter towns (like
those in Wharfedale) and in to the major centres of employment like Bradford so that more people can
walk to work which would erahle pelicy in LIP 4.3.8 to be met.

Polfcy HO3 can anly he delivered by pollcy SG7 which envisages significant green pelt releases to dallver
housing growth allocations in policy HOJ. The palicy HG3 {ard SC7) is unsound as it fails to fake Info
account the latest guidance regarding the MNationz! Planning Pelicy Framework {NPPF). It fails to
recognise the importance that the Government aftaches to Green Belt land {NPPF Sectton 9 para 79). in
particular with regard to Hkley {which is a historic Victorian Spa Town) and with a focal moor made well-
known by the famous sony the Green Belt should preserve the setting and speciat character of historic
towng (NPP Saction 9 para 8J). NPPF section 8 para 89 states that Local Autherities should regard the
construction of new builkiings as inappropriate for the Green Belt. The overail palicy HO3 combined with
SCY envisages that 11,000 new dweliings should ceme from release of green belf land (Local Plan 5.3.30).
This is unsound, not systainahle and not legally compliant with the NPPF,

It is totally unclear in podicy HOJ where the legal duty to co-operate has been comsalied with. There has
been no puhblic consultation locaily to determine what local residents feel is appropriate for the
community. Due to this there has been no account taken of windfalf devefopment (as is now reguired)
which in a Victorian lown like llkley is a significant contributor to adaitional dwellings being made
available over the timeframe of the Local Flan. Accordingly the number of 800 dwellings for likley has not
been agreed tocally and poficy HO3 does not comply with the legal duty to co-operate.
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The Polley HO3 should be revisited and proposed dwelbngs relccated from commuter towns like filey,
Burley and Addingham and into areas of major employment growth like Bradford centre. It is suggested
that the 500 dwellings planned for Bkley should be reduced to 75.

Green Belt changes shouid be i}rchi-‘nited in likiey to keep open space and policy HO3 should be
amended to minimise the impact on transportation through lower hovsing allocations across Wharfedale.

Ploase nofe vour represemniation should caver succinctly aif the information, evidence and supporting in formalion
nacessary to supperijusify the representalion and the suggestad change. &3 there wil not rnormally be a
subsequant ooportunity to make further reprasemalions based on e original representation &l publicaiion stage.

Flease be as precise a8 possfbla.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inapector, based on the matlers
and issiles he/she identifies for examination.

Tty

FYegeritation 15:saeKing o moAITICATian to the Plar, da you consider It Nacessany:tc
ab part of thie examifnation 2 - 0l e e

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

Yes, | wish to pariicipate at the oral examination

Pleass note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adop! when considering to hsar
those wha have indicated that they wish {o participate at the oral parl of the examination

26/3/2014
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PART C: EQUALITY AND DIVERSITY MONITORING FORM




