Ny Comments on The Bradford Local Plan

Subject: Construction of 800 new homes im Eldey {Section 3.3, Para. 64, Policy HO3)

Comment:

No attempt has been made to assess local need.

No account has been taken of the fact that there has been and continues to be intil
development which has led to a windtall of around 500 new homes since 2004, which are
cxcluded from the Phum’s caleulations. They have placed great strain on the fown’s
infrastructure, particularly road and raf! Bnks, parking provision, schools, health services
andg utifities.

The stratcey sets out pusitive measures te minimise green beit releases, protect habitats
{Section 3 paras.103 — 116 policy SC8), minimise additional travel from new
deveiopment and boeost tourism, aH of which are al odds with the scale of the building
proposed. Proposed housing numbers bave been reduced because of the Habitat
Repulations Assessment but only by 38% in [lkley, whereas (he combined reduction
across the rest of Wharledale is 36%, this despite the fact that the whole of Tikley falls
within the 2.5km habitais protection »one designated under the HRA {Section 3 paral (6).
TLis therefore unclear fiom the Stratepy how the figure of 800 was calculated.
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My Comments on The Bradford Local Plan
Suhiject; Effect on infrastructure of proposed new homes in [ikiey

Comment: T understand that the soundness of Bradiord's Core Stralegy is Lo be judged
on not enly whoether it is consistent with national policy but alse whether the development
proposed is sustainable

Insuificient weight is given to the fact that flkley i5 a gne road wotwn, namely the A6S.
‘This is the only road out of Tlkley Lo the west. The only allernative road out to the cast is
a nairow, winding moorland road lberally scatrered with road humps. There is no road to
the south and there s limited access to the north acrogs (he river via a single track bridge
at Aen Rhydding and the town cenire bridge which is always heavily congested. These
afTord access o narrow coantry roads beavily used by farm traffic. cyciists and ramhlers
and do not lead {0 the destinations requimed by the majority of metorists. The A 65 is
already extremely congesled and is susceptibie to flooding and blockages caused by
accidenis and road repairs. Scctzon 3 para 15.3 states that it 35 vital thal there 15 sufhicient
infrastruchure, but lttle infrastruciure improvement is planned for Wharfedale. The
Sirategy maimtuing that the development ot 1600 new homes in Addingham, lkley,
Bunley and Menston is sustainable which | would refute. There i5 also the impagl of
devetopment proposed by Teeds in the vicinity of the A63 to consider, which will further
exacerbate comgestion problems Research has shown that each home can lead to § vehicle
journeys a day. The key aim of integrated land use and trangport planning s 1o reduce the
need 1o trave! {Section 5.2 para 13)

tMuch of TTkley was faid oat in Victorian/ ldwardian times and the road netwark can not
cope with the velume of traflic now struggling 1o use it. Near the centre many residents
require on sireel parking and commuters also park here as Lthe station car park is woelully
inadequare for Addinghem and Ttkley commuters. Car parking provision In general is
totally inadequate and there is no public transport altcenative available to the nerth of the
river. The sconomy of the town requires the encouragement of mcreased toutistivisilor
nuitbers but, given the scarcity of fand, finding suilable car parking sites is problematic.
[kley enioys good rail links with Lewds and Bradfocd, but, at peak times, trains are
already overcrowded, Lo the extent that some compiuters Bom futlher down the line come
to likley 1o he sure of a seat, thus exacerbeting the parking situation.

The likley First Schonis are already over subseribed for the foresceabie future and the
development of 8K new houses could well lead to an intliax of school age chitdren such
that a new First school would need to be built. Much greater capacity is needed at Tikley
Crrarmar School it is to seeve its present catchment area and the Plan makes o
propoesals to alleviate the situation. If a selution were proposed outside Wharledale this
would necessitate extra carfbus usage which would have a deleterious environmenal
impact and exacerbate the congestion issues referred o above.

Heulih services and dental pravision would also be under strain and additional demands
would be placed on the fire service and police force. ! question whether utility
providers would be able to cope and flooding risks would be increased by further
development in the floed plain and om the oflen unsiable valley slopes liberally peppered
with springs.
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My Comments on The Rradford Loeal Plan
Sabject: Redention of existing Green Belt around 1kley

Comment: The Bradford District Logal Plan envisages that 55% of the new houses L be
huilt in Ukley would be on Green Bell whereas the figure for the Districtas a whole is
2534 This is despite the fact that the Government supposedly attaches great imporiance
to Green Boks (NPPE Para?d).

Since the dermise of Tidey Urban District Council more and more Local Council services
have been stripped out of Hkley and i has had 10 reinvent itself as a Spa and Festival
Town, attracting visitors {rom the rest of the Phistrict and heyond. This is what the
cconumy of the town depends upon. For this (o be sustainable in the future it is
imperative that Llkley retains iLs separulencss as {owi, preserves its iconic setiing and
special character and safeguiards the surrounding countryside from encroachment. Teeds,
HorsTorth, Rawdon. Yeadon and Guiseley all merge inte one and Mension and Burley arc
now almost linked. 1t is vifal to prevent Hkley merging into Burley o the east aru
Addingham to the west, which would cause ribbon development to spread through the
Wharfe Valley to beyond Addingham

[ appreciate that people like 10 Hve in Lkley and that Developers are cager to huitd here
4o they can maxirise their prafits, bul ihe need for housing is actually in Bradford City
and Keighley, where there are maiy brown field sites avaitable for redeveloprient. This
would have several advantages: houses would be il whers they are actually needed,
derelict urban siles would be regenerated and much needed jobs created in Bradford and
Keighley and beautiful countryside in the Green Belt would be preseeved for the beneli
of future gencrations.
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My Comments on The Bradford Local Plan
Subject: Designatien of Ilkley as a Principal Town

Comment: The Local Plan designates TTkiey as a Principal Town {Section 3, para. 6,
policy SC4) along with Bingley and Keighley but its population is tess than 1% of that of
Brad({ord District and approximately 33% of that of Keighley. Tlkley lies on the edge of
the District and maost administrative council services have been removed from the Tewn
Hall many bus services have becn withdravn and Hkley no longer has a hospital or
cmergeney medical facilities, One could not describe il as 4n emplovmenl centie. Rather
its economy depends on tourism, visitors o its festivals and attractive shoppine centre
and walkers/cvelists attracted by its proximity to the Moor (& S85T sits), the Yorkshire
Dalcs National Pack and the Nidderdate Area of Quistanding Nateral Beauty, Together
they create a ymigue environmenl which weuld be severely compromised by the scale of
the propesed devclopment {Scetion 5.2 para, 82 pojicy HO3).
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