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"PARE A: PERSONAL DETAILS
“ If an agent is sppointed, ease complels unly the Title, Name and Drganisafion in box 1 below bt
campiete the FUll comtact details of the agent in box 2.

1. YQUR DETARLE? 2. AGENT DETAILS (if applicablet

* Tita Ar

© fwhera yelevant]

Arddress Line 1

: Lire 2

L.ast Name Timmons

Job Title

Organisation
furhers relevant)

. Line3 likley
Line 4 i . _
Post Code L5280 -
TEEBthIF';B N-ummher i - _

Email Addres=

Signature: Date: | 7.3 f 3 ,‘ 2o (L

Peraonal Details & Data Protection Act 1998

Regulation 22 of the Town & Country Planning {Lacal Development} {Engand) Regufations 2012 requires 2l
representations received to be sulbmitted to the Secretary of State. By completing this form you are giving your
consent to the processing of perzonal deta by the City of Bradford Metropolitan District Couneif and that any
informaticn received by the Council, including personal data may be put inte the pubdie domain, including on the
Council's website. From the detaits above for you and your agent {if applicable) the Council will only publish
your title, iast pame, organisation (if reievant) and town name ar post code district.

Plaase rnote that the Gouncil cannnt aoceot any Aanonvmnus comments.
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PART B-YOUR REPRESENTATION - Please use a separate sheet for each representation.

3. Ta wwhich part of the Flan does this repressntation relsts?

Ssction Wharfedale Paragraph Varlous Peolicy Various

4, Do wou consider the Plan Is;

4 (7). Lagally compliant Yes Mo Ko
4 (2), Sound Yes Mo
4 {3). Complles with the Duty to co-operate Yes Mo

6. Pleasa give detalls of why you consider the Fian is not legally compliant or is emsound or fails to
cormply with the duty 10 co-operata. Please refer to the guidance rote ard he as preclse as possible.

If y ou wish te support the legal compliance, soundness of the Plan or ils compliance with the duty to
to-0perate, please also use this bex to set oul your comments.

1.1 The Flan shows a large amount of work by the Counail.

1.2 However it falls to comply with NFPF policy.

1.3 itis not in compliarce with core planning principle 17. empowaring local people to shape their
surroundings, protecting the Green Belts arcund them, recegnising the intrinsic characier and beauty of
the countryside, encourage the effective use of land by reusing land that has been previgusly
developed (brownfield land);

1.4 It itegally falls to comply with NPPF para 158 Each local planning authority should ensure that the
Local Plen is based on adequate, up-to-date and relevant evitlenoe.

Council evidence for Whearledale has not baan included in the Fan:

1.4.1 RUDF likley Settlement Area Table (20KE) for east of likley/ABS:
The towesr part of the site ____ is affacted by flood risk and tree preservation orders

1.4.2 Bradford Growth Assessment Novernber 2013:
East of fikley/ABD Part of the sits is mapped as Foed Risk zone 2 or 3.

1.4.3 Bradford Growth Assessment November 2013
East of lkley sites are within the SPA 2.5km 2ore and one site is adjacent to SFA 406m zone.
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1.5 I tlegalty fails fo comply with NPPF para 158: Fach local planning authority should ensure that the
Local Plan is hased on adequate, up-to-date and refevant evidence.

Gouncil evidence for Wharkadale has net been acted o in the Flan:

1.5.1 L oggl infrastructure Plan 5.5 4:

Some routes within the sub-area, especially the ABH/AS038 corridor, are already

congeste] at peak times, with severe dalays at junctions in llkley

Cne eastof ilkley site is an the ASS and adjacert congested road and second site is entered via

congested Ben Rhydding Conservation Area. .

1.5.2 Local Infrastructure Plan 5.5.2;

The CBMDC Children’s Services have confirned that there is an existing capacity issue for both
primary and secondary school places in Wharledzale ... ....this requirement for school places [ likely to
be higFerthan predicted by the District wide formula.

1.6 The Plan fails to consider Pianning Policy Statement 23 Planning and Pollution Control and other
related doturments on new devalopimenis near sewage works.

The Plan falls to consider DEFRA’s and other organisations’ guidance on housing and ather buildings
adjacent lo sewage works. Thele is a sewage works adjacent o one propossd site east of kiey.
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PART B - YOUR REPRESENTATION - Please use a separate sheet for each

_reprasertation,

3, Ta which part of the Plan doss this representation relate?

Section Wharfedale Faragraph Various Palicy Various

4. Do you consider the Plan is:

4 (1}, Legally compliant Tes Mo

4 (2). Sound Yes Mo NO

4 {3, Complies with the Dty to ¢o-

oparate Tes Mo

5. Please give details of why your consider the Plan is not legally compliant or is unsound or
fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. Please refer t¢ the guidance note and be as
pracisa as posslhls,

if you wish 10 support the legzal compliance, soundness of the Plan or its compliance with
the duty to co-oparate, please also use this box to set out yosur comments.

1. Mot positively prepared:

1.1The need for more housing in the District is understeod. However the modei of allocating
new house numbers based on the proportian of the present popukations in each area is
sirmnplistic ard not objective. Other opticns have not been considered.

The Plan shouid focus an the Kegeneration Prigrty Areas; Wharfedale is not one of them.

1.2 As the Plan netes, appendix 1, population growth and therefore housing demand are
likely 10 be most acute within the main urban areas and particulary within the Regional City
of Bradford, As the Bradford Growth Assessment, Novemnber 2013, stafes, Keighley is the
second largest settlement in the District. Objectively growth should therefore be in these two
areas.

2_ Mot justified or effective:

2.1 The Plan is not in keeping with Strategic Core Policy (8C8). One Ben Rhydding site is
adjaceni to Zonea A (400m) and both are in Zone Bi (2_5km).

2.2 Background paper: 2 Housing (Part 1) Fara 4.18. NPPF: Once estabiished, Green Belt
boundaries shauld onby be altered in exceptional cicumstances.

However Appendix I notes that llkley has the highast estimated green belt centribution of all
areas in the District (59%) compared to Keighley (36%) and Bingley (20%). Alse total
unconstrained land in likley is 0% and in Keighley 15 51%.
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2.3 Background paper: 2 Housing {Part 1). Para 4.32. The SHLAA provides a partiat
indication of green bell polentiat — partial because the sites within it reflect merely those
which had been submitted by landowners and developers.

This is not ohjective evidence on which to base green belt development.

2.4 The Lacal Infrastructure Plan (LIP} is part of the “evidence base” for the Core Strategy
Flan {the Plan).

The LIP correctly notes Wharfedate infrastructure issues. The Plan does not taka these
infrastnicture issues into consideration in its proposals for allocation of land for housing.
This failura to take the evidence into consideration ie illogical and, under the terms of the
Plan, iliegal for Flooding and prohably illegal for Transport and Education,

2.5 {n keeping with the Council's Guidance on represertations, the following is part of the
evidence which heeds 1o be gonsidared.

2.6 Floeding
One gite on the ABS east of liklay is partially in a flood zone 2/3. Development here is not

appropriate.

2.7 Transpor

2.7.1 Cne proposed development east of lkley is adjacent to the ABS As noted in the LIF,
this road is congested at peak times, with severe delays at junctions n llkley. The proposed
development cannot safaly have access {o this road.

The gther road adiacent {o the proposed development links one way to the congested part
of the ABS and the other way, via a single lane underpass, to the railway station and Ben
RKhydding Conservation Area. This road is also congestad at peak times and at other times.
The propased development wolild cause a gridlock of traffic in this road and adiacent roads.
Thare is no adequate frangport access for this proposed devefopment,

2.7 2 The second proposed developmeant in the east of lkley is acoessed via a steep,
dangenous rgad, which is usually blecked every winter,
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2.7.2 {cont'd) This road leads down (o its main access in the Ben Rhydding Conservation
Area via 4 singla lane gateway. The adjacent roads are already congested at peak times
and other times.

The proposed develaoprmient would cause a gridlock of traffic inte and in the Area.

There is no safe adequate transport access for this proposed development.

2.7.% For Transport the two proposed developments are not accessble or sustainable
developments. They are neither justified nor effectiva.

2.8 Education

The LIP notes the CBMDC Children's Services have confimmed that there is an existing
capacity issue for both primary and secondary schoot places in Wharfedale. The LiIP notes
1 i hkely that hausing sites will be targeted by family house bulders. .. tha damand for
school places will be high.

There is no room in the schoois in llkley for the numbers of children who would liva in the
two proposed developments east of fikley.

For Education the two proposed developments are not sustainable. They are neither
justified nor effeclive,

2.8 Tourism

291 The LIP notes that llkley is a "world renowned visitor destination”,

2.8.2 The LIP states: Rombafds Ridge and tkley Moor are key green assets for the area
and serve the whole of the district and beyond... Maintaining the overall quality and
increasing the level of accessibilly to these existing green spaces within Wharfedale are
vital {o tulfiliing the objectives for future development in the area.

2.9.3 The proposed development east of llkiey on the ABS would restrict accessibility and
the quality of the area for visitors arriving from the east.

2.9.4 The proposed development east of tkisy adjacent to the SPA 400m zone would impair
accessibility to the SPA at present used by walkers, runners, cyclists and horse riders.

2.9.5 Qverall the two proposed developments sast of likley would reduce the quality and
accessibility to the existing green spaces around llidey,

2.9.6 The proposed developments east of likley would be renowned nationally as examples
of how to discourage and impede toyrisnt,
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2.10 Amenity green space

The Bradford Comrmunity Strategy includes four high-level outcomes. One strategic aim
linked to Dutcome 4 is {¢ create a greener, cleaner and more sustainable environment.

The Bradford Growth Assessment states that in ilikley the Open Space, Sport and
Recreation Study identified gaps in provision for parks and gardens to the east, amenity

green space, play areas and civic space. .

The proposed development east of Ilkley adjacent {0 the SFA 400m zone ig in viable farm
land, which is alse used by walkers:

The proposed development would be cantrary to the Community Strategy and would reduce
amenity green space, as well as reducing access to the SFA

2. 11 Foothall piiches

The LIP states that there is a deficiency of designated mini and junior football pitches across
the District, including no capacity in Nklay.

The proposed devealopment east of lkley adjacent to the A65 would eliminate any prospect
of developing such foethall pitches on the land.

2.1Z The proposed develspments east of likiey would be an embarrasement for those of us
who live and work in the Bradiord Metwapelitan District. They would make Bradford
Metropolitan District Coutell look incompetent and ridiculoys. Thay are examples of poor
planning and they are not poshively prepared, juetified or effective.
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where this relatas to the soundness. {N.B Please note that any non-compliance with the
dufy to co-operate is incapabie of modification at examination).

You will nesd to say why thiz modification will make the Plan legally comptiant or sounc.
#t will be helpiul if you are able to put ferward your suggested revised wording of any
polley or fext. Please bs as precise as possibie,

The Plan sheuld be based on the evidence, the guidance and these representations.

Pleasa note your representafion showld cover succincfly alf the infarmation, avidence and supporting
itformation necessany fo supportiustily (e representation and the suggested changs, as there wilf
ot narmally be a subsequent opiortinlly (o Make further represantations based on the original
representaion st publication slage. Flease he a8 precise as possible,

Aftar thiz stege, further subisalons will be only af ine requast of the inspecior, based on the
maiters and issras ha'she ideriifias for examinaiion.

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

,.>< Mo, ! do not wish to participate at the oral examinatich

Yeas, | wish to participate at the oral examinatian

3. ifyous wish to -[_J_éi;t'i"ci pate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you

consider this to be hecessary:

Flease note the Inspecior will delerming the most apprapriate procedure fo adopt When considering
o haar thasu who have fdicafed thaf they wish 10 pariicipate at ie oral parf of the exarnination,

o : ; ; T Wb
Signature: Date: [ -2.C} ;’ = t}_"_:_ e




PART G EQUALITY AND DIVER3ITY MONITORING FORM

Bradfesrd Councif would like ta find out the views of groups in the local cornmunity. Please help us fo
do this. by filing in the form below. it will be separated from your representation sbove and will not be
used for any purpose other than monitoring.

Please place an ‘X’ in the appropriate boxes.

1. Da y oulive within or have an interest In the Bradford District?




