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LR Thns i3 ycaur apportumty -‘cr:r cormment an the Cor—a Strat@g;-r Publlcahchn Draft document The Gﬂuﬂﬂ” wc-uld I|I-::e
{e} hear Yyl Vigws- anme 'soundness’ of the Plan, legat compiiance of the Plan and on the duty to co-operate

You can aceess the Jore Strateqy decuments online and additional copies of this form from our website;

‘ For further information you can contact the Local Pian Group by:.
=  Emailing us at: Ehoerstituicon @i saiora.goy S
« Phoning us on: (01274) 433679

Please make your representation on this official form that has been specifizally designed to assist
you in making your representation to cover the matiers the inspector will consider in the repart on the
plan. A copy of this form wili be provided to the Inspector,

This form has thrae parts:
« Pan A — Persanal Dedails
= Part B - Your Representation(s). Please fif i1 a #acargia sheet for aach representaiion you wish fo
make:.
o 4 Part C ~ Equality and diversity monitaring form

at

The Councll has produced a separate guidance note to assist ¥ou in making your reprasentation. This
contains detafied informaiion on legal compliance, the duty k co-operate and on soundness. Yaou are strongly
encouraged to read to this information to maks the fullest usa of this opportunity,

FPlease return this completed representation form to the Leeal Plan Group by either:

- E-I'ITH“ to: et ERiEl -_Jlg_ﬂ.l., T'!“Q__ :,_HGE'F{"'l" ﬂﬁ-“l'l‘z.ii

s Postto: Local Plan Group, Crty of Bradtord Metropolitan District Coungl,
2" Floor South, Jacebs Well, Neison Strest. Bradford. BD1 SRW

For your representation to be ‘duly made’ the Council myust
racaive it no later than Spm on Monday 31 March 2044
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PART B — YOUR REPRESEMTATION - Please use a separate shost for T

3. Te which part of the Piar does this representation relate?

Section v Paragraph T Policy >

4. Do you cohgider the Plan |s:

4 (1). Legally compliant Yes N i//ﬁ
4 (7). Sound Yas Na :,//
No Pl

4 [3}. Complies with the Dutly to co-operate Yas

5. Please give details of why you consider the Plan is not lzgally compliant or is unsound or fails to
comply with the duty to co-operate. Plaase refer to the guidanse hote and be as precise as possible.

if you wish to support the legal compliance, saundness of the Plar or its compifance with the duty to
co-operate, plaase aiso usa this box to sat cut your carnments,

Os Fon  To GolteSem b Pro s LERFazi

L RS Floe adez LALEE Y FACCH g a1,

A

Ciy

Cat
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Zuphicalion wvall - Representation Fonw

PART &: PERSONAL DETAILS

* If an agent (s appointed, please conplete only the Title, Name and Qrganisation in box 1 below bt
complete the full contact details of the agent in box 2

Title
" First Name

Lasf Mame

: Job Title
* {whena rekgvarnt)

Organisation

(where relwant‘

_ Addrass Line *

Line 2

: Line 3 .

Line 4.

Fost Code
. Telephnne Numbe

; Email Atis&ress

Signature:

1. YCUR DETAILS*

—

{CapMTo
miiF\
h&iﬁ

- BN

AaZ iy
B =

'Persunai Detzils & Data Pmtectmn A-::t '1998

2. AGENT DETAILS (# applicable)

Zip, B i

Regulation 22 of the Town & Country Pianning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2012 requires all
representations received o be submilted to the Secretary of State. By completing this form vou are giving your
consent to the processing of personal data by the City of Bradford Metropaolitan District Council and that any
infarmation received by the Counci, including personal data may be put into the public domain, including on the
Councif's website  Fram the details above for you and your agent {if applicable) the Cournecil will anly publish
yout title, 1ast name, arganisation (f relavant) and town name or post code district.

Pilease note that the Council cannot accapt any anonymous commeants,
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6. Pleass set t?ut what modification(s) you consider npcessary to make the Flan legally l:;:mpliant or
zound, having regard to the isst you have identified at question § afxove where this relates to the
soundness, (N.B Pleasa note that any nor-conpliance with the duty to eo-operate is incapable of

modification at exanmination).

You will pesd to say why this modification will maie the Plan legatly compliant or saung. ¢ will he
helpful if you are abie 1o put forward yaur suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be
as precise as possiitla. :

Calon. —To CutamnSanm Lie Pyt Lapf T
‘2_5 £ — ""l-’aw;r.:‘_,f FaraFx F@JL.M@(_;& U’F:.u-.:‘:?a'f

Recoc,ATie~]

Flease note your represen tation shoutd cover succincily aff the information, evidence and supporting information
fhiacessary fo suppcrta?'u.sﬂfy the representafion and the suggested change, as thare will rof normally be a
subsequent oppariunity to make furthier representations based on the original represantiation at publication stage.

Pleasa be 35 previse as ossible.

Aiter this stage, further submissions will be only #i the request of the Inspector, based on the maiters
and issues ha'she identifies for examination.

7. 1f your representation is seeking a modification to the Plar, do you consider it necessary to participate
at the crai pait of the examination?

/ Mo, | do not wish to padicipate at the oral examination

o f fal Yas, | wish to padicipate at the aral examination

8. if you wiah to participats &t the osal part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to be
neceasary:

A

Plaase noia the Inspector will defermine the most appropriate procedurs 19 adopt when considering {o hear
those who have indicated thaf they wish fo participale at the oral part of the examination.

8. Signature: |

Date: Dy T ier
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Torng and Fuineck Valley Association

HOLRME \WOOD URBAR EXTENSION PROPOSAIS
surmmary of Representation options ta the Planaing inspactorate

A: LEGAL

L. Flawed Consuliation Process — Teng and Holme Waood Meighboyr
{NDP} and Local Development Framework Core Strateg

Development Plan, The Localism Bil| 3215 out a clear framewaork for the farmation of NDps
wwhich the Tong and Holme Waood MNDP fails to meet. Na attempt was made by Bradford Councii
tareshape the Tong and Halme Waood Fartnership Board so that it met the requirements of the
Lacatism Bill in devising an NDP. The Draft Core Strategy refers frequently to the Tong and

i Huolme Wood NDP in a way that assumes validity far it that should not be clajmed,

B: DUTY TO CO-OPERATE

L. Failure of the Cere Strategy to show how he *Duty o Co-operate’ has been approached and
fulfiled. There dppears to be no documentatiog in Bradford’s draft that identifies those with

whom it has co-operated, how this has been done, and what has been achieved through the
Brocess.

failure to achieve this. The Core Strategy fails ta identify the process that

meet this requirement, either in the ONgoing process of the farmation of t
the completion of is final form.

3. Failure ta co-operate with Public bedies. We cap find no evidapce of Co-
authorities and water companias despite tha increased health care challe

from the Urban Extension, and the increased flood risk that would be bro
and Troydale. ;

operation with health
fges that would ensye
ught to Pudsey Beck

C:  SOUNDNESS _ '
a) Positively prepared - the plan stroutd be prepared hased o o strate
obfjectively pssessed de velspment and infrostructure requirements.

1. infrastructure Requirements: There IS no attempt in either
show how any of the infrastructure reguirements of such 3
be sustalnable would be met, The devalepment would faw
Leeds and Kirkiees, but there is no sign of this baing recogni

the NDP or the Core Strategy to
large new community for it to



2. Effact on Holme Wood: To describe the new development as a ‘Holme Waood Urban
Extension’ is misleading. Hairme Wood does not have the infrastructiire capacity to ‘own’ or
provide for 2 developmant of this scale, We believe that the main byjj of this ey
deveiopment will not assist Holme Wood to betome a mare socially 3nd economically
mixed community, and may well further damage its Actential, In LoNtrast TFyA waould be in
favour of plans to build 906 new homes within the current natural boundary of the estate,

3. Transpor and Teaffe Conperma:

© Longestion Bradtord has heer dssessed a5 the third mogt “OnMested ity i the Uk
with regard to traffic, and traffc surveys have shawn that Tong Street [AB50} is the
mosti congested road in Bradford. To buiid such 3 vast rew huusing development
that will inevitably lead to further congestion an Tong Street is foolhardy,

= Hoad Provision. There j« confusion about Bradford’s irtentions fegarding road
provision for the Urban Extension, There i« conflicting evidence regarding a proposal
ta buitd a new highway link road Frorm Westzate Hill to Thornbuty, or 1o only provide 4
the siew community with an accase road. ¥ it were only an 4CCeSs road, the effect of
traffic growth through Holme Woad would be unacceptable, If 2 link road were tg
e built there would be even further devastating majer green belt foss, and seriays
ecological threat to the important ancient weodland of Black Carr Woods., Such 5
road would require agreement and support frorm reignbouring authaoritjes

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 would be highly undasirable.

b} Justified — the plan showld be the most appropriore strategy, when considered against the
regsanable glternatives, based on Aropottioncte evidence.

1. Green Belt Priority The loss of green belt pratected tand should nat take place unless there
is ho alternative, yet we do not see any sign of this having been a priority with those who
are making these proposals. Indeed the priorinclusion of this in the NDp indicates a lack of
genhuine commitment to green belt protection by Bradfard Council,

2. Mo Greenbelt Policy We are not aware of Bradford Council having prodiced a Green Beir
policy that has a cogent strategy for the redefining of grearhelt - nor are we aware of any
__ hepetiation taking place with neighbouring authorities to reach LOMMMOan agreement on this.

¢} Effective — the plan skould be deliverable cuer its period ang bused on effective foint warking on
cross-boundary strategic prigrities,

1. Cross Boundary There is no sign of any crass boundary agreement for the Urban Extension
despite the substantial social and economic implications that such a development woyld

have for Leeds and Kirklees,
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2. Time Scale There s no clear time frame given for the
canflicting statements made in Cauncil docurents that indic
when land for the Urban Extension would be rejeasad.

a} Cansisteni with nationad poficy - the plon shoutd enahle t

develspment in arcordance with the policies in the Framework.

areen Belt Protection All of the land that we are concerned about ¢
Prortection. The National Planning Palicy Frameworik (NPPD) requires
protection to the Green Belt as in the previous Unitary Developmenst
Burposes served by the Green Belt. The Core Strategy does not refia
indeed they are not mentioned in the document; nar does it reflect
minimising green belt ralease.

Eacha of the Five purposes will be cempromised by the proposed Urban Exta

1. Prevent Spread of Urban Sprawl

The Green Beit currently controls effectively the growth of urban spraw|
Holme Wood, and betwesan the Metropolitan Districts of Bradford, Leeds

Urban Extension, and there are

ate confusien as to how and

he deffrery o f sustainable

Wrrently enjoys Green bejr
the same high level of

Plan (LD, ang Identifies fiue
cf the impartance of thase —
any clear commitmant for

nslon to Holme Wood:

ooth batween Tong and
and Kirklees, |n particuiar

the boundary to the grean belt provided by Westzate Hij| street, Holme Lane and Med Lane jx
adeqeate and defensible, The proposed sites and boundarias identified an the SHLAA plan for the

Urhar Extension are arbitrary and largely indefensible.

%, Prevent merger of Meighbouring Towns

Vitaf Lung: The green boi provides a vital countrysiga ung between

the neighbouring autharities

The threat of coalescence between Bradford and Leeds was 3 key reasan for the objaction to the

NOP and FED by Leads Council. The threat of such cuaie_tscenr:e_has in
with the inclusion of site SE101.

3. Safeguard the countryside from encroachment

creased in the current plan

major new highway to be constructed between Westgate Hill ang Thornbury would further destroy
impartant countryside, and threaten the ancient woodland at Black Carr Woods,

included in the Domesday Boak; Tong Hall is a Grade One listad Queen
is aiso Grade One, has Saxon and Norman origing, and has origingl 18

furnishings from its rebuild in 1727 by leading rMathodist creacher, lohn Neis

wide range of other listad buildings and features.

umicue character, Tang is
Anne building; Yong Church
century fittings and

on. Tong Village has a
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5. Recycling of derelict and other urban land.

The need to give priority to brown field and other derelict sites has been 3 COnsistent and Universal
message from a wide range of politicians and campaigners in Bradford, Howewver the challenges
that eyxist in tackling this can motivate housing developers to seek access to alerpative cou ntrysicde
sites that are more attractive and profitable to develop. The need therefore to Maintain protection
for the Tong Valley is vital to ensure that the substantial areas of Bradford land that needs

regenaration is given priority.



