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I attach my objections to Leeds' Core Strategy and SAP.
David Dewhirst

mailto:sap@leeds.gov.uk

SITE REFERENCES: HG3-2, HG3-3, HG2-12 and HG3-4



I write to state my very strong objections to housing developments on the above four sites.

I live at “Red Roofs”, New York Lane, Rawdon, immediately facing HG3-2, allocated for 81 houses. A further 35 houses are allocated to HG3-3, 130 houses to HG2-12 and 130 to HG3-4. This is a total of 376 houses. 
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My house
)The map below shows the location of my home relative to the above site references. While we are already surrounded on three sides by neighbours’ houses and houses on Southlands Avenue and Knott Lane, I am not a NIMBY and accept that the Core Strategy for Leeds requires significant housing development but I have massive objections to the proposals for the above four sites.

These developments are not justified. The sites are with the LCC’s “Special Landscape Areas” and the LCC’s own “Strategic Green Infrastructure Area”. 

There has been no comprehensive Greenbelt review, as required under the Core Strategy.

One of my greatest concerns is the huge increase in traffic these developments would generate on the already massively overstretched A65. The only vehicular access and/or exit from HG3-2, HG3-3, HG2-12 (246 houses bringing a further 200 to 300+ cars and 500 to 1,000 residents) is Knott Lane, an extremely narrow road with insufficient space for two cars to pass, especially as cars are regularly parked on its western edge. Not only is this lane used by residents of the current 45 houses on New York Lane, Knott Lane and Southlands Avenue, but it is the only exit from Rawdon Crematorium: there are daily bottlenecks at its intersection with the A65 when corteges leave the crematorium. It can sometimes take me 10 minutes by car to cover the 200 yards from my front door to the A65. The A65 itself is already operating over capacity and, in spite of the recent improvements to the A65/A6120 (Leeds Ring Road) Roundabout, there is gridlock and long tail-backs daily at peak times on all four roads leading to the roundabout.

My other concerns 

1. Bringing additional housing into this small area is unsustainable. The additional 1,000+ residents in up to 376 houses would create impossible demands on the local infrastructure. Schools in the area are currently heavily oversubscribed, as are medical and other services. 

2. HG3-2, HG3-3, HG2-12 are all greenbelt sites and further urban sprawl will destroy the rural character of Rawdon. Cragg Wood Conservation Area would be lost forever.

3. HG2-12, HG3-3 and HG3-4 are UK Biodiversity Action Plan Priority Habitats and these wildlife habitats of wild deer, bats, red kites, lapwing, curlew, sparrow hawk and other rare species, including palmate newts, would be lost.

4. LCC’s Core Strategy says that Brownfield sites must be developed before Greenbelt. There are many available Greenfield sites across Leeds and a way should be found to compel builders to develop these rather than the (to them) more lucrative sites in Greenfield areas.

5. The council has not revised its housing targets even though the current ONS targets for Leeds have been reduced by 25,000.

6. There was no consultation on HG2-12 prior to it being allocated for development and was not included in the “Issues and Options” consultation in June 2015. 







In a wider context, throughout Leeds a total of 246 Green Belt sites are threatened by the plans in Leeds’ “Site Allocation Plan Draft”.  The LCC seeks, cynically, to justify this destruction of Green Belt spaces by designating a large area of rural land on the outskirts of Wetherby as Green Belt. This land is made up largely of flat agricultural fields, is more than a mile from the nearest town and cannot, in any way be described as preserving “the setting and special character of historic towns.”

All the lovely, small pockets of green, tree lined, pastures, all the wildlife habitats, streams and ponds which separate the villages and towns on the periphery of the city are jeopardised by the proposals and in return we are offered a worthless and massive new “Green Belt” area in outer North East Leeds, miles away from anywhere. What a con!!

Finally, the council has in no way proved that “exceptional circumstances” exist to justify these proposals. Growth of population, in itself, is not a valid reason. The development is NOT in accordance with NPPF, especially in the failure to protect Greenbelt, and to conserve the natural and historic environment.
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