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Dear Sir/Madam,

Please find attached my objection to the Leeds Site Allocation plan for Horsforth
and surrounding areas.

My name and address are as follows:

Mrs Susan McCreath
67 Victoria Gardens
Horsforth
Leeds
LS18 4PJ

Yours sincerely

S McCreath

mailto:sap@leeds.gov.uk

LDF Publication Draft Consultation,					67 Victoria Gardens

 Forward Planning & Implementation,				Horsforth,

 Leonardo Building,							Leeds,

2 Rossington Street,							West Yorkshire, 

Leeds LS2 8HD 							LS18 4PJ

									1st November 2015

RE: LSAP & AVLAAP - FORMAL OBJECTIONS DURING PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

I wish to make you aware of a number of strong objections that I have with regard to the proposed development of greenbelt and green field sites as follows- 

· 		  HG2-41 (4240) - Fields South of A65 from Horsforth & Rawdon RA to crematorium  

· 		  HG2-42 (1016) - Fields at Broadway and Calverley Lane, Horsforth  

· 		  HG2-43 (5009) - Fields at Horsforth College Campus

· 		  HG2-12 Fields at Woodland Drive Rawdon  

· 		  HG3-2, HG3-3 and HG3-4 Fields off A65 , Rawdon

· 

As a local resident living close to the sites of proposed development, we are of the view that the proposed developments on greenbelt protected land will have a serious negative impact on our standard of living and should be excluded from the plans. Our specific objections are as follows:  

1. They are Inconsistent with National Planning Policy Framework NPPF : 

The proposed sites are not consistent with national policy, specifically with regard to Green Belt. Leeds must continue to protect its valuable Green Belt and greenfields.

The open green spaces which are being proposed for development are important to me and my family because they provide an essential local resource for walking and exercise as a family. The health benefits of this are huge. The spaces are home to a wide variety of wildlife and we should ensure that this habitat is protected.

NPPF states that greenbelt is to be protected and requires exceptional circumstances to be built on. There is nothing exceptional about the plans in this site allocation.

NPPF states that merging of communities is to be prevented, yet development of these greenbelt sites will lose the individual identities currently held between the areas in which they are located. For example, the three sites identified above currently act as the dividing space between the conurbations of Horsforth, Rawdon and Rodley. If they are to house over 1,000 new properties as suggested, the urban sprawl will knit these areas together resulting in a loss of individual community identity.  

NPPF states that infrastructure must come first, yet the outline ideas to provide infrastructure are neither in place or time-lined in advance of the proposed developments. There are no plans for example to solve the traffic problems along the A65 corridor. There is no solution proposed for an increase in traffic crossing the river canal or railway. The existing bridges would need improvement but developers would not pay for this work. 

2. They are Inconsistent with Leeds Development Plan Policies: 

· The need for large scale affordable housing and single owner properties will not be fulfilled by developing on sites on greenbelt land in semi-rural areas, but on the renewal of brown field land in areas in need of urban regeneration and investment. For example the three sites listed above are in areas which command property values for new build currently starting at circa £325,000 (eg: Horsforth Vale); which is in no way part of a plan which prioritises the progression of affordable housing. The small percentage set aside for affordable housing within these premium area developments only scratches the surface of the problem and in no way alleviates the real issue in the way that true urban regeneration should.  

 The current housing target which drives the need to develop on the greenbelt is flawed and needs to be changed. It is based on outdated, over inflated housing targets which require that over 66,000 new properties are still needed. This needs to be brought in line to the latest 2014 figures (from the Office of National Statistics), which show a need of only 46,000 new homes.  

·  In order to prevent the unnecessary permanent destruction of greenbelt, the current plan to re-assess the housing target needs to be put in place before the site allocation plans are progressed, and not after them as currently planned.  

The above three sites are located on a section of Ring Road and the A65 which is one of the most congested and dangerous in Leeds. Adding over a thousand extra houses which all need to utilise this same stretch of road will cause daily gridlock and increase serious accidents within this over burdened area.  

The above sites are host to crested newts, different species of bats, owls, hawks, wild deer, badgers and a huge array of wildlife that will perish as a result of the proposed development. While there may be token provision allocated for selected species, the majority are not even noted or recognised in the inadequate environmental impact assessments which have been conducted to date.  

The adjoining section of Ring Road (A6120) leading out of the areas of the three sites named above is bottlenecked between three separate single lane bridges (one railway, one canal and one river). Therefore the ability of these sites to accommodate over 1,000 extra houses must be limited in line with the ability to deliver proper infrastructure to serve them.  

[bookmark: _GoBack]The above sites provide a continuous chain of greenbelt along the River Aire Valley, which allows the wildlife migratory and residential access across the region. The destruction of these greenbelt sites will lead to their isolation, hemmed in by the proposed housing and Ring Road, leading to their permanent demise from the area.  

In conclusion on these and other grounds, we hope that you are able to act on our behalf and reject the progression of these greenbelt sites within the development proposals. 

Please keep me informed of the public examinations, submission of the plans and potential outcome of the review.



 Yours faithfully, 



Susan McCreath








