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 14 January 2011
Dear Sirs

I would like to object most strongly to the new LDF proposals to build 500 houses in Skelmanthorpe and a further 450 in Scissett and Clayton West. I also believe the proposals to build some 18 hectares of industrial units in Clayton West is unnecessary. My reasons are:

1. The new proposals do not serve local needs, as the local demand for housing is no where near the numbers proposed, which would grow the village by 30%. The demand that does exist is for affordable homes for local young people and for a growing number of older residents. Yet these are the homes that never get built.

2. There is not, and will not be, a large influx of immigrants seeking accommodation, because there is no work to attract them. Local industries such as textiles and mining have died out and have not been replaced. Most people commute to the larger towns and cities nearby to work. The rationale for needing these developments is therefore flawed.

3. The proposals call for green land to be used for development, yet there are large numbers of empty houses in Kirklees and large areas of brown field land available. There is no need to build on the green land around the villages.

4. The infrastructure of this rural area in terms of roads, sewage system and the provision of services such as Education and Health are already overloaded. There is no money available in these times of budget cuts to pay for the necessary upgrade of the road network, sewage system, provision of school places or additional medical services.

5. The homes that will be built will be yet more 4 and 5 bed-roomed homes for commuters working in Leeds or Manchester. These will not be built to serve local needs. Kirklees is not responding to population growth in the rural areas, it is creating that growth by allowing developers to build luxury homes that attract commuters into the area. Put quite simply, build the homes and the commuters will come. Don't build the homes and they won't.
6. The areas where there is a real demand for more homes are Huddersfield and Dewsbury where there is a rapidly growing immigrant population and large numbers of young people. These are also the main areas of employment in the region.

7. The new LDF also calls for 18 hectares of Industrial development on green land in Clayton West. This huge development will destroy many acres of good farmland. Yet there is no evidence that these industrial units are needed, or will produce employment for all the new people entering the area if the proposed houses are built. At the present time all the existing industrial parks have many unoccupied buildings. No new large-scale industries have developed since the demise of textiles and coal mining. Where is the evidence that this will happen in future?

8. At a time when there are concerns about global warming and everyone is being urged to reduce their carbon footprint why is Kirklees so keen to build thousands of homes in the Pennine Valleys where the people have to commute long distances to work? This is simply adding to the problem and goes against all the attempts to reduce carbon emissions.  Traffic congestion is already a major problem at peak times and parking in the small villages is becoming very difficult, why add to the problems?

The planning and consultation process is badly flawed.

1.The thinking behind the new LDF is deeply flawed. Kirklees persists in making plans for development 18 years ahead. How can anyone make such long term plans in what is a rapidly changing world? Most major organisations now work on much shorter rolling plans, which allow them to adapt to changing needs.

2. The plan calls for 26000 homes to be built, yet there seems to be no sound basis for this predicted number.  The proposed numbers are even greater than the annual number of homes built at the height of the housing boom. Nor does there seem to be any reasoned argument as to why such a large proportion of these houses should be built in rural villages.

3. The consultation process started on 6 December, yet little information has been published about the new LDF and no consultation meetings have been arranged. I received a letter telling me where I could get information about the LDF on 12 January, yet the letter was dated 12 December. I can't accept that the letter has been stuck in the post for a month, so must assume it was posted late. Why? Is it to reduce the time I have to respond? The time available for people to make their views known is ticking away, while the bulk of the local population remain in the dark about what is being proposed. 

4. The consultation process has been set up during the Christmas and New Year period when most people have other priorities. The recent bad weather has also reduced the opportunity for people to discuss the issue. The consultation period should be extended significantly.

Yours sincerely

