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guestion for the past 18 years, and can confirm that it floods regularly, and often 2 or 3 times in the same
year. | am attaching photos that show some of the more severe flooding, photos taken in 2004, 2007,
2012, 2015 and 2019. As the photos show, the flooding is quite severe, and much of the proposed site is
under water. This happens regularly , this is not a one-off occurrence . UPDATE: It has flooded again in
2020!!! Storm Ciara flooded the fields again on February 9, 2020. As | type this Storm Dennis approaches,
the army has been called into the Calder Valley to shore up all the flood defenses that failed last week. This
is getting beyond a joke. These sites are a high risk flood area, within an area highly at risk to flooding. The
Environment Agency defines a high-risk flood zone as one where there is a 1 in 100 chance of flooding in
any given year. This field floods far more often than that. I've attached a screen shot taken directly from
the Environment Agency website, which shows the extent of flooding from surface water across the site.
The photos show that this site (LP0177) is a perfect example of a flood plain at work; soaking up excess
water at times of heavy rainfall, allowing space for the water to flow and be stored in times of flood, even
after the river has burst its bank, and protecting land further downstream from potential flooding. The
DEFRA 25 year plan states: "National flood management involves the use of a variety of measures,
including tree planting, river bank restoration, building small scale woody dams, reconnecting rivers with
their flood plains, and storing water temporarily on open land." Developing this floodplain area would be
in direct opposition to National flood management. The exceptional floods of Boxing Day 2015 led to much
damage further downstream, and eventually to the collapse of Elland Bridge. The repair bill for the bridge
alone came in at A£4 million, while the total economic impact to the Calderdale and Kirklees regional
economy amounted to a total of approximately A£170 million. (Economic Impact Assessment of the Boxing
Day Floods (2015) on SMEs in the Borough of Calderdale) If the proposed scale of development along
Saddleworth Road is allowed to go ahead, and these valuable flood plains are built over, then the events of
2015 will become a much more regular occurrence, leading to untold costs to the communities of West
Vale, Greetland, Elland, and even further downstream. The current policy and legislation on flooding
states -“due to recent wide-scale flooding incidents in the country and the ever increasing threat of climate
change, new development in flood risk areas would only be allowed when it is exceptionally necessary, and
when it does not increase the risk of flooding in the development's community or elsewhere. And Chapter
14, paragraph 163 of the NPPF states: -“ When determining any planning applications, local planning
authorities should ensure that flood risk is not increased elsewhere"Blt is clearly the case that any future
development of the site LP0177 would itself be under serious threat of severe and repeated flooding , and
it would also put neighbouring communities in much greater danger of flooding. | believe this is a strong
enough argument on its own to remove this site from the Calderdale Local Plan. Loss of large area of
Green Belt and Wildlife Corridor Protecting or Wildlife Corridor and Green Belt is very important to
me.Esther McVey, our current Housing Minister agreed, when she wrote in her policy on Green Belt land:
"protecting the Green Belt goes beyond protection against development"EParagraph 80 of the NPPF
explains that the Green Belt serves five purposes: (i) to check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up
areas (ii) to prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another (iii) to assist in safeguarding the
countryside from encroachment (iv) to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns (v) to
assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land. The site LP0177
as it currently exists as a Greenfield site performs strongly with this criteria. Development of this site seems
to fly in the face of the NPPF information. DEFRA(Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs) says
in their 25 year plan: "New development will happen in the right places, delivering maximum economic
benefit, while taking into account the need to avoid environmental damage. We will protect ancient
woodlands and grasslands, high flood risk areas and our best agricultural land." Developing site LPO177
also contradicts this. Having lived adjacent to the site for 18 years, | regularly see Herons flying past. Tawny
owls and deer are regular visitors, as are bats, foxes and hedgehogs, and | have seen badgers also. The
Black Brook is home to Brown Trout. The DEFRA 25 year plan also states their aim to: "Develop a Nature
Recovery Network to protect and restore wildlife, and provide opportunities to re-introduce species that
we have lost from our countryside" must do everything we can to protect the wildlife in this Wilderness
Corridor. The Developing this site with 200 homes would destroy this precious Eco-system. "Having access
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togreen spacescan reducehealthinequalities, improve well-being, and aid in treatment ofmental illness"
says the World Health Organisation. We need to be protecting this space, not developing it. Current
Chronic Congestion in West Vale, Greetland and the effect on Air Quality The traffic lights in West Vale, at
the junction of Saddleworth and Stainland Roads are a joke. Allowing the Co-op food store to be built right
on the junction caused a bad situation to be made much worse. Huge queues extend back up Saddleworth
Road (and Rochdale Road) in both directions, as well as up Stainland road every morning, and again each
evening. There is simply too much traffic now for this junction to work. Add in an accident on the M62, and
suddenly things get far worse again. Major plans may be in place to improve the A629 into Halifax, but
these plans will do nothing to alleviate congestion through West Vale and Greetland. If the proposed
developments are allowed to go ahead along Saddleworth Road, the congestion will be made much worse
yet again. in fact, theWSP Parsons Brinckerhoff Report on Transport Network states that the traffic
congestion at the juncture of Stainland Road-Saddleworth Road would increase by approximately 105%. So
a traffic junction that is not fit for purpose, and is the bane of my life every morning and evening, (and for
every other resident of Greetland, West Vale, Stainland, Elland, Barkisland, and surrounding area that
needs to get through this junction every day) is going to be made 105% worse. The proposed development
cannot be allowed to go ahead on this site. The effect on Air Quality that all this congestion causes is
undeniable. Young children walking to school each day face walking for hundreds of yards past long queues
of idling traffic waiting to get through West Vale traffic lights. Greetland Academy actually sits right on
Saddleworth Road, as does Sunnybank Pre-school, often with queuing traffic right past the site. West Vale
Primary School is right on Stainland Road, surrounded by queues of idling traffic. There are seven existing
large companies in the immediate area with Lorries that rely on the motorway, many of which travel up
and down Saddleworth road each day, adding to the congestion and the pollution. Air pollution is the
biggest environmental threat to health in the UK, with between 28,000 and 36,000 deaths a year
attributed to long-term exposure. There is strong evidence that air pollution causes the development of
coronary heart disease, stroke, respiratory disease and lung cancer, and exacerbates asthma. This
information comes from Public Health England (PHE) in a report from 11 March 2019, in which Professor
Paul Cosford, Director of Health Protection and Medical Director atPHE, said: "Now is our opportunity to
create a clean air generation of children, by implementing interventions in a coordinated way. By making
new developments clean by design we can create a better environment for everyone, especially our
children. Key interventions local authorities can take include: redesigning cities so people aren't so close to
highly polluting roads." The proposed development plans along Saddleworth Road are in complete contrast
to these Public Health England recommendations. They want to build new communities directly on already
highly polluted and congested roads, increasing the threat to all of us. We cannot let these plans go

ahead. Lack ofinfrastructure Local Schools are full - both Greetland Academy and West Vale primary
schools, as well as the secondary school, Brooksbank in Elland. With a proposed 600 houses, using
Calderdale MBC's figure for school places of .36 per household (IDP section 9.14) this indicates another 206
places would be needed. And long term residents of Greetland would suddenly see themselves pushed out
of the catchment area of their own local school, at the expense of 600 new homes built on Green Belt land
surrounding the existing school. Local Dentist has a waiting list of 600 for NHS places. The nearest NHS
dentist was recently found (July 2019) 11 miles away in Kirklees.The GP Surgery would be strained to take
this proposed capacity. There would also be a further strain on local Hospitals. The proposed plans make
no provision for extra school places, let alone Doctors and Dentists. The infrastructure needed to
accommodate the size of the proposed development simply does not exist, so the proposed development
must not be allowed to

proceed.
In summary, | have outlined the 4 main reasons why | feel this Local Plan is not sound. In truth, | cannot
understand why the council has even attempted to put forward this site for development, given the
overwhelming evidence of regular flooding, year after year. It is totally unsuitable for that reason alone.
Take into account its protected Green Belt status, the Congestion and Air Pollution it will cause, and the
lack of Infrastructure to support the proposed development, and anyone cansee that development on this
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land isunsuitable, and therefore it should be removed from the Local Plan and preserved as Green Belt
land.
UPDATE In response to this past weekends (09/02/2020) flooding, Councillor Jane Scullion of the
Calderdale Council was quoted in the press as saying: "The Local Plan has been subject to a Flood Risk
Assessment and the Environment Agency has been consulted throughout the process. The method that
the Council used to identify housing sites ensured that green field sites with the potential to flood were
rejected early in the process. Where only part of a site is prone to flooding, the unsuitable parts are
excluded from the developable area. Surface water run-off can occur on any site; however, sustainable
drainage measures will ensure that wherever possible there is an improvement tothe existing situation." |
can only imagine that the Council have been misinformed about this site, which doesn't just have the
potential to flood, but a virtual cast-iron guarantee to flood, as my photographs show it has done has done
in2004, 2007, 2012, 2015, 2019, and again in 2020. Its a flood plain, doing what a flood plain is supposed to
do. Putting 600 homes across these 4 sites (LP0177, LP0952, LP1625, and LP0026) would be immediately
putting those 600 homes in harms way, as well as increasing the risk of flooding to nearby residents, and to
nearby communities further downstream. From the Huddersfield Examiner this week: Flooding is likely to
become a regular occurrence in Calderdale - and the government needs to step in. That's the view of
Calderdale Council leader Tim Swift following the devastation wreaked by Storm Ciara at the weekend,
which hit 500 homes and 400 businesses, leaving infrastructure seriously damaged. And Clr Swift warned
emergencies like this were frequently affecting lives in Calderdale, financially and in terms of people's
mental health. Clr Swift told the Cabinet on Monday: "After the 2015 floods we started to move to a model
of recognising this wasn't a one-off event and was about the nature of life in Calderdale and the way we
have been impacted by a changing climate. It's clear this for us is a challenge that's quite different to other
parts of the country.There is a potential of it being a fairly regular occurrence - we've had three major
flooding incidents in less than ten years." he said. If the leader of Calderdale Council can recognize that
flooding in Calderdale is going to be a fairly regular occurance, then surely he can also recognize the folly in
building 600 homes on protected Green Belt land; land that serves as a natural flood plain to help minimise
the risk of flooding to our communities. This land must be protected, and removed from the Calderdale
Local Plan

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:
see above reasons.

Suggested Modifications:
Comments:

Additional Evidence Link: http://calderdale-consult.objective.co.uk/file/5606061

Comment ID HRU551 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1241732 Name: Mr. Cory Greidanus Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No
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Legal Compliance Reason:

Poor Public notification and little time allowed for proper consultation. This Portal is very confusing and
hugely difficult to navigate. Many people will be unable to put forward their views on the plans. Many
people wont even be able to find Where to complain, because these sites in West Vale and Greetland have
been listed under Elland. West Vale and Greetland are not in Elland. Section 1.2 of the Calderdale SCI 2015
calls for Clarity. -“We need to be very clear about what we are asking people and we must be sure that
people understand what will happen as a result of this engagement. This includes being clear about what
decisions have been made, what have not, and who will make the final decision."EThis clarity does not
exist, people are confused about the whole process. Disproportionate growth of 33.8% to the Greetland
Community which contradicts Greenbelt policy to restrict urban sprawl.Within the Potential Sites
considered and rejected report CC37, LP1028, which is also in Greenbelt, had a planned site of 122
dwellings removed. One of the reasons stated is that it would give a "disproportionate increase to
Barkisland village". The increase based on the same dataset above would have been 16.6%. If Barkisland
can be pulled out of its grouping with Ripponden and Rishworth then we suggest that Greetland can be
distinguished from Elland. If 16.6% is disproportionate to one village why is 22.4% or even 33.8%% not
disproportionate to another?

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

Main points of Objection : Flooding Risk Loss of large area of Green Belt and Wildlife Corridor Current
Chronic Congestion in West Vale, and the effect on Air Quality Lack of Infrastructure Flooding Risk The risk
of flooding to the Greetland and West Vale areas, as well as further downstream into Elland, are of
paramount importance in my objections to development on this site. | have lived adjacent to the site in
guestion for the past 18 years, and can confirm that it floods regularly, and often 2 or 3 times in the same
year. | am attaching photos that show some of the more severe flooding, photos taken in 2004, 2007,
2012, 2015 and 2019. As the photos show, the flooding is quite severe, and much of the proposed site is
under water. This happens regularly , this is not a one-off occurrence . UPDATE: It has flooded again in
2020!!! Storm Ciara flooded the fields again on February 9, 2020. As | type this Storm Dennis approaches,
the army has been called into the Calder Valley to shore up all the flood defenses that failed last week. This
is getting beyond a joke. These sites are a high risk flood area, within an area highly at risk to flooding. The
Environment Agency defines a high-risk flood zone as one where there is a 1 in 100 chance of flooding in
any given year. This field floods far more often than that. I've attached a screen shot taken directly from
the Environment Agency website, which shows the extent of flooding from surface water across the site.
The photos show that these sites are a perfect example of a flood plain at work; soaking up excess water at
times of heavy rainfall, allowing space for the water to flow and be stored in times of flood, even after the
river has burst its bank, and protecting land further downstream from potential flooding. The DEFRA 25
year plan states: "National flood management involves the use of a variety of measures, including tree
planting, river bank restoration, building small scale woody dams, reconnecting rivers with their flood
plains, and storing water temporarily on open land." Developing this floodplain area would be in direct
opposition to National flood management. The exceptional floods of Boxing Day 2015 led to much damage
further downstream, and eventually to the collapse of Elland Bridge. The repair bill for the bridge alone
came in at A£4 million, while the total economic impact to the Calderdale and Kirklees regional economy
amounted to a total of approximately A£170 million. (Economic Impact Assessment of the Boxing Day
Floods (2015) on SMEs in the Borough of Calderdale) If the proposed scale of development along
Saddleworth Road is allowed to go ahead, and these valuable flood plains are built over, then the events of
2015 will become a much more regular occurrence, leading to untold costs to the communities of West
Vale, Greetland, Elland, and even further downstream. The current policy and legislation on flooding

states -“due to recent wide-scale flooding incidents in the country and the ever increasing threat of climate
change, new development in flood risk areas would only be allowed when it is exceptionally necessary, and
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when it does not increase the risk of flooding in the development's community or elsewhere. And Chapter
14, paragraph 163 of the NPPF states: -“ When determining any planning applications, local planning
authorities should ensure that flood risk is not increased elsewhere"Blt is clearly the case that any future
development of the site LP0952 would itself be under serious threat of severe and repeated flooding , and
it would also put neighbouring communities in much greater danger of flooding. | believe this is a strong
enough argument on its own to remove this site from the Calderdale Local Plan. Loss of large area of
Green Belt and Wildlife Corridor Protecting or Wildlife Corridor and Green Belt is very important to
me.Esther McVey, our current Housing Minister agreed, when she wrote in her policy on Green Belt land:
"protecting the Green Belt goes beyond protection against development"EParagraph 80 of the NPPF
explains that the Green Belt serves five purposes: (i) to check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up
areas (ii) to prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another (iii) to assist in safeguarding the
countryside from encroachment (iv) to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns (v) to
assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land. The site LP0952
as it currently exists as a Greenfield site performs strongly with this criteria. Development of this site seems
to fly in the face of the NPPF information. DEFRA(Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs) says
in their 25 year plan: "New development will happen in the right places, delivering maximum economic
benefit, while taking into account the need to avoid environmental damage. We will protect ancient
woodlands and grasslands, high flood risk areas and our best agricultural land." Developing site LP0952
also contradicts this. Having lived adjacent to the site for 18 years, | regularly see Herons flying past. Tawny
owls and deer are regular visitors, as are bats, foxes and hedgehogs, and | have seen badgers also. The
Black Brook is home to Brown Trout. The DEFRA 25 year plan also states their aim to: "Develop a Nature
Recovery Network to protect and restore wildlife, and provide opportunities to re-introduce species that
we have lost from our countryside" must do everything we can to protect the wildlife in this Wilderness
Corridor. The Developing this site with 200 homes would destroy this precious Eco-system. "Having access
togreen spacescan reducehealthinequalities, improve well-being, and aid in treatment ofmental illness"
says the World Health Organisation. We need to be protecting this space, not developing it. Current
Chronic Congestion in West Vale, Greetland and the effect on Air Quality The traffic lights in West Vale, at
the junction of Saddleworth and Stainland Roads are a joke. Allowing the Co-op food store to be built right
on the junction caused a bad situation to be made much worse. Huge queues extend back up Saddleworth
Road (and Rochdale Road) in both directions, as well as up Stainland road every morning, and again each
evening. There is simply too much traffic now for this junction to work. Add in an accident on the M62, and
suddenly things get far worse again. Major plans may be in place to improve the A629 into Halifax, but
these plans will do nothing to alleviate congestion through West Vale and Greetland. If the proposed
developments are allowed to go ahead along Saddleworth Road, the congestion will be made much worse
yet again. in fact, theWSP Parsons Brinckerhoff Report on Transport Network states that the traffic
congestion at the juncture of Stainland Road-Saddleworth Road would increase by approximately 105%. So
a traffic junction that is not fit for purpose, and is the bane of my life every morning and evening, (and for
every other resident of Greetland, West Vale, Stainland, Elland, Barkisland, and surrounding area that
needs to get through this junction every day) is going to be made 105% worse. The proposed development
cannot be allowed to go ahead on this site. The effect on Air Quality that all this congestion causes is
undeniable. Young children walking to school each day face walking for hundreds of yards past long queues
of idling traffic waiting to get through West Vale traffic lights. Greetland Academy actually sits right on
Saddleworth Road, as does Sunnybank Pre-school, often with queuing traffic right past the site. West Vale
Primary School is right on Stainland Road, surrounded by queues of idling traffic. There are seven existing
large companies in the immediate area with Lorries that rely on the motorway, many of which travel up
and down Saddleworth road each day, adding to the congestion and the pollution. Air pollution is the
biggest environmental threat to health in the UK, with between 28,000 and 36,000 deaths a year
attributed to long-term exposure. There is strong evidence that air pollution causes the development of
coronary heart disease, stroke, respiratory disease and lung cancer, and exacerbates asthma. This
information comes from Public Health England (PHE) in a report from 11 March 2019, in which Professor
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Paul Cosford, Director of Health Protection and Medical Director atPHE, said: "Now is our opportunity to
create a clean air generation of children, by implementing interventions in a coordinated way. By making
new developments clean by design we can create a better environment for everyone, especially our
children. Key interventions local authorities can take include: redesigning cities so people aren't so close to
highly polluting roads." The proposed development plans along Saddleworth Road are in complete contrast
to these Public Health England recommendations. They want to build new communities directly on already
highly polluted and congested roads, increasing the threat to all of us. We cannot let these plans go
ahead. Lack ofinfrastructure Local Schools are full - both Greetland Academy and West Vale primary
schools, as well as the secondary school, Brooksbank in Elland. With a proposed 600 houses, using
Calderdale MBC's figure for school places of .36 per household (IDP section 9.14) this indicates another 206
places would be needed. And long term residents of Greetland would suddenly see themselves pushed out
of the catchment area of their own local school, at the expense of 600 new homes built on Green Belt land
surrounding the existing school. Local Dentist has a waiting list of 600 for NHS places. The nearest NHS
dentist was recently found (July 2019) 11 miles away in Kirklees.The GP Surgery would be strained to take
this proposed capacity. There would also be a further strain on local Hospitals. The proposed plans make
no provision for extra school places, let alone Doctors and Dentists. The infrastructure needed to
accommodate the size of the proposed development simply does not exist, so the proposed development
must not be allowed to
proceed.
In summary, | have outlined the 4 main reasons why | feel this Local Plan is not sound. In truth, | cannot
understand why the council has even attempted to put forward this site for development, given the
overwhelming evidence of regular flooding, year after year. It is totally unsuitable for that reason alone.
Take into account its protected Green Belt status, the Congestion and Air Pollution it will cause, and the
lack of Infrastructure to support the proposed development, and anyone cansee that development on this
land isunsuitable, and therefore it should be removed from the Local Plan and preserved as Green Belt
land.
UPDATE In response to this past weekends (09/02/2020) flooding, Councillor Jane Scullion of the
Calderdale Council was quoted in the press as saying: "The Local Plan has been subject to a Flood Risk
Assessment and the Environment Agency has been consulted throughout the process. The method that
the Council used to identify housing sites ensured that green field sites with the potential to flood were
rejected early in the process. Where only part of a site is prone to flooding, the unsuitable parts are
excluded from the developable area. Surface water run-off can occur on any site; however, sustainable
drainage measures will ensure that wherever possible there is an improvement tothe existing situation." |
can only imagine that the Council have been misinformed about this site, which doesn't just have the
potential to flood, but a virtual cast-iron guarantee to flood, as my photographs show it has done has done
in2004, 2007, 2012, 2015, 2019, and again in 2020. Its a flood plain, doing what a flood plain is supposed to
do. Putting 600 homes across these 4 sites (LP0177, LP0952, LP1625, and LP0026) would be immediately
putting those 600 homes in harms way, as well as increasing the risk of flooding to nearby residents, and to
nearby communities further downstream. From the Huddersfield Examiner this week: Flooding is likely to
become a regular occurrence in Calderdale - and the government needs to step in. That's the view of
Calderdale Council leader Tim Swift following the devastation wreaked by Storm Ciara at the weekend,
which hit 500 homes and 400 businesses, leaving infrastructure seriously damaged. And Clr Swift warned
emergencies like this were frequently affecting lives in Calderdale, financially and in terms of people's
mental health. CIr Swift told the Cabinet on Monday: "After the 2015 floods we started to move to a model
of recognising this wasn't a one-off event and was about the nature of life in Calderdale and the way we
have been impacted by a changing climate. It's clear this for us is a challenge that's quite different to other
parts of the country.There is a potential of it being a fairly regular occurrence - we've had three major
flooding incidents in less than ten years." he said. If the leader of Calderdale Council can recognize that
flooding in Calderdale is going to be a fairly regular occurance, then surely he can also recognize the folly in
building 600 homes on protected Green Belt land; land that serves as a natural flood plain to help minimise

1570



the risk of flooding to our communities. This land must be protected, and removed from the Calderdale
Local Plan

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:
see above reasons.

Suggested Modifications:

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link: http://calderdale-consult.objective.co.uk/file/5606063 ; http://calderdale-
consult.objective.co.uk/file/5606062

Comment ID HRU560 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1242981 Name: Mrs Pamela Watson Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:
Most residents of Greetland are unaware of these proposals. A letter should be sent to every resident
detailing the plans. Not everyone is able to access the internet or visit Calderdale offices

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

Green belt ( Greenfield doesn't actually appear in national planning policy) Green Belt is put in place to
protect our open spaces ,to check the unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas and to assist in
safeguarding the countryside from encroachment. There are many disused mills and other brown field
sites available in Calderdale, the mill site in West Vale for instance, which could be used. Flooding - These
areas flood extensively. Building on these flood plains will result in the water being diverted elsewhere and
lead to flooding of properties elsewhere. Traffic Congestion -Have any inspectors responsible for this idea
tried to travel down Saddlesworth Road or Rochdale Road into West Vale at peak times. West Vale cannot
cope with the traffic now and has become a bottle neck Infrastructure - Our schools, doctors and dentists
are already stretched to the limit Quality of Life - This will cause urban sprawl in Greetland taking away our
countryside which is home to wildlife and fauna

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:
As above most residents of Greetland are unaware of these proposals. A letter should be sent to every
resident detailing the plans. Not everyone has access to the internet or able to visit Calderdale offices

Suggested Modifications:
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Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU576 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1242415 Name: Mr Christopher Doyle Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No
Legal Compliance Reason:
Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

Objection to proposed developments LP0952 Green Belt Based on NPPF guidelines state councils should
retain greenbelt to avoid unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas and to prevent neighbouring towns
merging into one another. Highways Development of sites in Greetland will worsen traffic issues in West
Vale. The main problem with traffic in West Vale is the delays at the two sets of traffic lights. Due to
gueues at the end of Elland Bypass traffic often diverts through Elland into West Vale turning right towards
Halifax. With no dedicated right turn lane or filter this causes major delays for Greetland traffic. Traffic will
therefore use Saddleworth Road traffic lights and again many will turn right and cause delay and
obstruction to traffic wanting to travel to Greetland, Barkisland and Ripponden. Combine this with
roadworks, gas mains renewals, drainage works etc and the situation becomes carnage and gridlock. The
arrangement causes delays pollution and frustration for all local commuters. Rochdale Road (B6113) and
Saddleworth Road (B6114) are main arterial road connecting to Oldham Road (A672) to the west and
Huddersfield Road (A629) to the East. These A roads provide access to the M62 corridor and many
thousands of commuters that use the main motorway network daily. In the event of motorway closures
which occur several times each year the diverted traffic completely gridlocks the secondary road network
which is already full. Future developments need to be centred around public transport and rail networks to
minimise the reliance upon cars for people travelling to work. When housing is situated in semi-rural areas
there remains no choice but to use a car. Unless the issues are directly addressed by the council by
infrastructure improvements such as localised road widening, introduction of right turn lanes, filter lights
improvements at junction at end of Calderdale way (Elland Bypass) etc no further major housing
developments should be planned within the area. Changing traffic light signals and linking to a control
centre will not provide the necessary improvement. Allowing popular drive through burger chains to
develop sites without adequate on-site land to safely service customers does not help with congestion at
Salterhebble. Stationary traffic on the main road at peak feeding times results. The Site Assessment Report
under the section "Potential for Cumulative Impact" simply states "M62 J24" but the complete absence of
any reference to the Ainley Top roundabout and current issues at the Motorway Junction and the feeder
roads. This shows a complete lack of appreciation of the real local issues. Mitigation that the M62 junctions
20 to 25 are due to be upgraded to smart motorway by 20/21 will not improve issues in West Vale,
Salterhebble or Ainley top. The issues at ainley top will only be made worse by introduction of new housing
with the inevitable additional commuters to Leeds and other centres of employment. There are queues
every day from the main ainley top roundabout trailing back onto the M62 caused by commuters returning
home and congestion at ainley top. These trail back down the motorway often for more than a mile. This
results in an extremely dangerous motorway with frequent accidents involving cars and wagons an
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inevitable injuries and fatalities. Further development will only increase the issue. It also results in misery
and delays for commuters and pollution. With persistent roadworks for services, maintenance, changes for
developments etc, etc. These are never considered and yet they occur on a regular basis. Ainley Top
roundabout and all the feeder roads that will take the additional load and this appears to have been totally
ignored. Motorway improvements can therefore not be classed as mitigations. Weekdays between the
hours of 6.30am to 9.30am, 11.30am to 1.30pm and 3.30pm to 7.00pm, and for long periods throughout
both Saturday and Sunday, massive volumes coming from all directions into the Ainley Top roundabout,
with long lines of traffic in every direction. Open Space The outcome of this section of the report is stated
as -“No Loss/No Impact"EDevelopment on this site, combined with plans for development of the field
opposite (LP0021) would mean total loss of the current open space! The report also states, "If the site is
designated for housing, open space would be required as part of any development", and the council's
answer to this has been to remove a tiny section of the field from the housing plans. Housing Services The
Site Assessment report states "subject to the Green Belt Review the site "appears suitable for Housing, yet
the Green Belt review produced a high score of 4/5 and has still been included for development. The
Greenbelt report confirms that development at the site would lead to a -“high potential for urban sprawl!"®
and -“coalescence of towns"BlIn addition, it also states the site -“performs an important role in
safeguarding the countryside from encroachment"RBEnvironmental Health The area already suffers from
considerable traffic noise and the volume of traffic, along with the constant queues of traffic with engines
running, mean higher than normal levels of Nitrogen Dioxide already exist. Despite this the plans are to
add even more traffic, and some of the new houses could literally be within a few metres from a road that
for many hours of every day is subject to standing traffic. How can this possibly make sense in terms of
health? Flooding Development on the flood plain is not viable or sustainable. Additional surface run off will
inevitably result from tarmac access roads and housing development. Green roofs, permeable driveways,
soakaways within gardens may all be put forward as mitigation but there will still be a negative impact
upon the runoff into the local streams and watercourses which flow down the valley into the river calder
via West Vale. On route there are culverts below roads and rivers flowing through arches below highways
that will be affected by the additional water flow and surcharge. Flood plains are already minimising and
slowing down the impact upon West Vale. The volumes of water feeding down into West Vale are
unprecedented and if any worse flooding of West Vale will occur. Water courses/culverts can easily
become blocked and surcharged with debris from upstream. There is already flooding below the railway
bridge on Stainland road and within Heath Rugby Club. Calderdale MBC should not require reminding that
Elland Bridge and the former Toll bridge at Copley were both washed away in recent years and took years
to reconstruct. Which major part of our infrastructure will be washed away next? Brow Bridge, Culverts
below Saddleworth Road, River bridges supporting Stainland Road, Elland Bridge main span etc, etc.
Development always results in affects downstream.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:
Brownfield sites should be developed first and sites with better infrastructure links. Avoid development
upon flood planes

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:
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Comment ID HRU582 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952

Person ID: 1121012 Name: Mr James Sinclair Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:
Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

Please read this section of the Consultation Portal in conjunction with the comments | have made in the
other two sections as many comments are relevant to all sections available on the Consultation Portal. Also
note that these comments apply equally across applications LP0026, LP0177, LP0952 and LP1625, as taken
together they represent a clear and present danger to the health and vitality of the West Vale/Greetland
community. The Local Plan does not address the implications of the National Planning Policy Framework,
especially, NPPF Para 177 and the associated PPG in the Sustainability of Greenbelt Sites. Site assessments
for the 4 proposed development sites in Greetland are overwhelmingly uncertain or negative: LP0026 ; 10
Uncertain Assessments and 1 Negative Assessments. LPO177 ; 9 Uncertain Assessments and 4 Negative
Assessments. This site was also refused planning permission in July 2019. LP0952 ; 11 Uncertain
Assessments and 2 Negative Assessments LP1625 ; No sustainability assessments! It is inconceivable that
given the above, development should be permitted and even more unbelievable that local councillors
should support the adoption of the plan! According to the NPPF Para 143 under 'Proposals affecting the
Green Belt' it states that, 'Inappropriate development is, by definition, harmful to the Green Belt and
should not be approved except in very special circumstances.' Those very special circumstances simply do
not exist and all other more appropriate sites should be included in the Plan before Green Belt sites such
as this one. There are no justifiable exceptional circumstances for change of use of this area of Greenbelt
land. Although Calderdale Council do recognize some (but by no means all) elements harmful to the Green
Belt in their plan, they offer only feeble mitigation against that harm. Calderdale Council need to
demonstrate that the Local Plan will enhance those areas where development is proposed and that the
development will not negatively affect the existing local communities and the environment in which they
live. They have singularly failed to do this. Ifeel that these plans have not been properly considered and |
strongly believe that they will negatively impact upon the environment and the quality of life in the
community for years to come.

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

Please read this section of the Consultation Portal in conjunction with the comments | have made in the
other two sections as many comments are relevant to all sections available on the Consultation Portal.
Calderdale Council is basing its estimate of the future need for houses on out-dated information. As we are
no longer members of the EU it should revisit those estimates. It is clearly uncertain that the overall
requirement for housing will be as great as stated. In reference to this site reference number, LP1625, and
sites LP0177, LP0026, and LP0952, there are a number of issues which apply as a result of the scale of
proposed development in the Greetland area. There is a grossly disproportionate emphasis that the Plan
has upon some communities, particularly Greetland, which are accommodating far in excess of a fair,
reasonable and balanced share of development given their relative size. The resulting '‘Urban Sprawl' that
this plan would create in the Greetland area will have many negative consequences for residents and the
environment, such as increased water, air and noise pollution, increased traffic fatalities and congestion,
and increased car dependency. The traffic congestion issues, already evident on Saddleworth Road and
Stainland Road,do not appear to get any significant recognition in the plan. West Vale is currently at
breaking point with the amount of traffic which passes through on a daily basis. West Vale is a vital access
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route for the valley and surrounding towns and villages and with additional vehicles, a natural bi-product
of development, would become dangerously congested. There is no obvious solution to ease the pressures
of traffic on West Vale and despite attempts in process of improving the A629 junction, Saddleworth Road
and Rochdale Road junctions, it is highly likely that a possible additional 1200 vehicle movements
(assuming a 2 car family per household) at peak periods will result in increased congestion and attendant
pollution in West vale and surrounding roads. It has also not escaped notice that the proposed
modifications to the A629 will result in an additional junction for commuters from West Vale into Halifax to
navigate, potentially resulting in even further congestion back into West Vale. WSP Parsons Brinckerhoff
Report on Transport Network states that: "¢ This report identifies that traffic congestion at the junction of
Stainland Road-Saddleworth Road would increase by approximately 105% "¢ This report also identifies that
traffic congestion at the juncture of Stainland Road-Rochdale Road would increase by over 100% The
potential increase in car journeys in the area will undoubtedly contribute to increased air pollution,
particularly effecting vulnerable young children walking to and attending the local school at the side of
Saddleworth Road. The existing infrastructure barely meets the needs of the current population of
Greetland so increased capacity of schools, dentists, and GP surgeries would be needed to service such a
significant increase in the local population. There appear to be no mitigating factors to compensate for the
increase of 600 properties in the area. At an average of 4.4 people per property, the population increase of
2640 represents a 25% increase in the potential number of patients eligible for treatment in the local
Medical Centre, a service which struggles to cope today. The development of thesesites would be against
all five functions of Green Belt and, most decisively, would mean the coalescence of Greetland and West
Vale and the deterioration of the identity of both places, thus undermining the Council's Settlement
Hierarchy. This area of Greetland has an abundance of wildlife due to the natural and undisturbed
environment. The valley is home toan extremely healthy and diverse fauna, including heron,kingfishers,
dippers, nut hatches, kestrels, owls, pheasant, woodpecker, bats, fox and deer with trout in the brook
itself. Development along the riparian habitat would have a severe impact on a number of species who are
reliant upon the Eco system which currently exists here.There are also ecological constraints with regards
to Black Brook as it is a UK Biodiversity Action Plan Priority Habitat. In addition,the Woodland Trust has
recently supportedan applicationforthe donation of over 100 indigenous trees specifically recommended
forthis area. There are many natural springs on the hillsides above Black Brook which run down through
sites LP0026, LP0952, and LP1625, and site LP0177 (a high-risk flood area) is partly situated on a natural
flood plain. Anydevelopment on these sites, which act as a natural and essential soak away, would add to
the run-off of rain and spring waterandwould exacerbate potential flood damage further down the valley,
into West Vale and beyond. The impact of Storms Ciara and Dennis over the week of 9 th -16 th February
2020 should provide a salutary reminder to Council planners of the danger of continuing housing
development on flood plains and associated drainage slopes. To comply with current legislation on
flooding these sites should be removed from the plan. Large open spaces are needed for the mental and
physical health and well being of all. Urban sprawl has many negative consequences for residents and the
environment. The wooded valley walkway along the side of Black Brook provides a popular area for many
of the local residents to enjoy leisure activities (walking, running, cycling etc.) away from the rigors of
everyday life and free from traffic and air and noise pollution, yet within walking distance of existing
communities. This is an invaluable asset to the community and must be safeguarded from any future
development.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Please read this section of the Consultation Portal in conjunction with the comments | have made in the
other two sections as many comments are relevant to all sections available on the Consultation Portal. |
have significant concerns about the way in which the process of producing the Local Plan has been
conducted. | believe that Calderdale Council should have made more of an effort to communicate the
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process of the Local Plan to residents and raise awareness of the consultation. | also think that Calderdale
Council have produced a website which is not fit for purpose.lt isa far too difficult and time-consuming
process for people to respond to the proposals online, a point which may significantly reduce the number
of objections and comments about the plan.

Suggested Modifications:
That the 4 sites in Greetland (LP0026, LP0177, LP0952, and LP1625) be removed from the plan.

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU586 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1128407 Name: Mrs Patricia Sinclair Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

Please read this section of the Consultation Portal in conjunction with the comments | have made in the
other two sections as many comments are relevant to all sections available on the Consultation Portal. Also
note that these comments apply equally across applications LP0026, LP0177, LP0952 and LP1625, as taken
together they represent a clear and present danger to the health and vitality of the West Vale/Greetland
community. The Local Plan does not address the implications of the National Planning Policy Framework,
especially, NPPF Para 177 and the associated PPG in the Sustainability of Greenbelt Sites. Site assessments
for the 4 proposed development sites in Greetland are overwhelmingly uncertain or negative: LP0026 ; 10
Uncertain Assessments and 1 Negative Assessments. LP0177 ; 9 Uncertain Assessments and 4 Negative
Assessments. This site was also refused planning permission in July 2019. LP0952 ; 11 Uncertain
Assessments and 2 Negative Assessments LP1625 ; No sustainability assessments! It is inconceivable that
given the above, development should be permitted and even more unbelievable that local councillors
should support the adoption of the plan! According to the NPPF Para 143 under 'Proposals affecting the
Green Belt' it states that, 'Inappropriate development is, by definition, harmful to the Green Belt and
should not be approved except in very special circumstances.' Those very special circumstances simply do
not exist and all other more appropriate sites should be included in the Plan before Green Belt sites such
as this one. There are no justifiable exceptional circumstances for change of use of this area of Greenbelt
land. Although Calderdale Council do recognize some (but by no means all) elements harmful to the Green
Belt in their plan, they offer only feeble mitigation against that harm. Calderdale Council need to
demonstrate that the Local Plan will enhance those areas where development is proposed and that the
development will not negatively affect the existing local communities and the environment in which they
live. They have singularly failed to do this. Ifeel that these plans have not been properly considered and |
strongly believe that they will negatively impact upon the environment and the quality of life in the
community for years to come.

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:
Please read this section of the Consultation Portal in conjunction with the comments | have made in the
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other two sections as many comments are relevant to all sections available on the Consultation Portal.
Calderdale Council is basing its estimate of the future need for houses on out-dated information. As we are
no longer members of the EU it should revisit those estimates. It is clearly uncertain that the overall
requirement for housing will be as great as stated. In reference to this site reference number, LP1625, and
sites LP0177, LP0026, and LP0952, there are a number of issues which apply as a result of the scale of
proposed development in the Greetland area. There is a grossly disproportionate emphasis that the Plan
has upon some communities, particularly Greetland, which are accommodating far in excess of a fair,
reasonable and balanced share of development given their relative size. The resulting 'Urban Sprawl' that
this plan would create in the Greetland area will have many negative consequences for residents and the
environment, such as increased water, air and noise pollution, increased traffic fatalities and congestion,
and increased car dependency. The traffic congestion issues, already evident on Saddleworth Road and
Stainland Road,do not appear to get any significant recognition in the plan. West Vale is currently at
breaking point with the amount of traffic which passes through on a daily basis. West Vale is a vital access
route for the valley and surrounding towns and villages and with additional vehicles, a natural bi-product
of development, would become dangerously congested. There is no obvious solution to ease the pressures
of traffic on West Vale and despite attempts in process of improving the A629 junction, Saddleworth Road
and Rochdale Road junctions, it is highly likely that a possible additional 1200 vehicle movements
(assuming a 2 car family per household) at peak periods will result in increased congestion and attendant
pollution in West vale and surrounding roads. It has also not escaped notice that the proposed
modifications to the A629 will result in an additional junction for commuters from West Vale into Halifax to
navigate, potentially resulting in even further congestion back into West Vale. WSP Parsons Brinckerhoff
Report on Transport Network states that: "¢ This report identifies that traffic congestion at the junction of
Stainland Road-Saddleworth Road would increase by approximately 105% "¢ This report also identifies that
traffic congestion at the juncture of Stainland Road-Rochdale Road would increase by over 100% The
potential increase in car journeys in the area will undoubtedly contribute to increased air pollution,
particularly effecting vulnerable young children walking to and attending the local school at the side of
Saddleworth Road. The existing infrastructure barely meets the needs of the current population of
Greetland so increased capacity of schools, dentists, and GP surgeries would be needed to service such a
significant increase in the local population. There appear to be no mitigating factors to compensate for the
increase of 600 properties in the area. At an average of 4.4 people per property, the population increase of
2640 represents a 25% increase in the potential number of patients eligible for treatment in the local
Medical Centre, a service which struggles to cope today. The development of thesesites would be against
all five functions of Green Belt and, most decisively, would mean the coalescence of Greetland and West
Vale and the deterioration of the identity of both places, thus undermining the Council's Settlement
Hierarchy. This area of Greetland has an abundance of wildlife due to the natural and undisturbed
environment. The valley is home toan extremely healthy and diverse fauna, including heron,kingfishers,
dippers, nut hatches, kestrels, owls, pheasant, woodpecker, bats, fox and deer with trout in the brook
itself. Development along the riparian habitat would have a severe impact on a number of species who are
reliant upon the Eco system which currently exists here.There are also ecological constraints with regards
to Black Brook as it is a UK Biodiversity Action Plan Priority Habitat. In addition,the Woodland Trust has
recently supportedan applicationforthe donation of over 100 indigenous trees specifically recommended
forthis area. There are many natural springs on the hillsides above Black Brook which run down through
sites LP0026, LP0952, and LP1625, and site LP0177 (a high-risk flood area) is partly situated on a natural
flood plain. Anydevelopment on these sites, which act as a natural and essential soak away, would add to
the run-off of rain and spring waterandwould exacerbate potential flood damage further down the valley,
into West Vale and beyond. The impact of Storms Ciara and Dennis over the week of 9 th -16 th February
2020 should provide a salutary reminder to Council planners of the danger of continuing housing
development on flood plains and associated drainage slopes. To comply with current legislation on
flooding these sites should be removed from the plan. Large open spaces are needed for the mental and
physical health and well being of all. Urban sprawl has many negative consequences for residents and the
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environment. The wooded valley walkway along the side of Black Brook provides a popular area for many
of the local residents to enjoy leisure activities (walking, running, cycling etc.) away from the rigors of
everyday life and free from traffic and air and noise pollution, yet within walking distance of existing
communities. This is an invaluable asset to the community and must be safeguarded from any future
development.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Please read this section of the Consultation Portal in conjunction with the comments | have made in the
other two sections as many comments are relevant to all sections available on the Consultation Portal. |
have significant concerns about the way in which the process of producing the Local Plan has been
conducted. | believe that Calderdale Council should have made more of an effort to communicate the
process of the Local Plan to residents and raise awareness of the consultation. | also think that Calderdale
Council have produced a website which is not fit for purpose.lt isa far too difficult and time-consuming
process for people to respond to the proposals online, a point which may significantly reduce the number
of objections and comments about the plan.

Suggested Modifications:
That the 4 sites in Greetland (LP0026, LP0177, LP0952, and LP1625) be removed from the plan.

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU599 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1243001 Name: MR David Farrar Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:
See comment below

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

| object to the Local Plan Site Ref LP0177, LP0952, LP1625, LP0026 for the following reasons: Loss of highly
Sensitive Green Belt Increased Traffic Congestion Increased Air pollution Increased Flooding to sewers and
rivers Loss of -“Highly Sensitive Green Belt"EINPPF Section 13 Protecting Green Belt Land Paragraph 80 of
the NPPF explains that the Green Belt serves five purposes: 1) to check the unrestricted sprawl of large
built-up areas (2) to prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another (3) to assist in safeguarding the
countryside from encroachment (4) to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns (5) to
assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land. Calderdale
Council, in its own evidence, concludes that this area of Green Belt performs strongly when assessed
against the five Green Belt purposes, and when assessing the revised boundary of the specific site, it also
performs strongly. The development of the land would be against all five functions of Green Belt. Esther
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McVey's (former Housing Minister up to Nov 2019) written policy on Green Belt land quotes:: "protecting
the Green Belt goes beyond protection against development"B-“My department is working with DEFRA
(Department of Environment, Food & Rural Affairs) and Natural England on the once-in-a-generation
Environment Bill which will establish a comprehensive legal framework for environmental improvement
and make net gains for biodiversity mandatory for new development. Of course one of the most important
environmental safeguards we have is the Green Belt. And | want to be clear that our commitment to this is
as strong as ever, with any changes only happening in exceptional circumstances ; protecting the Green
Belt goes beyond protection against development"Exceptional circumstances in The Government White
Paper -“Fixing our Broken Housing Market"®arag 1.39 states that: -“The Government wants to retain the
high bar to ensure the Green Belt remains protected, but we also wish to be transparent about what this
means in practice so that local communities can hold their councils to account therefore we propose to
amend and add to the National Policy to make it clear that: authorities should amend Green Belt
boundaries only when they can demonstrate that they have examined fully all other reasonable options for
meeting their identified development requirements, including making effective use of suitable brownfield
sites and the opportunities offered by state regeneration: Do Calderdale Council have the evidence that
they have done this? Brownfield sites have been removed from the plan because developers do not want
to develop these sites as there profits are not as high. This is not a good reason for destroying highly
sensitive green belt and does not constitute exceptional circumstances. There are brownfield sites within
Calderdale that could be developed to provide the necessary housing demand and should be developed
first before destroying green belt for ever. Changes to Economic Relationships The Local Plan was drawn up
between 2016 and 2018, with amendments made in October 2019. The plan was based on housing
requirement to support the economic growth plan. This country has just seen its biggest change in 47 year
as we have now left the EU. The housing projection used in the Local Plan must no longer be valid due to
the significant change in UKs relationship with the EU. Reduced immigration will lead to a reduction in the
amount of new housing required and therefore reduce the need to release Green Belt. It must be reviewed
prior to acceptance of the plan as the housing need will be significantly smaller post Brexit. Increased
Traffic Congestion Saddleworth Road\Stainland Road Junction. The 4 sites proposed on Saddleworth Road
will more than double the number of vehicles coming down Saddleworth Road. There has been chronic
congestion at the 2 traffic light junctions in nearby West Vale for a number of years now. This crossroad
junction carries traffic from Greetland, Barkisland and Ripponden, traffic to and from Elland and Junction
24 of the M62, and all traffic travelling between Halifax and the villages beyond the Outlane area of
Huddersfield and Junction 23 of the M62. This junction is dangerous and congested throughout the day,
especially since a Cooperative store was sited in the middle of the Saddleworth Road/Stainland Road traffic
light junction about 4 years ago. Vehicles including buses and trucks fight over the space at both junctions
in West Vale and often selfishly push their way through when the lights are red, in turn putting other road
users and pedestrians at risk of harm. The flow of slow moving vehicles is constant and air pollution here
has increased as a consequence. It has been stated that this can be resolved by changing the setting on the
traffic lights, but this cannot ease the congestion if additional capacity is not provided on the roads out of
the junction towards Elland or Halifax. The multimillion pound works at Salterhebble will only make the
congestion worse in West Vale as it makes the queueing area between Salterhebble mini roundabout and
West Vale smaller, therefore the traffic will back up into the West Vale traffic lights area making the
situation worse. The local roads are incapable of taking any additional traffic. Calderdale Council are
proposing to allow 600 plus properties to be built on Saddleworth Road thus adding to the chronic issues
which already exist. Increased Air Pollution The primary goal of the Clean Air Act is, -“to achieve national
ambient air quality levels protective of public health and welfare by establishing air quality standards and
imposing limitations on air pollutant emissions from both stationary and mobile sources"The doubling of
the number of vehicles (due to the proposed housing developments) using and sitting in traffic queues on
the lower part of Saddleworth Road will impact negatively on the air quality in the area. There is an infant
school and pre school located between 2 of the proposed large housing sites on Saddleworth Road. Traffic
around the school is already a major safety issue and the road around the school is a bottleneck twice a
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day. Increased emissions from the standing traffic will affect the children and families using the school and
those living near the school. Air quality standards will be compromised. The centre of West Vale probably
has poor air quality already. Let's not add to it for the sake of our health. Clean air is crucial for our health
and well being, and Greetland is a community continually trying to create a better and healthier
environment for the benefit of everyone. Money has been obtained from the Woodland Trust and a large
number of trees have already been planted in the area and more are planned. This is being undertaken in
order to maintain good air quality and to help preserve the habitat for the wildlife corridor here. Massive
house building in the area will negate these actions. Flooding Immediate Area On the last Local Plan these
sites were graded as a Class 1 Severe Risk Flood Area and were removed; in compliance with current
legislation they should not have been put back into the amended Local Plan in October 2019. The area to
the rear of Woodfield Drive next to the brook, part of the development site LP0177, flooded very badly on
Boxing Day 2015 and again 8th/9th February 2020 and again 14th/15th February . Residents have already
posted images of the flooding in this Portal for reference. The current planned development in along
Saddleworth Road will increase greatly the peak flows and volumes runoff from the fields and therefore
the risk of flooding. Developers use Sustainable Urban Drainage techniques to slow this flow down, but the
clay soil in this area make this technique unsuitable. The alternative is large storage areas either above or
below ground. These techniques will reduce peak flows and slow the flows down but they do not reduced
the volume of runoff that will be more than double the greenfield runoff, thus making the flooding to the
rivers worse in the immediate vicinity and West Vale. Current policy and legislation on flooding states "due
to every increasing wide-scale flooding incidents in the country and the ever increasing threat of climate
change new development in a flood area that increases the risk of flooding in the development's
community or elsewhere is not permitted". Calderdale Council Planning Department has a duty of care to
comply with current policy and legislation on flooding. Housing should not be built on sites such as this.
Wider Catchment Issues The Black Brook flows through West Vale and discharges into the river Calder in
Elland. In 2015 and 2020 major flooding has occurred on the River Calder at Todmorden, Hebden Bridge,
Mytholmroyd, Sowerby Bridge, West Vale,Elland and Brighouse. The proposed development along
Saddleworth Road as stated above will double the volume of water into the black brook further increasing
the risk of flooding at very sensitive flood site downstream in Elland and Brighouse. If the land is no longer
needed for farming, it would be better used to contribute to reducing the wider catchment flooding issues
by planting trees which will reduce runoff and also enhance the wildlife corridor. Sewer Flooding The
sewers that runs close in the Black Brook and down Saddleworth Road are already overloaded with
combined sewer overflows (CSO) that discharge excess flows into the brook at time of rainfall. The
proposed developments will more than double the number of houses connected to these sewer systems.
These additional foul flows will almost double the flood volumes on the sewers and and nearly double the
annual spill volumes from the CSOs which will increase the pollution to the brook. This will have a negative
impact on the fish and wildlife in the area. The Environment Agency have a no deterioration policy for CSOs
but there are currently no plans to upgrade the sewer system in Greetland and West Vale to negate this
impact.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:

There aresignificant concerns about the way in which the Local Plan has been formulated and worries too
about the involvement and influence of major developers on the selection of suitable sites. Ifeel that
Calderdale Council should have made a better effort to communicate the process of the Local Plan to
residents and done more to raise awareness of the consultation. | also think that Calderdale Council's
website is a maze of screens, reports, and links, that are very difficult to navigate through and to fully
understand. Their user guidelines are minimal and provide no real help in getting you to the right place to
make a comment. It isa far too difficult and time consuming process for people to respond to the proposals
online, a point which may significantly reduce the number of objections and comments about the plan.
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Suggested Modifications:
That the 4 sites in the Greetland area (LP0026, LP0952, LP0177, and LP1625) be removed from the plan.

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRUG605 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1243009 Name: Mr Martin Worsick Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

This plot is shown as being Green Belt land and readily meets 3 of the 5 main criteria for Green Belt land. In
the site assessment report it is identified as Greenfield. This land has been Green Belt land for some time
now and as such building restrictions apply. This plot is a flood plain area and has indeed been severely
flooded within the last week. Government guidelines NPPF suggest that inappropriate development in
areas at risk of flooding should be avoided by directing development away from areas of higher risk
whether existing or future.

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

Green open spaces are very important to our health and well being and we have chosen to live in a rural
area exactly for those reasons. Urban sprawl is in danger of encroaching on our local green spaces and
removing precious green belt land and corridors which host a wide variety of flora and fauna. We have
seen deer, pheasants, owls, bats, and a wide variety of birds. Black Brook has brown trout and possibly
even otters. In Calderdale's own Sustainability Appraisal in 2018 the sites were recognised as being grade 3
agricultural land and as being a valuable commaodity for the future especially due to climate change. As
mentioned above there is a serious risk of flooding which would only be exacerbated by any housing built
on the fields identified in sites LP0026, LP0177, LP1625, and LP0952 which would remove valuable soak
away areas. There is a grade 2 listed farm house building yards to the south of this site. Site LP0177 has
recently been refused planning permission (5th July 2019). Again looking at the 4 proposed sites
mentioned above, and the high number of proposed houses (600) at the side of Saddleworth Road there
would be a massively significant increase in traffic on this road leading to even more issues at the already
congested junctions of Saddleworth Road and Stainland Road and Stainland Road and Rochdale Road in
West Vale. The early morning and school time traffic queues stack back almost to the school on
Saddleworth Road at the moment so additional traffic would undoubtedly increase air and noise pollution
particularly in the area around the school where especially vulnerable young children walk to school. Rat
runs may also be created between the main arterial routes as drivers seek to avoid the worst congestion.
The local infrastructure is already stretched with schools, doctors, and dentists in the area struggling to
meet the needs of the local community. This is an area with a high car ownership and public transport in
the area is poor and infrequent with only limited services to serve the community.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No
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Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Calderdale Council have not done enough to communicate this plan, and the method and deadlines for
commenting on the plan. They have obviously tried to limit the number of people objecting to the plan.
The website provided for making comments and objections is over complicated and very very difficult to
access and navigate and the guidance notes are insufficient for all but the most computer literate. There
aresignificant concerns about the way in which the Local Plan has been formulated and worries too about
the involvement and influence of major developers on the selection of suitable sites.

Suggested Modifications:
Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU610 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1242514 Name: MRS Christine Beaumont Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

I would like to object to the proposed local plan for Greetland. First of all point out that Greetland is in
Halifax and not Elland (my address Greetland, Halifax, West Yorkshire NOT Greetland, Elland, Calderdale). |
have been a resident in the village of Greetland for over 35 years. Within these years | have seen several
housing developments built. First of all the Goldfield Estate. A very large housing development. This was
built on an area of green space and took away a play area for children and recreational use for adults. It
also took away a natural habitat for wildlife. The 2nd estate to be built was the Bankfield Estate. Again
another large estate. Which took away a play and recreational area and also wildlife habitat. One of those
being a very large pond fed by local springs where newts, frogs and dragon flies could be found. It was a
regular place for families to visit. In addition to these there have been several smaller developments. The
developments over the last 35 years has resulted in the village doubling in size. The school, which only had
one class per year when my own children attended, now has 2 classes per school year. | understand the
capacity of the school is 420 and the school is FULL. Objection Flooding - 2015 & 2020 The Greenbelt land
proposed for building is prone to flooding. In 2015 there was significant flooding to the fields in question.
Prior to this date there were defined paths from West Vale, along Black Brook, to Gate Head Lane. After
the floods these disappeared. The ground fractured in some of the areas. The water was contained by
these fields. As far as | am aware, there wasn't any damage to properties in the surrounding area.
However, further down the valley, towards Elland, buildings, a bridge and other properties sustained
significant damage. The bridge collapsed. Where is the water to go if the fields are built on? Will the
properties in lower Greetland/West Vale be the next area to experience flooding? Are they going to suffer
in the same way as those in Hebden Bridge? Since writing this, there has been further significant flooding
to the area. On 8th and 9th February 2020 the land on all of the local plans for Greetland was flooded.
Several images/videos can be found on the Greetland Pressure Group facebook page. In addition to these
areas significant flooding occurred on Stainland Road, the fields off Stainland Road, Elland, Brighouse and
the Calder Valley. Stainland Road travels through West Vale (lower Greetland). Infrastructure - Education,
Health, Highways. Highways If the building work was allowed to be carried out there would be noise, dust,
mud. Constant and increased traffic on both Saddleworth Road and Rochdale Road. Vehicles (trying to
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avoid building contractors and queues on Saddleworth Road) taking the narrow roads up to Rochdale Road
to enable them to take that road into West Vale. The roads in this area cannot cope with any increase in
traffic. A journey down to West Vale (on both roads) at peak time in a morning can take up to 25 minutes
at the moment. This journey time will increase considerably if the number of dwellings proposed were to
be allowed. As a result of standing traffic there would be a significant increase in air pollution. It is obvious
even now when you walk down the hill from Greetland to West Vale. Air pollution is particularly bad in
West Vale at peak times. This is only going to get worse with the extra vehicles both from the new estates
and the building contractors. Saddleworth Road or Rochdale Road have to be taken if you intend to travel
in the direction of Halifax or Huddersfield or join the M62. There is no alternative . All roads lead to West
Vale and no recalibration of the traffic light timing sequence at the junctions will ease the present
congestion or future increased traffic. The routes our children take to walk between their respective
schools are the same ones that will attract the increased traffic and resultant air pollution. What effect will
this air pollution have on our community's health? The effect this would have on our children (and adults)
would be catastrophic. (increase in respiratory problems?) This is an area where, at the moment, you can
still leave your car at home and walk. Surely the health of our community should be our priority. Don't take
our countryside away. We need it. Our future generations need it! Infrastructure - Schools The Greetland
School is sited on Saddleworth Road and School Street (off Rochdale Road). Greetland School is run over 2
sites. Years 1 & 2 at the Sunnybank Annex. The Sunnybank Annex and pre-school, are in the area where
one the largest of the proposed dwellings on the local plan are to be built (LP0177 - 200 houses). The
construction of this development, and the others higher up Saddleworth Road, will result in increased air
pollution, noise, dirt etc which can only have a detrimental effect on everyone's health. The previous
developments resulted in the local schools having to significantly increase class sizes and the number of
classes . As the schools are at capacity now, how are they expected to accommodate the children of new
families to the area? What effect will it have on existing families being able to get their children into their
local school? There would be an increase in traffic at school drop off and pick up times. This is already an
issue. Any increase in traffic would only serve to put lives at risk. For a child, walking to school is part of
growing up. It is a way of socialising, exercising, learning to deal with traffic, gaining independence etc.
Let's make it safe. Infrastructure - Health Additional housing in the area would need our local GP surgeries
and dental practices to be expanded. Already there is a shortage of doctors and NHS dentists and this has
been the case for some time. This is not going to change. These services are a necessity of life and
therefore the lack of them cannot be ignored. This week we have seen the closure of 5 surgeries in
Calderdale and patients placed with other, existing, GP surgeries. This extra burden on GP'S cannot
continue. We will end up losing General Practice Doctors not attracting them to the area. Extract from the
Halifax Courier 21.1.2020. "The Sowerby Bridge, Ovenden and Elland, sites currently operated by Virgin
Care LLP (Meadow Dale Group Practice) will close and the CCG will register patients with an alternative
practice". Children (and adults) need exercise. Need to be outside in the fresh air. Need to socialise outside
of the home. Extract from the minutes taken at the meeting of the Calderdale Health and Wellbeing Board
dated 8th August 2019. "There were a number of recent examples of work within the community which
had provided benefits for residents of Calderdale. Examples were provided by Officers in regards to
'harnessing the power of communities', one which involved a walk in the hills with young people, who
experienced a different kind of engagement to get away from the notion of the same kinds of activity
relating to exercise (e.g. gym, swimming etc.), which positively impacted their health as well as their
mental health and emotional wellbeing". How can Calderdale, and the Government agencies, propose
building on Greenbelt land and removing what they obviously see as a benefit to their communities health,
mental health and emotional wellbeing. Extract from News Centre - Latest News from Calderdale
Council(http://news.calderdale.gov.uk/helping-young-children-to-stay-active) Posted 27.9.2019. Gemma
Mann, Children's Health and Wellbeing Lead at Public Health England, said: -“It's really important that all
children get the necessary daily physical activity they need to stay healthy, the benefits for children are
well evidenced. Moving more helps young children to develop motor skills, improves cognitive
development, helps them maintain a healthy weight, enhances bone and muscular development and
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supports the learning of social skills."BClIr Faisal Shoukat, Calderdale Council's Cabinet Member for Public
Health and Cohesion, said: -“We want all children in Calderdale to have the best start in life. An important
part of this is to be physically active from an early age". Don't take our countryside away. We need it. Our
future generations need it! Ecology | have reviewed the comments made by Mr Mark Jones of David
Wilson Homes. Please explain how reducing a 10HA area of naturally occurring greenbelt/wildlife corridor
down to 3.38HA of man-made wildlife corridor can produce "an enhanced biodiversity/recreation
corridor". Surely, the greenbelt land as it is, currently sustains a greater and more diverse naturally
occurring ecological system than any man-made corridor could ever create. I've also noted Mr Jones
comments on the expansion of the school. Another building contract for them! Once again, the big
contractors, government and local councils, are attempting to take away school playing fields.
Consequently the loss of Physical Education facilities and recreational spaces can only result in even more
unhealthy children. How does that sit with "The Councils health and anti-obesity campaign?". | would also
guestion whether Mr Mark Jones ever visited the area in compiling his report. | would also refer to the
Housing Minister Esther McVey's speech on the updated National Planning Policy Framework: setting out
the government's planning policies for England and how they should be applied. (16.10.2019 published
16.1.2020). "Protecting the environment for future generations" "The revised NPPF also takes a long view;
recognising the role that smart planning and good design plays to not just protect, but enhance, our
environment and tackle climate change. As such, it asks local authorities to seek net gains for biodiversity
when granting planning permissions. It encourages the provision of green infrastructure, recognises the
important status of Local Wildlife Sites, ancient and veteran trees and woodland and prevents
unacceptable development in National Parks and Areas of Outstanding National Beauty. But we know we
have to do more. Which is why my department is working with Defra (Department for Environment, Food
& Rural Affairs) and Natural England on the once-in-a-generation Environment Bill which will establish a
comprehensive legal framework for environmental improvement and make net gains for biodiversity
mandatory for new development. Of course, one of the important environmental safeguards we have is
the Green Belt. And | want to be clear that our commitment to this is as strong as ever, with any changes
only happening in exceptional circumstances - and, even then, development only being able to go ahead
with improvements to access and environmental quality in the remaining Green Belt. Protecting the Green
Belt goes beyond protection against development" There is no improvement to access or environmental
guality in the remaining Greenbelt. By proceeding with the developments proposed for the Greetland area
you are removing a substantial amount of our Greenbelt. As such you are failing to comply with the
government minsters instructions. Extract from the Independent 5.12.2019 17.08 pm
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/boris-johnson-housing-build-construction-flood-plains-
derbyshire-election-a9234456.html Boris Johnson has thrown housebuilding plans into confusion, by
suddenly calling for an end to construction on flood plains. Around 9 per cent of new homes in England are
built on land where there is a -“high probability"@®Df flooding "“ and a recent investigation found that
10,000 are currently in the pipeline. But, on the campaign trail in flood-hit Derbyshire, the prime minister
said: -“We've got to stop building on flood plains. We've got to stop building on areas which are vulnerable
to flooding."BAnd we now turn to Calderdale Authority. The following link is to a survey sent out by
Calderdale Council to the local community. The survey was received on Thursday 6th February,2020, just
before the extensive flooding that occurred on 8th and 9th February 2020. This survey refers to the
Climate Emergency. https://www.calderdale.gov.uk/survey/climate-emergency-2020/?id=fmB2n Extracts
from the survey: " Pollution from fossil fuel vehicles causes asthma in our towns, and worsens the health of
those with heart or lung problems. Traffic noise is a nuisance for many communities, and fast moving
vehicles pose dangers - especially for children. Many people sit down in their car to drive to work and then
spend all day sat in an office. This physical inactivity is bad for our health". Land and Biodiversity
"Biodiversity is at severe threat from climate change such as a loss of species and habitats. Land use may
need to change drastically in the future to meet climate change targets before the damaging effects are
irreversible. Going back in history, much of the UK's land mass was covered in trees. There were also huge
areas of bog and marsh. People used the trees as a natural resource as a fuel and to build ships. Bogs and
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marshes were drained for food production. From a climate change perspective Calderdale alongside the
rest of the South Pennine landscape was subjected to 200 years of the worst atmospheric pollution the UK
has ever seen from past industrial activity. This has decimated the uplands of Calderdale to a carbon
source from degraded peatland, with poor fire resilience, declining biodiversity and reacting rapidly to
flooding. It is possible to turn this around, restoring the blanket bog to a condition which is a real benefit to
all of us. The uplands of Calderdale also have a lower than average tree cover following historic land
management practices. People who live in Calderdale today are very used to seeing fields and open spaces,
grazing animals and pastures - land which has been designed by and is managed for the benefit of humans.
Declining bee populations have become a well understood symbol of the impact of intensive agriculture.
Additionally, a whole host of birds, insects and other animal populations have declined and species are at
risk of becoming extinct. We could change how we use land to plant more trees, restore upland bog habits
and give more space to wildlife. Our landscape would start to act as a carbon sink as plants thrived. Wild
spaces could attract tourists and leisure visitors. Our future landscape could look quite different. Are we
willing to see changes made?" There would appear to be some discrepancy in what the Prime Minister,
Government Minsters and local authorities are saying regarding the protection of our greenbelts,
communities and health. Based on what all these departments have said - house building should be
stopped! We should be looking after our communities. We should be protecting our "Green and Pleasant
Land" .

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:
See above comments

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:
See above comments

Suggested Modifications:
Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU624 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1243017 Name: Mrs Jowett Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:
Please refer to the attached document.

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

1585



Please refer to the attached document. There are a number of issues with the proposed plan which are
also applicable to (LP0177, LP0026, and LP1625) in the Greetland area. In addition, it is important to
consider how strongly the local community feels about the proposed development to the highly sensitive
greenbelt area. You only have to look at the >600 members of the local pressure group which has received
press coverage as well as regional television attention to evidence this. The group are extensively lobbying
to demonstrate how opposed the local community are to the proposal which looks to have a devastating
impact on the local area.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:
Please refer to the attached document.

Suggested Modifications:
Comments:

Additional Evidence Link: http://calderdale-consult.objective.co.uk/file/5606078

Comment ID HRU628 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1243019 Name: Mrs Sally Farrar Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:
See comments below.

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

OBJECTIONS TO SITES LP0026, LP0177, LP0952, LP1625 SITES IN GREETLAND The revision of Calderdale's
local plan now includes a massive number of houses across 4 sites in Greetland, within a 0.8mile stretch of
a busy B road. All of which is Green Belt. | just don't get it? How can any councillor, cabinet member,
planning officer or local government officer even consider the destruction of green belt and open spaces in
this area. This is not sustainable and will destroy this area for good, The impact of this for our nature and
for our community will be catastrophic. Greetland is a small, historic village on a hillside, surrounded by
playing fields, open grazing land and moorland at the top, and by open grazing fields, woodlands, a small
river and a long existing wildlife corridor in the valley bottom. The hillside is criss- crossed with ancient
public footpaths, and an old, well worn public footpath runs through our wildlife corridor in the valley
bottom, travelling the whole length of the proposed local plan site. Green and open spaces around us keep
us sane and healthy. We love living here and we use our open green spaces each and every day for fresh
air, for walking and exercise, and to engage with the natural environment which is on our doorstep. Mass
housing development across these sites will have adverse effects immediately and for future generations.
The natural habitats of the wild deer, foxes, bats, owls,herons, field mice and squirrels will be destroyed or
changed forever due to noise and light pollution, general disturbance, and by upsetting the natural balance
of these areas. Our wildlife will disappear and our youngsters will not experience the sounds of the owls
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hooting in the night nor see the bats flying about at dusk. One day they will just have to research these
things on the internet. How sad is that? Without green and open areas in our community, people will have
little option but to jump into their cars and drive somewhere else in order to enjoy natural open spaces
and learn about nature and wildlife. Car fumes then causing further damage to the environment. That does
not make any sense nor it is sustainable. Changing economy following Brexit The Local Plan was drawn up
between 2016 and 2018, with amendments made in October 2019. The plan was based on housing
requirement to support the economic growth plan. This country has just seen its biggest change in 47 year
as we have now left the EU. The Local plan is now out of date and should be reviewed as housing need will
be significantly smaller post Brexit. Reduced immigration will lead to a reduction in the amount of new
housing required and therefore reduce the need to release Green Belt. A few small businesses and light
industries exist in this area but there are no large employers locally and there are no new sites identified
for planned local employment. This will mean that people moving into Greetland will have to travel out of
the area for job opportunities, Loss of green belt and wildlife corridor According to the Local Plan, all of this
land is classified as -“highly sensitive green belt"@Ve need to protect it not lose it. NPPF Section 13
Protecting Green Belt Land Paragraph 80 of the NPPF explains that the Green Belt serves five purposes: 1)
to check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas (2) to prevent neighbouring towns merging into
one another (3) to assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment (4) to preserve the setting
and special character of historic towns (5) to assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of
derelict and other urban land. Calderdale Council, in its own evidence, concludes that this area of Green
Belt performs strongly when assessed against the five Green Belt purposes, and when assessing the revised
boundary of the specific site, it also performs strongly. The development of the land would be against all
five functions of Green Belt but, most decisively, would see the coalescence of Greetland and West Vale
and the deterioration of the identity of both places undermining the Council's Settlement Hierarchy.
Notwithstanding this, extreme number of housing proposed in and around the site is undeliverable during
a single plan period in plan-making terms and unsustainable in infrastructure terms in relation to the
capacity of existing highways, schools and local services. Esther McVey's (former Housing Minister up to
Nov 2019) written policy o n Green Belt la nd quotes:: "protecting the Green Belt goes beyond protection
against development"B-“ My department is working with DEFRA (Department of Environment, Food &
Rural Affairs) and Natural England on the once-in-a-generation Environment Bill which will establish a
comprehensive legal framework for environmental improvement and make net gains for biodiversity
mandatory for new development. Of course one of the most important environmental safeguards we have
is the Green Belt. And | want to be clear that our commitment to this is as strong as ever, with any changes
only happening in exceptional circumstances ; protecting the Green Belt goes beyond protection against
development"@Exceptional circumstances in The Government White Paper -“Fixing our Broken Housing
Market"@®arag raph 1.39 states that: -“The Government wants to retain the high bar to ensure the Green
Belt remains protected, but we also wish to be transparent about what this means in practice so that local
communities can hold their councils to account therefore we propose to amend and add to the National
Policy to make it clear that: authorities should amend Green Belt boundaries only when they can
demonstrate that they have examined fully all other reasonable options for meeting their identified
development requirements, including making effective use of suitable brownfield sites and the
opportunities offered by state regeneration : Do Calderdale Council have the evidence that they have done
this? CPRE also state "The development of brown fields sites should be a priority; there are more than
enough brown field sites to fulfil the requirement without having to encroach onto Green Belt". There are
plenty of brownfield sites in Calderdale that would enhance the area by development and these are the
sites Calderdale Council Planning Department should be targetting, thus complying with the current
legislation and Central Government policy. Calderdale Council Planning Dept has stated several times that
developers are not interested in brownfield sites . This is against Government Policy and does not
constitute exceptional circumstances . Accordingly, this site in the existing Green Belt should be removed
from the Plan as the exceptional circumstances for its release do not exist. Increased Traffic and congestion
on Saddleworth Road, particularly at the traffic lights junction with Stainland Road There has been chronic
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congestion at the 2 traffic light junctions in nearby West Vale for a number of years now. This crossroad
junction carries traffic from Greetland, Barkisland and Ripponden, traffic to and from Elland and Junction
24 of the M62, and all traffic travelling between Halifax and the villages beyond the Outlane area of
Huddersfield and Junction 23 of the M62. This junction is dangerous and congested throughout the day,
especially since a Cooperative store was sited in the middle of the Saddleworth Road/Stainland Road traffic
light junction about 4 years ago. Vehicles including buses and trucks fight over the space at both junctions
in West Vale and often selfishly push their way through when the lights are red, in turn putting other road
users and pedestrians at risk of harm. The flow of slow moving vehicles is constant and air pollution here
has increased as a consequence. The local roads are incapable of taking any additional traffic. Calderdale
Council are proposing to allow 600 plus properties to be built on Saddleworth Road thus adding to the
chronic issues which already exist. The WSP Brinkerhoff Report of May2017 has indicated that traffic will
increase by over 107% if the proposed housing developments were to go ahead. Calderdale have
suggested that one solution here will be to alter the traffic lights, presumably to allow more traffic off
Saddleworth Road, but this does not make any sense as the all of the other traffic using the junction will
back up further. This is a ridiculous -“solution"@®o the problem and is not feasible nor sustainable
Calderdale Council plan to manage traffic in the area by creating a new junction on the A629 for traffic
travelling between the Elland bypass and Sowerby Bridge. Additional traffic lights here will only cause the
traffic coming from West Vale to back up, especially as there is a low railway bridge for high sided vehicles
to negotiate. This is not a viable nor sustainable solution. Increased air pollution What about Cl ean Air for
all ? The primary goal of the Clean Air A ctis, | quote -“to achieve national ambient air quality levels
protective of public health and welfare by establishing air quality standards and imposing limitations on air
pollutant emissions from both stationary and mobile source s"BA huge increase to the number of vehicles
(due to the proposed housing developments) using and sitting in traffic queues on the lower part of
Saddleworth Road w ill impact negatively on the air quality in the area. There is an infant school and pre
school located between 2 of the proposed large housing sites on Sa d dleworth Road. Traffic around the
school is already a major safety issue and the road around the school is a bottleneck twice a day. | ncreased
emissions from the standing traffic will affect the children and families using the school and those living
near the school . Air quality standards will be compromised. The centre of West Val e probably has poor air
quality already . Let's not add to it for the sake of our health. Calderdale Local Authority is already in the
top quarter of deprived authorities so the quality of our living space is crucial. We all need to realise the
cost of air pollution. Traffic is the biggest air pollutant. Poor air quality where we live impacts on health and
care costs, due to increasing incidents of disease, lung problems and cancers. Clean air is crucial for our
health and well-being, and Greetland is a community continually trying to create a better and healthier
environment for the benefit of everyone. Money has been obtained from the Woodland Trust for a large
number of trees to be planted in the area. This is being undertaken in order to maintain good air quality
and to help preserve the habitat for the wildlife corridor here. Massive house building in the area will
negate these actions. Flooding The green belt sites on Saddleworth Road proposed for housing
development are flood plains and actually flood when rainfall is particularly high. These sites flooded very
badly on Boxing Day 2015 and again as recently as 8 th and 9 th February 2020 and this weekend 15 th
February 2020. This has been particularly dreadful for properties situated below Saddleworth Road.
Residents have already posted images of the flooding in this Portal for reference. The Black Brook (our
small river) collects all of the run off from the hills and fields the length of the Blackburne Valley. Over the
years, the path of the Black Brook has altered as the heavy volume of water gouges out new routes for
itself downhilland in the valley bottom. The fields here are a natural and essential soak off and any building
on this land would further increase the flooding in immediate area, and of land, properties and businesses
downstream of the Black Brook. Current policy and legislation on flooding states "due to every increasing
wide-scale flooding incidents in the country and the ever increasing threat of climate change new
development in a flood area that increases the risk of flooding in the development's community or
elsewhere is not permitted". Calderdale Council Planning Department has a duty of care to comply with
current policy and legislation on flooding. Housing should not be built on sites such as this. On the last
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Local Plan these sites were graded as a Class 1 Severe Risk Flood Area (LP0177) and were removed; in
compliance with current legislation they should not have been put back into the amended Local Plan in
October 2019. Flooding in the valley below Saddleworth Road contributes to flooding in the Calder Valley.
The Black Brook flows through West Vale and discharges into the river Calder in Elland. In 2015 and sadly
ongoing this week, major flooding has occurred on the River Calder at Todmorden, Hebden Bridge,
Mytholmroyd, S owerby Bridge, West Vale, Elland and Brighouse. The huge number of housing units
proposed for Greetland will increase greatly the peak flows and volumes of r unoff from the area.
Developers use Sustainable Urban Drainage techniques to slow this flow down, but the clay soil in this area
make this technique unsuitable. The alternative is large storage areas either above or below ground. These
techniques will reduce peak flows and slow down t he flows but they do not reduced the volume of runoff
which will be more than doubled, and in turn contribute to flooding in West Vale, Elland and Brigh ouse .
Severe f looding continues to be disa ster ous for local bus ines s es, both small and large, destroy s peoples
liv es and impacts ne gatively on the local economy. Sewer Flooding The sewers that runs close in the Black
Brook and down Saddleworth Road are already overloaded with combined sewer overf | ows (CSO) that
discharge into the brook. The proposed housing will more than double the number of houses connected to
these sewer systems. The se additional foul flows will almost doub le the flood volumes and significantly
increas e the number of spills and volumes from the CSOs which will increase the pollution to the brook.
This will have a negative impact on the fish and wildlife in the area. The Environment Agency have a no
deterioration policy for CSOs but there are currently no plans to upgrade the sewer system in Greetland
and West Vale to negate this impact. Lack of infrastructure Saddleworth Road is a very busy B road carrying
a great deal of traffic up and down the valley, including many heavy stone trucks from the quarries and
heavy trucks from Sonoco, the nearby recycling plant, There has been one fatality on this stretch of road in
the past 3 years. Allowing large scale house building on Saddleworth Road will be dangerous and cause
huge problems not only on this road itself but for the adjoining narrow roads and areas. Calderdale Council
do not have any plans in place to improve safety or traffic congestion on Saddleworth Road. They propose
that long standing traffic problems in West Vale will improve following the creation of a new junction on
the A629 towards Halifax, but | do do see how this can possibly alleviate the problems in the immediate
locality of West Vale/Saddleworth Road. A planned station at Elland (no-one seems to know when this is
meant to happen) will not alleviate any of this congestion either, as more housing in Greetland will mean
more cars travelling through West Vale junction to access the station!. Traffic from the wider area will also
have to come through West Vale to access any station. Public transport links remain poor on Saddleworth
Road and have have not altered in years. There is one bus an hour into Halifax or Elland for shopping and
other services and the nearest train station is a car or taxi journey away. Apparently at a the Local Plan
Meeting it was stated: "We will ensure that there are bus stops near any new developments" | do not see
how this will help at all as we do have bus stops already but not much of a bus service! Local primary and
senior schools are full. With a proposed 600 plus new houses here, another 200 school place will likely be
needed locally. Local GP practices are already under strain. Further strain on local hospitals Local Dentist
has a waiting list of 600 for NHS places.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:

In 2016 regarding the first Local Plan a petition with 161 signatures objecting to building on our beautiful
Green Belt was presented to Calderdale Council Planning Department and 30% of the total objections
submitted from the whole of Calderdale residents were from the Greetland area alone. These objections
will still be relevant as nothing has changed since that period of consultation but | understand that these
comments have just been archived and cannot be brought forward to this amended Local plan
consultation. Calderdale Council has not been helpful or open about this new consultation period and have
failed to make the residents aware of the need to submit new objections to the amended Local Plan and
the timescales for this. The Council probably hoped that the amended local plan (with the additional sites
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included for Greetland and Elland), would slip through un-noticed and unchallenged. | do not consider that
Calderdale Council have acted in a fair, open, honest and transparent way in regard to the amendments
made to the Local Plan

Suggested Modifications:
That the 4 sites in the Greetland area (LP0026, LP0952, LP0177, and LP1625) be removed from the plan.

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU653 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1243064 Name: Mr Martin Cleminson Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No
Legal Compliance Reason:

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

| believe the plan to build hundreds of houses on this site are not sound for a number of reasons. Green
belt: The land earmarked for being developed is green belt land. This is supposed to be protected land.
There are brown field sites nearby such as the recently demolished mills at West Vale which should be
considered instead for development. There are no exceptional reasons to remove the area's Green belt
status and it goes against policy to prevent urban sprawl. Wildlife: This land is the home to many species of
animals, many of which are protected. These include bats,deer, foxes, herons, owls, and sparrowhawks.
There are also many mature trees which should be protected. There are public footpaths across the site
and this is a well-used site where people enjoy spending time in the fresh air. Flooding: Areas of the fields
on which these new houses are proposed, are part of a flood plain. Since 2015 these fields have flooded
completely three times, the latest time being during Storm Ciara in February 2020. The existing volume of
water currently causes flooding further downstream, including west Vale Cricket Club, the Bowling Green,
and adjacent allotments. The overflowing Black Beck adds to the flooding of Heath Rugby Club and garden
centre on Stainland Road. Any additional development will cause further fast flowing run-off from roofs,
roads etc., and increase the flooding further, having far-reaching consequences for not only the owners of
these future houses, but also the rest of Greetland, West Vale, Elland and as far as Brighouse Air pollution:
The development site is in a valley which traps fumes. The proposed developments added together could
bring 1000 or more extra cars, and with them, a massive increase in air pollution to the children of
Greetland Academy (especially the youngest children, the infants, whose part of the school is located on
Saddleworth Road), as well as the toddlers and pre-schoolers at Sunnybank Pre School. Traffic Congestion
The existing road network in West Vale cannot cope with the current traffic at rush hour. Traffic regularly
backs up significantly on both Saddleworth Road and Stainland Road. The increase in cars and road usage
through Greetland will lead to more traffic jams as they struggle to get through the bottle neck. This will
have a detrimental effect on all sides of the traffic lights, including the ones which are located next to West
Vale Primary School as well. Infrastructure. The amount of houses being planned in Greetland is
completely disproportionate to the size of the village. 600 new homes in total all being built off
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Saddleworth Road will increase the population of Greetland byaround 30% in an area where the
infrastructure is not appropriate. Greetland is a community in its own right but is a village, not a town. The
local schools are full, the doctors and dentists' surgeries are not taking on new patients, the road network
is pushed to breaking point, the sewer system is at capacity.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No
Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:
Sites with suitable infrastructure or brownfield sites should be considered.

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU671 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1118926 Name: Mrs Denice Walker Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?:
Legal Compliance Reason:
Do you consider the plan to be Sound?:

Sound Reason:

Another prospective huge development site, the village does not have facilities and infrastructure to cope
with these plans. Flooding issues ..... light pollution , which affects residents and wildlife .... The knock on
effect to the rest of the village , shortcuts taken up and down Brian royd, Spring and Martin green lane,
Sunnybank drive all have enough traffic as it is . The land has always been a flood plain for the hillside, I -
“paddled -“ in it as a child . Environmentally it would be disastrous . | do hope you will consider these

comments .

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?:
Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU717 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
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Person ID: 1242716 Name: Mrs Elyse Margetson Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:
Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

| am not qualified to assess this. However, | would comment that the process to object is neither easy or
straight forward and the online forms and documents presented are complicated, lack clarity and make it
challenging and off-putting to object. Although | am a technologically literate person | have found it
onerous to find my way around the information. Additionally, | feel that insufficient time has been allowed
for full consideration of all the documents which need to be read to understand this issue fully and for
objections to be made. | also have significant concerns about the way in which the Local Plan has
developed and cannot be sure that it is free from political bias. Having read the report ' CC37 - Potential
Sites - considered and rejected, November 2019 - Report on options rejected ' | see that the main
difference with those sites rejected and the sites LP0026, LP0177, LP0952 and LP1625 which were
accepted were that they didn't have a developer on board! This makes me very concerned that the desire
to develop land quickly, because there is a ' developer on board ', may have been a key factor as to
whether a particular location was included in the Local Plan, especially as | note that in the Consultation
comments there are already a set of plans from Barratt Homes for site LPO177. The interest and profits of
prospective developers should not be a reason at all (never mind a key reason) for a site being included or
excluded from the plan. The other reasons cited for excluding sites such as Green Belt, Access, Wildlife
issues, Flooding constraints all apply to sites LP0026, LP0177, LP0952 and LP1625 and therefore these sites
should equally be rejected from the Local plan. Importantly, | would also comment that plans LP0026 (The
Gate Farm), LP0177 (Land adjacent Ellistones Place), LP0952 (Land at New Gate Farm) and LP1625 (Land to
the west of Silverdale Terrace) should not be considered as separate proposals. They are so interrelated
(sited within a small 1 km area along Saddleworth Road) that they can only be assessed fairly if considered
as a whole. By splitting them out as separate plans the full picture is being concealed. My comments
therefore are relevant to each of the plans LP0026, LP0177, LP0952 and LP1625 and should be considered
as equal objections to all four sites.

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

As a non-specialist lay person | can only comment from a personal, common sense and non-political
perspective as someone who has lived within the Greetland community for a number of years and who has
attempted to read the various policy documents attached to the local plan. My main points of objection
are as follows: Loss of Greenbelt land Increased risk of flooding Loss of Wildlife Habitats Lack of
Infrastructure Traffic congestion, air pollution and noise pollution 1. Loss of Greenbelt Land Once it's gone,
it's gone! We cannot bring back Greenbelt Land once it has been built upon. Land that is precious to this
community and to the wider community - from a visual, physical and emotional perspective - to both
humans and wild animals. Para 98 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states that ' Planning
Policies and decisions should protect and enhance public rights of way and access'. There are public
footpaths through all the sites in the proposed development plans which are used by groups and
individuals from both within the local community and from further afield. | personally regularly use these
public footpaths to dog walk. It is important to have this safe space to exercise, particularly as it feels
unsafe to walk along the main Saddleworth Road with the heavy lorries hurtling down, and with many of
the side roads having no or insufficient pavements. | am also aware that many Duke of Edinburgh groups
use these public rights of way as part of their expedition practices (both of my daughters have taken part in
such walks). To take away these footpaths is to deny our young people the opportunity to enjoy the
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countryside and open air whilst undertaking physical activity in a natural and safe environment, away from
traffic, crime and pollution. To allow these developments would be to create urban sprawl, gradually
encroaching on precious greenbelt Land that our community relies on for our wellbeing. The NPPF at a
para 133 states that -“ The Government attaches great importance to Green Belts "Fland at para 136 that -
“Green Belt boundaries should only be altered where exceptional circumstances are fully evidenced and
justified"[ At para 144 it further states -“ local planning authorities should ensure that substantial weight
is given to any harm to the green belt"End at para 145 -“ a local planning authority should regard the
construction of new buildings as inappropriate in the Green Belt "B Building on these sites is contradictory
to all of these statements. | do not see any exceptional circumstances evidenced or justified in these
proposals to allow building on this Greenbelt land. | note that comments, from what appears to be the
Council, have been made on each individual plan to the effect that ' The site is currently designated as
greenbelt but also performs the function of a natural/semi-natural open space. An assessment of open
space in the area shows that there are sufficient alternative natural/semi-natural areas within the
catchment of this site to meet the adopted standards ' - | do not agree with this statement. When each of
the 4 sites are reviewed together a large and disproportionate area of open space would be lost to this
small community. At para 137 the NPPF states ' Before concluding that exceptional circumstances exist to
justify changes to Green Belt boundaries, the strategic policy-making authority should be able to
demonstrate that it has examined fully all other reasonable options for meeting its identified need for
development.'. | do not agree that the authority in this case has satisfied these conditions. There are
many other sites, including disused mills, within the Calderdale catchment that do not sit within Greenbelt
Land that could be considered for development before ruining for ever the Greenbelt Land in these sites.
2. Increased risk of flooding | have lived within this community for just over 4 years and within that time
the area has suffered extreme and severe flooding on 2 occasions, the latest being on 9th February 2020
with Storm Ciara. The effects are plain to see and are all over social media for anybody to review. Para
155 of the NPPF states that ' Inappropriate development in areas at risk of flooding should be avoided by
directing development away from areas of highest risk (whether existing or future). Where development is
necessary in such areas, the development should be made safe for its lifetime without increasing flood risk
elsewhere ' Greetland is a high risk flood area within Calderdale. The Greenbelt Land within these
proposed development sites act as a natural soak away and flood defence both within its own locality and
all along Saddleworth Road. As you move further down West Vale the land soaks up a vast quantity of
rainwater as well as the natural springs that pop up all over the hillsides of Greetland. Losing these flood
plains would cause the water to simply be diverted elsewhere, causing certain flooding further down the
area. Examples are being seen already of these sorts of issues in other local areas as planners to failed to
account for the loss of natural flood plains (for example see link
https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/business/giant-factory-building-work-calderdale-firm-causing-flooding-
houses-claim-residents-1556588). | urge the decision makers to think logically and show some common
sense in realising that you cannot keep taking away the natural flood plains without it causing devastating
consequences. The frequency of flooding is only set to increase with the change in weather conditions we
are experiencing through global warming. The natural flood plains are therefore becoming increasingly
important to our communities. No measure of mitigation can take away these natural resources - all they
do is push the issue further down into other areas. To build on these sites would not only guarantee
flooding issues and untold misery for residents and local businesses but cause increased expenditure for
the council and local authorities as they will be required to assist with clean up operations, as has been
seen over the last week or so in many parts of Calderdale. Para 158 NPPF states ' Development should not
be allocated or permitted if there are reasonably available sites appropriate for the proposed development
in areas with a lower risk of flooding '. | do not see any evidence that the planning authority has exhausted
other options of seeking development sites in lower risk flooding areas. 3. Loss of Wildlife Habitats |
often see wild deer running through the fields. | regularly witness squirrels, pheasants, bats and foxes in
the area. Para 177 NPPF states that ' The presumption in favour of sustainable development does not
apply where the plan or project is likely to have a significant effect on a habitats site (either alone or in
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combination with other plans or projects), unless an appropriate assessment has concluded that the plan
or project will not adversely affect the integrity of the habitats site'. | would argue that building on the
land which is included in these proposals will be extremely detrimental to the wild animals within the
area. No mitigation can prevent the impact of urban sprawl and the destruction of their natural habitats.
4. Lack of Infrastructure The local schools are already full. The local dentists have long NHS waiting lists.
The GP surgery is full and often can't accommodate appointment requests. Adding an additional 600+
houses and the associated increase in residents is simply unsustainable. The local bus services are already
inadequate for the community. The 503 which passes through West Vale is often so full that it does not
stop to pick up passengers at peak times or it is delayed 20-30+ minutes because of the traffic. The 343
which passes through Saddleworth Road only once per hour takes up to an hour to reach the destinations
of Huddersfield or Halifax. The bus stops for the 343 are only on one side of Saddleworth Road, making it
extremely unsafe for the young and elderly alike. Since moving here and hoping that my teenage children
would be able to get the bus to school, we have found that it simply is not feasible or safe for them to do
so. How will adding additional residents - who will also need to use their cars - improve this situation? The
local roads are already riddled with potholes and are constantly patched (an unsatisfactory and
unsustainable situation). They are constantly under repair as the local drainage system is ineffective and
causes regular surface issues. Add to that a level of increased traffic caused by the development as
proposed and the road conditions will be worsened even further. Specifically with regard to site LP0026,
the preferred access as stated on the plans is off the lower section of Scar Bottom Lane. For anybody who
knows this road and uses it regularly, creating an access point on it to this housing development is
ridiculous. It is a narrow lane with no pavements and dry stone walls at either side. It is already not wide
enough for 2 cars to pass without having to come to a virtual standstill. It is certainly not wide enough to
create an access point for 60-70 houses. | can see nothing in the proposals to remedy the lack of
infrastructure. 5. Traffic congestion, air pollution and noise pollution Greetland and West Vale already
suffer chronic traffic congestion, with the roads used not only by locals but also by the large wagons
travelling to and from the Bosch Industrial Estate and the Sonoco factory. In addition, the road is used as a
cut through from Ripponden and the M62. The village is already at breaking point at peak times and the
roads cannot cope with the existing volume of traffic, let alone adding to that with these proposed
developments. At school drop off times Saddleworth Road becomes a single lane road due to the parked
cars on both sides. It becomes an obstacle course to get through and the large lorries that frequent the
area make it dangerous for road users and pedestrians. | fear for the lives of the children trying to get to
school daily. Adding the level of traffic that would be inevitable with the proposed development would be
frankly overwhelming. By increasing the congestion in the area, the air pollution will by default increase.
This will especially have enormous impact on the young children attending the schools in the area and
Sunnybank Pre-school with its playground just metres away from the busy congested road. Similarly, a
disproportionate scale of building in this area would create a disproportionate increase in the level of noise
pollution to this community.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:
| do not understand what this means.

Suggested Modifications:

Proposed plans LP0026 (The Gate Farm), LP0177 (Land adjacent Ellistones Place), LP0952 (Land at New
Gate Farm) and LP1625 (Land to the west of Silverdale Terrace) should all be removed from the Local Plan

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:
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Comment ID HRU723 Site ref (if applicable):

Person ID: 1239176 Name: MRS Jo Greidanus Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:
Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

Please refer to Calderdale's Statement of Community Involvement, which has not been followed in this
process. CMBC have already stated "These sites lies within the approved Green Belt. The proposed
development does not meet the exceptions, as it does not preserve openness and conflicts with the
purpose of including land in the Green Belt. As such, it represents inappropriate development in the Green
Belt, which is, by definition, harmful. No very special circumstances have been demonstrated to clearly
outweigh the harm caused by the development. It is therefore considered that the proposal would be
contrary to NPPF Chapter 13 (Protecting Green Belt Land)"

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

LP0177, LP0026, LP0952 and LP1625 are so close in proximity that they should be viewed jointly as well as
individually. They are all in Greetland which is not Elland so why have they been recorded on this plan as
Elland. Main points of objection 1 - Flooding 2 - Loss of green belt and impact on wildlife corridor 3 - Air
Pollution and Traffic 4 - Infrastructure Flooding The DEFRA 25year plan states that "National flood
management involves the use of a variety of measures including storing water on open land". NPPF 14
(157b) states that plans should work to safeguard land from development that is required or likely to be
required for current and future flood management. The flood plains that these sites provide are critical
and flood regularly (as can be seen today) ; soaking up excess water at times of heavy rainfall, allowing
space for the water to flow and be stored on open land in times of flood, even after the river has burst its
bank, and protecting land further downstream from potential flooding. Developing these sites is
completely contradictory to this DEFRA plan and the NPPF. The current policy and legislation on flooding
states -“due to recent wide-scale flooding incidents in the country and the ever increasing threat of climate
change, new development in flood risk areas would only be allowed when it is exceptionally necessary, and
when it does not increase the risk of flooding in the development's community or elsewhere. Chapter 14,
paragraph 163 of the NPPF states: -“ When determining any planning applications, local planning
authorities should ensure that flood risk is not increased elsewhere It is abundantly clear that any
development on theses sites would directly oppose all these pieces of legislation and policies and would
hugely increase the risk of flooding to both surrounding properties and the wider community in Greetland,
West Vale and even as far as Elland. Any development of these sites and reduction in the capacity of these
flood plains will only ensure that the flooding we now see will be more frequent and cause even more
damage. This is not acceptable or fair therefore these sites should be removed from the local plan. Loss of
Green Belt and Wildlife Corridor Esther McVey, our current Housing Minister's written policy on Green Belt
land states "protecting the Green Belt goes beyond protection against development"BNPPF chapter 13
states that there are 5 purposes to green belt land- CMBC has already stated that this land strongly fulfils
these 5 purposes. NPPF ch13 paragraph 143 states "Inappropriate development is, by definition, harmful
to the Green Belt and should not be approved except in very special circumstances". Protecting the green
belt is very important. To include these sites in the local plan goes against all the above policies and there
is no evidence of any special circumstances to support development on this land. The sites are a wildlife
habitat for many many different species. CMBC has already stated that a constraint is that Black Brook
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running through LP0177 is a UK BAP priority habitat. NPPF Chapter 15 states that planning policies and
decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by: protecting and
enhancing valued landscapes and sites of biodiversity. It also states - toprotect and enhance biodiversity
and geodiversity, plans should: identify, map and safeguard components of local wildlife-rich habitats and
wider ecological networks, includingwildlife corridors. Developing these sites will put this precious wildlife
corridor and all its inhabitants at great risk directly opposing the NPPF legislation and the DEFRA 25 Year
Plan. This site should therefore be removed from the local plan Air Pollution and Traffic Congestion Air
pollution and traffic congestion obviously go hand in hand. The junction of Saddleworth Road and
Stainland Road in West Vale is already a bottle neck and far too congested and unable to cope with the
traffic volume that passes through it on a daily basis. WSP Parsons Brinckerhoff Report on this Transport
Network identifies that traffic congestion at the juncture of Stainland Road-Saddleworth Road would
increase by approximately 105% traffic congestion at the juncture of Stainland Road-Rochdale Road would
increase by over 100% Public Health England (PHE) (11th March 2019) reports that air pollution is the
biggest environmental threat to health in the UK, with between 28,000 and 36,000 deaths a year
attributed to long-term exposure. There is strong evidence that air pollution causes the development of
coronary heart disease, stroke, respiratory disease and lung cancer, and exacerbates asthma. Professor
Paul Cosford, Director of Health Protection and Medical Director atPHE, said: "Now is our opportunity to
create a clean air generation of childrenKey interventions local authorities can take include redesigning
cities so people aren't so close to highly polluting roads." Professor Cosford said: We recommend that at a
local level, any new policy or programme of work which affects air pollution should aim to deliver an
overall benefit to the public's health. Greetland School and Sunnybank Pre Schoolare right on Saddleworth
Road at the boundary of LP0177. The increase in traffic of over 100% and therefore pollution, that will be
an outcome of development on this site ignores all the recommendations of PHE and put many people's
health at risk especially that of our children which is totally unacceptable. Infrastructure Greetland Primary
Academy, West Vale Primary School and Brooksbank High School are all full. With a proposed 600 houses,
using Calderdale MBC's figure for school places of .36 per household (IDP section 9.14) this indicates
another 206 school places would be needed. Where are these places to be found? Local Dentist has a
waiting list of 600 for NHS places. The nearest NHS dentist was recently found (July 2019) 11 miles away in
Kirklees. Local GP surgeries are already full. It is obvious that building a further 600 houses within this area
will completely overwhelm the existing infrastructure making this land unsuitable to develop. Summary
There are so many constraints and negatives to all these sites that cannot be adequately mitigated against.
To develop these sites opposes so many policies, recommendations and pieces of legislation which CMBC
appear to have given little or no consideration to. | respectfully ask that these sites are removed from the
Local Plan. They should never have been included as they are completely unsuitable for numerous reasons.
As this portal is difficult to use and | have struggled to attach the photo evidence of flooding that | have
mentioned, | will be also emailing my objection with photos attached.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?:

Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:
Remove sites from local plan and leave as greenbelt

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link: http://calderdale-consult.objective.co.uk/file/5610060 ; http://calderdale-
consult.objective.co.uk/file/5610062 ; http://calderdale-
consult.objective.co.uk/file/5610065 ; http://calderdale-
consult.objective.co.uk/file/5632241 ; http://calderdale-consult.o
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Comment ID HRU727 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952

Person ID: 959779 Name: Mr Stephen Cunningham Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:
Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

The revised Calderdale Plan was drawn up between 2016-18 and is no longer fit for purpose. The UK has
just seen its biggest change in 47 year as we have now left the EU. The plan was based on housing
requirements that supported the economic growth plan. The plans are not current and not compliant.
Economic growth should be called for review

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

My objection to the proposed planning application is referenced where possible using sections of the
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) the relevant paragraphs are referenced in brackets Negative
impact on the Green Belt The proposed development represents a disproportionate amount of new
development in Greetland. It will lead to urban sprawl (NPPF 134a); it also encroaches on important green
space (134c), removes natural habitat (174a) and takes away an integral part of the wildlife corridor (170d).
The Government supposedly attaches great importance to the Green Belt (133). The aim of Green Belt
policy is to keep the land permanently open for the benefit, enjoyment and wellbeing of people. It also
exists to support biodiversity and enhance the local landscape and visual amenity (141). If the proposed
application ; along with other similar proposals - is passed we lose the Green Belt forever. This should only
happen in exceptional circumstances (136). What are these exceptional circumstances? This proposal
would be harmful to the Greenbelt so should not be approved (143). | have lived in Greetland for many
years and seen large areas of green space lost to infilling. The demolition of older properties to
accommodate new housing developments has led to the loss of trees, wildlife habitat and buildings of
historical interest. We have also lost moorland; large gardens have been built on, even graveyards and
recreational space has been developed. The argument for this infilling from Calderdale Council has always
been that unless we accept it we will lose the greenbelt! Now that there is no place left to infill they want
to start taking away the greenbelt. If we carry on like this Greetland will lose all its green space and
biodiversity. The function of the Calderdale Council Planning Department is to facilitate sustainable
development that make a positive contribution to the local environment (144). It is NOT the role of the
Council to make unacceptable sites within the Green Belt available to meet their housing targets. Flooding
The proposed development will only add to our current climate change problems. This is already in the
balance. On Sunday 9 th February | parked next to the Black Brook in West Vale to buy groceries. The water
line was close to bursting. | then walked towards the rugby club on Stainland Road where the river Calder
had overflowed into the nearby fields. The football pitches and rugby club were under several feet of
water. Buildings and cars were completely submerged, roads barely passable. | also discovered later that a
large shipping container used to store equipment at the rugby club had been washed down river and had
collided with Elland Bridge ; only recently re-opened in 2016 after previous collision damage during a flood.
How can Calderdale Council declare a 'Climate emergency' then allow this development to proceed? The
loss of flood plain and increase in run-off water from the proposed developments will only increase the
likelihood of such devastation and further reduce local resilience to climate change (155, 156, 157). It will
not only increase the flood risk in West Vale and Elland (163) but other areas along the Calder.
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Infrastructure The development ; in conjunction with others ; will place a great strain on local services. Will
new schools be built? How will the road network cope? The sewage and drainage systems are already at
full stretch. Will there be new Health surgeries and Dental practices built into the proposals? This isn't
acceptable to the local community (124) and it will not improve the character or function of the local area
(130). Traffic impacts, congestion and air pollution Congestion at the junction of Sadleworth and Stainland
Roads ; often backed up as far as Greetland Infants - is already unacceptable. At present it can take 20
minutes to get through the junction at peak times. Adding all the extra commuter traffic from the
proposed development will increase congestion and the levels of harmful greenhouse gasses - nitrous
oxide, carbon dioxide etc. This will have a detrimental affect on the health of local people particularly
children at the school. The NPPF supports a low carbon future that helps to reduce greenhouse gasses and
minimises flood risk (148, 149, 150a,b) not increase them. The proposed development is not sustainable in
NPPF terms. It actually goes against many key criteria set out in the NPPF. When the harm identifiers are
considered the proposals is not even close to being sustainable. | don't think Calderdale Council could
actually have got it more wrong ; and they talk about a Climate Emergency! Not for the first time | watched
this Climate Emergency play out in front of my own eyes last week; flooded roads, rivers bursting their
banks, cars under water, homes and businesses completely destroyed ; real people devastated. It's easy for
Calderdale Council to stand up and say anything - | think the time has come for them to stop talking and
start taking some positive action to help local people and their communities.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No
Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:

The revised Calderdale Plan was drawn up between 2016-18 and is no longer fit for purpose. The UK has
just seen its biggest change in 47 year as we have now left the EU. The plan was based on housing
requirements that supported the economic growth plan. The plans are not current and not compliant.
Economic growth should be called for review and a new plan developed in line with these changes.

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU731 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1116556 Name: Mr Roger Nichols Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No
Legal Compliance Reason:
Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

This is just one of the planning applications to develop the green belt space alongside Saddleworth Road
between Greetland and Barkisland. There is absolutely no acceptable reason to build on protected green
belt land when there is so much brownfield land available to use, not only in West Vale but in the whole of
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the Halifax/Calderdale area. Obviously the site of the demolished mill in West Vale needs development and
could provide many apartments/houses and, in the process, would not destroy or impact on the green belt
land. By destroying the green belt, the proposed development would take away essential green space
which is available for residents to enjoy but would also take away vital habitat for the multiple species of
wildlife. The area is also subject to flooding and following periods of storms and heavy rain the water flows
down from Norland Moor, running through the local roads and gardens and f loods sites lower down the
valley . As a result of global warming we are experiencing far more storms and periods of heavy rain and
hence increased flooding in the fields. Local residents are also concerned with regard to access to facilities
in the area which will be under increased pressur. The schools are full as are the doctors and dentists and,
as a result, it can be difficult enough to get an appointment within a reasonable time at our local medical
center already without even more people needing to be accommodated. There is also major concern
regarding the huge increase in traffic flow which would be created by the massive amount of new housing.
Obviously each house will have a minimum of one car or two cars and this huge increase will aggravate the
already very difficult congestion at the traffic lights in West Vale. There are serious concerns regarding the
increase of air pollution which will occur. The slow moving traffic and idling engines of both cars and heavy
lorries is already creating so much air pollution and hence a major health problem. Finally, we would
guestion the demand for more housing on such a large scale in Calderdale. As far as we are aware there is
not massive unemployment or huge numbers of homeless families in the area so why do we need such an
incredible increase in housing provision?If the idea is to create dormitory areas for people who work in
Leeds or Manchester this is particularly impractical as the M62 is already jammed and congested at rush
hours; in addition, the train service through the Calder Valley is desperately poor and inefficient as has
been highlighted recently in the national media.lf there is a demonstrated demand for more housing it
should be allocated fairly round the whole of Calderdale not concentrated in one particular area using up
precious green belt, and should be using ONLY THE BROWNFIELD SITES.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No
Duty to Co-operate Reason:
Suggested Modifications:

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU750 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 958865 Name: Mr Andrew Jones Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?:

Legal Compliance Reason:

Although | do not consider myself whether or not this is legally compliant it does seem that the rules
regarding planning have not been adhered to with regard to cooperation/consulting, as | do not know of
anyone locally who has received information or contact from the council regarding the removal of this land
from greenbelt. Everything has been found out via facebook or word of mouth. Also, my understanding of
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the planning framework is that it states that sites to be removed from greenbelt should only be done so in
exceptional circumstances. In my opinion in this case there are NO EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES.

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

Wildlife - This land which is currently under greenbelt is home to many different species of wildlife. In this
plot | have seen foxes, rabbits, birds of prey such as kestrels and bats (now a protected species). | have also
heard the sounds of woodpeckers and owls nearby. In the adjacent woods there are also deer. By building
on this land it will remove the natural habitat of these animals and they will suffer. Recreation - All of the
wildlife above is part of what many people (myself include) enjoy about walking for pleasure and relaxation
around our beautiful countryside. If this land is taken out of greenbelt and developed that enjoyment will
be gone for good. Flooding - Although it seems from the plan that the areas within this plot are not directly
on the flood plain all of these fields locally have natural water courses and springs running through them
which could cause flooding to any new development. These now green fields act as a slow filtration
system, soaking the water up in times of heavy rain and then releasing it gradually into the fields and flood
plains below. If these fields were to be built on then there would be instant run off of the water directly
onto the flood plains. The residents of the lower parts of Greetland and West Vale have recently narrowly
avoided their properties flooding. | feel building in this land would increase their risk. Traffic - The
developments which are being proposed along Saddleworth Road (which this plot is a major part of)
suggests a total of 600 houses to be built. Most households nowadays own a minimum of 2 cars. This
means an extra 1200 cars will be using Saddleworth Road. The junction of this road with Stainland Road is
already unable to cope with the amount of traffic at peak times. With the proximity of the buildings to the
road there is no room for road widening, extra lanes, etc. | myself have witnessed many near misses at the
set of traffic lights at this junction caused by frustration of drivers not being able to progress their journey
in reasonable time. in my opinion to add extra traffic to this road would be irresponsible and dangerous.
The extra traffic would also pose an extra road safety risk for the school and the residents of Saddleworth
Road. Pollution - The additional traffic would also create considerable extra pollution for the local people
of the area including pupils at the school and those lower down in West Vale. The extra cars would all
gueue back up the road at crawling pace with engines idling. Not good for air quality or the planet. Urban
sprawl - So many additional houses would massively increase the size of Greetland. The figures only show a
small percentage increase as for some reason Greetland has been banded with Elland and Stainland. This is
ridiculous and is not a true representation of the situation or the area. Services - The local schools are
already at capacity and would struggle to take any more students. The doctors and dentists waiting lists are
already stretched and would become unable to cope. The NPPF states that land should only be removed
from greenbelt in exceptional circumstances and when all other brownfield sites have been used up or
considered. There are other brownfield sites in the area (such as the mill at West Vale which has been
demolished) which should be looked at before considering the greenbelt in question. When | have looked
up other sites which have been considered and rejected, the reasons given for rejection are words such as
'greenbelt’, sloping site', 'flooding and drainage issues', and 'no developer on board'. The only difference |
see to our sites in Greetland is that there is a developer on board/interested. Just because someone is
interested in buying land to build on is NOT exceptional circumstances to take it out of greenbelt.
Developers dont care about wildlife, they just care about making money.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:

As a resident of Greetland | have had no form of contact from the council regarding the considered
development and have not heard of anyone else having had any consultation either. | feel there has been
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no cooperation or consultation through the whole process
Suggested Modifications:
Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU756 Site ref (if applicable):
Person ID: 960048 Name: Mr Gerald Stancliffe Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?:
Legal Compliance Reason:
Do you consider the plan to be Sound?:

Sound Reason:

Four sites are proposed Lp0952 new gate farm / Lp1625 silverdale terrace / Lp0177 ellistones place /
Lp0026. an extra 1200 or more journeys a day will bring chaos, to the already overcrowded roads.
Especially at west vale if there are any roadworks about will be total gridlock,also the infrastructure would
not support any extra residents, the infant and junior school is full so is dentist and doctors, such amount
of traffic will cause cause air pollution to a danger level especially to the elderly and small children at sunny
bank school which is at road level. the proposed build is on mainly flood plain which floods fairly regular,
this green belt corridor is a haven to wildlife and plants, roe deer, fox, herons, malards and other small
mammals visit regular so does hikers dog walkers people walk along the beck side for exercise and admire
the scenery, to loose this green belt site it would be a disaster and would be lost forever. do the right thing

and reject the plan for 600 houses.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?:
Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU761 Site ref (if applicable):
Person ID: 1243285 Name: Mrs Karen Bagley Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:
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Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?:
Legal Compliance Reason:
Do you consider the plan to be Sound?:

Sound Reason:

We are writing to register our objections to the planning proposaloff Saddleworth Road, Greetland The
reasons for objections are widespread but the most critical are as follows: FLOOD PLAIN ; the area
proposed is on a natural flood plain and natural springs flowing down the Greetland hillside culminate at
the proposed site. There is photographic evidence that local houses are subject to flooding already, so any
further building would have a catastrophic effect on flooding in the area and beyond to West Vale and
Elland. (Elland Bridge collapsed in 2015; Park Road in Elland floods every year; Heath Rugby club and
Newbank Garden Centre in West Vale, prone to flooding regularly). There is photographic evidence to
support this from residents as at today's date 9 th February 2020, when the flooding is at it's peak. GREEN
BELT ; this is green belt land and as such, should be protected. Why aren't the council considering all the
'brown field' sites as a priority? This is a wildlife corridor - there are many protected species of animals and
birds in the area, and it is used as a nature walk by all the community. POLLUTION / AIR QUALITY ; The
pollution caused from a further potential 1200 cars on the roads is unimaginable and the health of the
Junior School children would be at a high risk as would the whole community. It is a fact that increased
pollution would seriously affect the health of our children both now and in future generations.
INFRASTRUCTURE - the infrastructure is simply not geared up to cope with 600+ houses in that area, this
would constitute a small 'village' in it's own right! Traffic is already chaotic in West Vale, how could the
area cope with another 1200 cars in the area? Doctor's surgeries are already at capacity and the local
school has no capacity to extend. We appreciate that there has to be a certain percentage of new housing
developments in every village and town but a proposal for 600+ houses in this area is not acceptable on
any level. This would cause catastophic consequences to the area of Greetland and surrounding villages.
This is in addition to a further potential development ; LP1407, which should be taken into consideration
prior to any decisions on LP0026, LP0177, LP0952 and LP1625.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?:
Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU764 Site ref (if applicable):
Person ID: 1243284 Name: Mr Martin Bagley Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?:

Legal Compliance Reason:
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Do you consider the plan to be Sound?:

Sound Reason:

We are writing to register our objections to the planning proposaloff Saddleworth Road, Greetland The
reasons for objections are widespread but the most critical are as follows: FLOOD PLAIN ; the area
proposed is on a natural flood plain and natural springs flowing down the Greetland hillside culminate at
the proposed site. There is photographic evidence that local houses are subject to flooding already, so any
further building would have a catastrophic effect on flooding in the area and beyond to West Vale and
Elland. (Elland Bridge collapsed in 2015; Park Road in Elland floods every year; Heath Rugby club and
Newbank Garden Centre in West Vale, prone to flooding regularly). There is photographic evidence to
support this from residents as at today's date 9 th February 2020, when the flooding is at it's peak. GREEN
BELT ; this is green belt land and as such, should be protected. Why aren't the council considering all the
'brown field' sites as a priority? This is a wildlife corridor - there are many protected species of animals and
birds in the area, and it is used as a nature walk by all the community. POLLUTION / AIR QUALITY ; The
pollution caused from a further potential 1200 cars on the roads is unimaginable and the health of the
Junior School children would be at a high risk as would the whole community. It is a fact that increased
pollution would seriously affect the health of our children both now and in future generations.
INFRASTRUCTURE - the infrastructure is simply not geared up to cope with 600+ houses in that area, this
would constitute a small 'village' in it's own right! Traffic is already chaotic in West Vale, how could the
area cope with another 1200 cars in the area? Doctor's surgeries are already at capacity and the local
school has no capacity to extend. We appreciate that there has to be a certain percentage of new housing
developments in every village and town but a proposal for 600+ houses in this area is not acceptable on
any level. This would cause catastophic consequences to the area of Greetland and surrounding villages.
This is in addition to a further potential development ; LP1407, which should be taken into consideration
prior to any decisions on LP0026, LP0177, LP0952 and LP1625.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?:
Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRU770 Site ref (if applicable):
Person ID: 1239036 Name: Mrs Sarah Williams Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:
No ; environmental and social issues not taken into consideration (see 'sound')

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

1603



Sound Reason:

Flooding ; The area is of high flood risk, it is flooded right now. The brook is a natural defence to the
running water down the valley. Where will this water go and what damage will it cause to the new and
existing housing? Drains and sewers are often overflowing and burst. Wildlife ; This is a well-loved and
used wildlife corridor that residents enjoy regularly. We should be protecting these areas and the wildlife
included. On my route to school my children and | often see deer, herons, pheasants, and a variety of
birds. This is what I, and many residents, love about living in the area and do not want to lose. The area is
used by dog walkers, parents walking their children to school and we have alocal walking group. This areais
vital to our health and wellbeing and our Greenbelt should be protected at all costs. Traffic & Air Pollution ;
The traffic from Greetland into West Vale is already awful, it can take up to twenty minutes just to get
through the traffic lights at the bottom of Saddleworth road after the school run, | cannot imagine the
effect on traffic and infrastructure by adding another 600 households to the area. The smaller roads such
as Sunnybank, Bryan Roydare very narrow with cars parked both sides and are already used as 'through'
roads, often meaning it is dangerous with children crossing and cars trying to pass. | experience this on a
daily basis. The additional cars will also add to the air pollution, the cars, trucks, farm machinery and buses
gueue up Saddleworth road right next to the school and pre-school, exhausting toxic fumes for our
children to breathe.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?: No

Duty to Co-operate Reason:

You have make it extremely difficult and complex to comment on this website ; | have had several system
issues with passwords and the website being down. It is also misleading to list this under 'Elland Planning'
as this is Greetland, not Elland. | do not feel qualified to answer the questions you ask regarding legal
compliance and duty to cooperate, and feel this puts many people off commenting in the first place.
However, he council have a duty of care to take into consideration environmental issues such as flooding,
wildlife/greenbelt preservation, air pollution and climate change.

Suggested Modifications:
Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:

Comment ID HRUS807 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952
Person ID: 1243003 Name: Mr Richard Corney Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:

Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

The Local Plan does not address the implications of the National Planning Policy Framework, especially,
NPPF Para 177 and the associated PPG in the Sustainability of Greenbelt Sites. According to the NPPF Para
143 under 'Proposals affecting the Green Belt' it states that, 'Inappropriate development is, by definition,
harmful to the Green Belt and should not be approved except in very special circumstances.' The very
special circumstances are non existent in this site. This development would definitely contribute to future
flooding in the area. The plans have in no way had any in depth consideration and the impact on the
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infrastructure, environment and community will be devastating. One of the Greetland councillors - Marilyn
Greenwood stated that she was not even told about the Planning Meeting when this plot was added!

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

Points of Objections Air Pollution Flooding Infrastructure Wildlife Traffic Congestion Loss of Public Space

1 Air Pollution The severe increase in traffic (potential for 1200 additional cars which could equate to 2400
journeys each day) down an already congested Saddleworth Road. Already in peak periods the traffic
backs up Saddleworth Road for at least A% mile with engines running! No air quality assessment has been
undertaken in this area so we don't even know the extent of air pollution before the proposed
development. Greetland Academy has the playground for nursery children right at the side of the road ;
goodness knows how the proposed development will impact on these vulnerable, very young children
which goes against the Governments strategy on air quality. 2 Flooding The area concerned floods at least
once a year in varying degrees ; the worst instances have been Boxing Day 2015 and recently 9 th February
2020, the development will have a significant detrimental impact on flooding. The run off into Black Brook
will cause serious downstream effects, for example, the floods of 9 th February saw Greetland Cricket Club,
Heath Rugby Club and Clayhouse Park all under water ; so it is hard to understand how any flood plan
could mitigate against the risk of even more severe flooding in West Vale leading to major issues for all the
businesses and residents. It is impossible to understand how the proposals in the local plan can be in any
way aligned to the recent declaration by Calderdale Council of a climate emergency. These proposals will
inevitably lead to a flooding emergency, probably not what the Council had in mind by its declaration. 3
Infrastucture The development has only one road in and out and all the residents would have to use their
cars as the development is not on a regular bus route ; again going against Government Transport Policy.
Local schools are over subscribed meaning parents will have to use their cars to take children to schools
out of the area. All doctors surgeries are currently full and one is soon to close again impacting on the two
remaining local ones. Other developments in the area have been mainly 3 and 4 bedroom houses (not
affordable housing for local people). This type of housing attracts commuters who typically work in Leeds
or Manchester and will therefore have to travel to the motorway via West Vale or Ripponden neither
which can cope with traffic as it is today! 4 Wildlife The local wildlife will be decimated by any further
development particularly birdlife such as Herons, Kestrels, Kingfishers which are seen very regularly flying
around the area. 5 Traffic Congestion It is already extremely difficult to pass through the traffic lights at
West Vale and the development will only add to the congestion both in West Vale and also Ripponden. 6
Loss of Public Space The area concerned is a very valuable green space for people of all ages to enjoy daily
and is extremely popular with walkers, runners, etc.It is a really tranquil spot where people can get away
from the stresses of life. It is also within walking distance of the local community and therefore people do
not have to drive to enjoy the countryside.

Do you consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?:
Duty to Co-operate Reason:

Suggested Modifications:

Comments:

Additional Evidence Link:
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Comment ID HRUS811 Site ref (if applicable): LP0952

Person ID: 1243147 Name: Mrs Sue Corney Organisation:
Agent ID: Name: Organisation:
Do you consider the plan to be Legally Compliant?: No

Legal Compliance Reason:

The Local Plan does not address the implications of the National Planning Policy Framework, especially,
NPPF Para 177 and the associated PPG in the Sustainability of Greenbelt Sites. According to the NPPF Para
143 under 'Proposals affecting the Green Belt' it states that, 'Inappropriate development is, by definition,
harmful to the Green Belt and should not be approved except in very special circumstances.' The very
special circumstances are non existent in this site. This development would definitely contribute to future
flooding in the area. The plans have in no way had any in depth consideration and the impact on the
infrastructure, environment and community will be devastating. One of the Greetland councillors - Marilyn
Greenwood stated that she was not even told about the Planning Meeting when this plot was added!

Do you consider the plan to be Sound?: No

Sound Reason:

Points of Objections Air Pollution Flooding Infrastructure Wildlife Traffic Congestion Loss of Public Space

1 Air Pollution The severe increase in traffic (potential for 1200 additional cars which could equate to 2400