Hampsthwaite Parish Council

Commentary on the HBC Sustainability Appraisal Report

Appendix 5a(i): Askwith - Hampsthwaite 

RL1141 and RL1141(1) : Land adjacent to Brookfield, Hampsthwaite
SA Objective 1 - Quality housing available to everyone

· Will it make housing available to people in need?

Commentary:

1. There is no proven need for this number of additional houses

2. Currently there are 22 houses for sale in Hampsthwaite (and more are known about locally)
3. Affordable homes have been provided on the St Thomas a’Becket development and most recently, 11 affordable homes were built at Cruet Fold

4. a Housing Needs Survey, conducted by the Rural Housing Trust in March 2006, recommended a local needs housing scheme of 10 to 12 two and three bedroom dwellings. The recently built affordable homes at Cruet Fold have already met this need.

5. HBC’s own projections for the 9 villages in Lower Nidderdale (see Homes for Local People SPD at http://www.harrogate.gov.uk/plan/Pages/HLP-SPD.aspx ), of which Hampsthwaite is just one, predicted in 2011, a future annual need of just 19 homes between them. With Cruet Fold alone, we have already met our fair share of Affordable Homes for the next five years

SA Objective 4 - Vibrant communities which participate in decision making

· Will it reduce the potential for social isolation with particular regard to disadvantaged groups?

Commentary:

1. The community is already vibrant and well-balanced
2. Hampsthwaite is already well served in terms of affordable housing - as described in SA 1

3. The existing footpath across this site is impassable for wheelchairs and pushchairs and does not give direct access to village centre amenities

4. There have been repeated applications to build on the original farm entrance to the site thus blocking any potential wheelchair/pushchair direct access to the village centre amenities.
5. For some 30 years, the overwhelming majority of Hampsthwaite residents have participated by voicing their opposition to any large scale development on this site.

SA Objective 5 - Culture, leisure and recreation activities available to all

· Will it increase availability and accessibility of culture/leisure/recreation activities/venues

Commentary:

1. The site is too sloping, rock strewn and too far from the main village recreation centres to be a sensible option for most sporting activities

SA Objective 6 - Local needs met locally

· Will it ensure that everyone has access to essential services & resources within reasonable non-car based travelling distance?

Commentary:
1. The existing footpath across this site is impassable for wheelchairs and pushchairs and does not give direct access to village centre amenities

2. There have been repeated applications to build on the original farm entrance to the site thus blocking any potential wheelchair/pushchair direct access to the village centre amenities
3. The local bus service is inadequate

SA Objective 8 - Bio-diverse and attractive natural environment

· Will it contribute to local distinctiveness and countryside character?

Commentary:
1. No, quite the opposite. HBC’s own evidence to the 1990 Appeal by Victor Homes to build 29 homes on this same site states: “The Appeal sites are part of the countryside which surrounds Hampsthwaite and which is an important element in the character of the village. By distancing the built-up area of the village from the countryside, the development of the appeal sites will cause harm to the character of the village and its landscape setting.”
2. This danger of ‘creeping urbanisation’ is now intensified because of the DPD proposals for development North of Skipton Road (H3021(1)) and Pennypot Lane (H3(1)), is likely to result in more housing between Hampsthwaite and Harrogate and will threaten Hampsthwaite’s continued existence as a village community.
SA Objective 10 - A transport network which maximises access whilst minimising detrimental impacts

· Will it increase access to key resources and services by means other than the car?

Commentary:
1. The existing footpath across this site is impassable for wheelchairs and pushchairs and does not give direct access to village centre amenities

2. There have been repeated applications to build on the original farm entrance to the site thus blocking any potential wheelchair/pushchair direct access to the village centre amenities
3. The local bus service is inadequate
· Will it increase congestion on the road/rail network?
Commentary:
1. this is one of the least accessible of all the sites considered because:
a. all traffic to this site would have to be funnelled through an existing bad junction between Brookfield and Hollins Lane
b. all traffic (est. 100 extra cars per day each way) would need to access the site by driving through what are effectively residential play streets on the Brookfield Estate
· Will it increase provision of public transport where needed?

Commentary:
1. No - it will increase pressure on an existing poor service thus making it worse
· Will it improve the existing provision of cycleways and footpaths?
Commentary:
1. The existing footpath is completely unsuitable for wheelchair and push chair users and provides no direct access to the village centre.

2. There have been repeated applications to build on the original farm entrance to the site thus blocking any potential wheelchair/pushchair direct access to the village centre amenities
SA Objective 11 - Minimise greenhouse gas emissions and a managed response to climate change?

· Will it reduce the risk of flooding

Commentary:
1. No - the clue is in the name, 'Brookfield'! 

2. The village drainage systems are regularly overwhelmed by excessive rainwater running off this hillside - see http://www.hampsthwaite.org.uk/351  
3. Garden ponds along the southern edge of Brookfield have been deluged to the point that residents were trying to catch their pet fish which had been washed out into the gutters along Brookfield    

SA Objective 13 - Protect and enhance the historic environment

· Will it conserve the character of historic settlements and conservation areas?
Commentary:
1. No - quite the opposite - The Tay Homes Appeal Judgement to develop 65 dwellings on this same site stated “"I have reached the conclusion that there is no clear evidence of an existing Council commitment to this proposal, the relevant planning policies militate against the kind of development proposed, and that the proposal would be detrimental to the character and appearance of the area and general environment of Hampsthwaite" and in response to an application by Victor Homes to build just 29 homes on this site in 1990, HBC stated "In conclusion, I do not consider the scheme even on a reduced scale [29 detached dwellings] overcomes the inspectors conclusions and recommendations [given in 1984]" and as evidence to the subsequent Appeal stated "Neither of the proposals under appeal overcomes the fundamental objections raised by the Council to the development of land between the Brookfield estate and Rowden Lane, these objections were considered in detail at the Inquiry into the 1984 appeal and endorsed by the Inspector in his decision letter".
SA Objective 14 - A quality built environment and efficient land use patterns, that make good use of derelict sites, minimise travel and promote balanced development
· Will it promote the development of communities with accessible services, employment and leisure facilities?

· Will it ensure new developments provide essential services accessible without use of a car and are accessible by public transport

Commentary:
1. No - on the contrary - The existing footpath across this site is impassable for wheelchairs and pushchairs and does not give direct access to village centre amenities
2. There have been repeated applications to build on the original farm entrance to the site thus blocking any potential wheelchair/pushchair direct access to the village centre amenities
3. The local bus service is inadequate
SA Objective 16 - Conditions for business success, economic growth and investment

Commentary:
1. HBC declined to comment on accessibility in SA 14 on the grounds that it would lead to double counting yet the affordable housing argument is repeated 4 times even though HBC's own figures show this would result in a disproportionate amount allocated to Hampsthwaite in the Lower Nidderdale sub-area of 9 villages for 19 per year – see Draft Homes for Local People SPD at http://www.harrogate.gov.uk/plan/Documents/Planning%20Policy/Publication%20Consultation/DS-P-LP_HLP-SPD.pdf 
2. This demonstrates a distinct bias by HBC to build on this site regardless of local opinion and renders the entire Appraisal Statement invalid as an objective exercise
