Hampsthwaite Parish Council

Commentary on the HBC Consultation Statement
1.0 Introduction

Quotes:

· “1.1 The planning system requires Local Planning Authorities to involve the wider community including stakeholders at an early stage in preparing Local Plans in order to achieve local ownership of and legitimacy for its policies and proposals"

· “1.3 work done under the previous Regulations is still valid" 

· “7.8 RL3036 Hampsthwaite Preferred Option - Sufficient flexibility in meeting the dwelling requirement for the villages and countryside at the preferred options stage to mean that the boundary of this site could be amended to reduce the site size in response to concerns raised that the scale of proposed growth"

Commentary:
1. In 2010 Hampsthwaite Parish Council represented residents’ overwhelming opposition to the proposal to build 100 dwellings on Land South of Brookfield (RL3036)

2. RL3036 (comprising RL1141 and RL1141(1)) included the current RL3036(1) plus other land parcels to the south east (i.e. mainly comprising RL2061)

3. In the face of strong local opposition HBC indicate they have reduced the number of houses proposed BUT they have done this by singling out the most contentious site and proposing to build only on that site – this is a disingenuous and cynical manoeuvre on the part of HBC

4. RL3036(1) is the most contentious because access to it requires all cars to be funnelled through an existing poor junction between Brookfield and Hollins Lane, then can only access the site after driving through what are effectively ‘play streets’ on the residential Brookfield estate

5. HBC’s continued insistence to include RL1141against strong local opposition paves the way for development too far up the contours to the south to the detriment of the distinctive character of Hampsthwaite as a village settlement nestling in the Nidd Valley.

6. The name "Thwaite" comes from the Old Scandinavian word thveit, meaning 'clearing, meadow or paddock'. The proposal to build on the rising landscape to the south of the village will adversely change the skyline, increase light pollution and harm the identity of Hampsthwaite not only physically, but literally.
7. The DPD proposals for development North of Skipton Road (H3021(1)) and Pennypot Lane (H3(1)), in addition to this proposal for development South of Brookfield (RL3036(1)), is likely to result in more housing between Hampsthwaite and Harrogate and will threaten Hampsthwaite’s continued existence as a village community.
8. HBC’s own evidence to the 1990 Appeal by Victor Homes to build 29 homes on this same site which 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.”
9. In 1984, 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".
10. In Hampsthwaite's Village Plan of 2006, some 75% of respondents wanted no further building development: a 56-question survey was distributed to 441 households in the village during May 2006 and 258 questionnaires were returned. This was a 59% response rate, demonstrating a high level of interest in the survey – see http://archive.hampsthwaite.org.uk/ParishPlan/HampsthwaiteVillagePlan.pdf 
11. This overwhelming opposition was repeated in November 2011 when a survey was instigated by the Hampsthwaite Parish Council to provide an evidence-base of residents’ opinions following a meeting held in the village Memorial Hall during October 2011. It was clear from the responses that the vast majority of residents are opposed to any further housing development in the village and, of those willing to accept a compromise position, a maximum of 20 new homes was indicated by most respondents – see http://www.hampsthwaite.org.uk/get.html?_Action=GetFile&_Key=Data5811&_Id=582&_Wizard=0&_DontCache=1370588692&TinyMCE=1
8.0 Conclusion

Quote:

8.1 "The Council considers that it has carried out comprehensive consultation exercises . . . "

Commentary:
1. But HBC has ignored not only the views of residents expressed consistently over the past 30 years or more and has contradicted its own previous statements with regard to this site made in 1984, 1990.
2. The claim by HBC that they have responded by reducing in the number of houses proposed is cynical and disingenuous because it misses the key point that it is this particular site which attracts most opposition because of its accessibility, its rising landscape and its projection towards other planned developments out from Harrogate 
