Local Development Framework Core Strategy: Preferred Options 
Feedback Form 

We are keen to hear your views on this document and welcome all feedback. If you wish to make comments, please complete and return this form by Friday 21st July 2006. 

E-mail: research@kirklees.gov.uk

Write to:Kirklees Talkback

Fax: 01484 221613



FREEPOST HF2759







Corporate Development Unit







Kirklees Council







Civic Centre 3







Huddersfield HD1 2EY 

The form asks for your name and address: 

• If you provide your name and address: we will add you to our list of people who we will keep informed about progress with the LDF (Your details will not be passed to any other organisation). Your comments will be available for public viewing and will appear on the Council's website. 

• If you do not provide your name and address: your comments will be treated as confidential and will not be available for public viewing. However, we will not be able to add you to our list of people who we will keep informed about progress with the LDF. This means that you will not be directly informed of future consultation opportunities, but these will be publicised through the media. 

PART A: YOUR DETAILS 

Personal Details 




Agent Details (if applicable) 
	Title
	Miss
	N/A

	First Name
	Gina
	

	Last Name
	Bourne
	

	Job Title
	Regional Planner
	

	Organisation
	Home Builders Federation
	

	Address
	Brookland Court

Tunstall Road

Leeds
	

	Postcode
	LS11 5HL
	

	Tel
	0113 272 7573
	

	Email
	Gina.bourne@hbf.co.uk
	


PART B: SPATIAL OPTION FOR THE CORE STRATEGY:

This section relates to the five spatial options described in section four of the document. If you require additional space for comments please continue on a separate page and attach to this form, with you name and the question number clearly marked.
1. Please tell us what you like or dislike about each of the five spatial options:

	Option
	Like
	Dislike



	A
	· Follows national policy for the location of housing growth.

· More even distribution of housing growth.

· This option would fit best with the need for affordable housing.
	· Dominated by brownfield urban capacity. A more balanced brownfield and greenfield approach is needed that should be developed based on robust evidence from a Housing Market Assessment.

	B
	· More even distribution of housing growth.

· No significant Green Belt changes proposed.


	· Dominated by brownfield urban capacity. A more balanced brownfield and greenfield approach is needed that should be developed based on robust evidence from a Housing Market Assessment.

	C
	· Involves a more balanced brownfield and greenfield approach.


	· Substantial Green Belt release is proposed and justification of this will need to be evidence based.

· The potential limited release of land so that housing growth did not exceed the planned contribution the area needed to make to the total Kirklees requirement.

	D
	· Involves a more balanced brownfield and greenfield approach.


	· The potential limited release of land so that housing growth did not exceed the planned contribution the area needed to make to the total Kirklees requirement.

	E
	· Involves a more balanced brownfield and greenfield approach.


	· The potential limited release of land so that housing growth did not exceed the planned contribution the area needed to make to the total Kirklees requirement.


2. If applicable, please tell us how you would like us to improve on the five spatial options:

	Option
	Suggested Improvements

	A
	Not to follow sequential approach. 

Less prescriptive.



	B
	It must be established that North Kirklees is the area of greatest demand and need through the conclusions of a robust Housing Market Assessment.



	C
	Substantial Green Belt release needs to be justified on the basis of robust evidence.



	D
	It must be established that North Kirklees is the area of greatest demand and need through the conclusions of a robust Housing Market Assessment.

Substantial Green Belt release needs to be justified on the basis of robust evidence.



	E
	This option would lead to unsustainable transport and commuter patterns.




3. Can you suggest an alternative option that would be preferable to the five we set out in options A-E? (Please tick one box only)

	Yes
	(
	No
	


(If yes, please write in below)

(if no, please go to part c)

	It is important to ensure that a more intelligent-led approach to housing provision and distribution is adopted. Locating the right number and types of housing in the right location we believe is key to minimising travel.  It is important that any option aligns well with the Leeds City Region and Northern Way thinking.




Why do you think we should adopt your suggestion instead of the five we have set out in options A-E?

	The principle of what is suggested should be incorporated into whichever option is chosen as the preferred one.




PART C: CORE POLICIES

This section relates to the core policies set out in section five of the document. If you require additional space for comments please continue on a separate page and attach to this form, with you name and the policy and question clearly marked.

If you would like to comment on more policies than we have provided space for, please copy this sheet and attach to this form.

	Policy number:
	H1

	Page Number:
	

	I support*
	

	I oppose*
	(


*Tick one of the other

	C1. Why do you support or oppose the policy?

We object to this policy on the basis that it reflects the overall housing numbers of housing provision in the draft RSS, which the HBF has objected to on the grounds that they are too low. Figures for Kirklees specifically are too low for economic reasons.




	C2 How would you like the policy to change, if at all?

HBF consider it would be more appropriate to plan for an increase in the average local rate of housing development, above past rates. This option would depend on an increased allocation in the RSS compared with figures in the submitted draft.



	Policy number:
	H2

	Page Number:
	

	I support*
	

	I oppose*
	(


*Tick one of the other

	C1. Why do you support or oppose the policy?

Whilst we recognise the need to regenerate areas to provide sustainable communities with decent homes, we consider the best approach to take would be one of allowing a balance between renewing regeneration areas as well as building upon the success of popular, growing areas. We do not consider restraining growth outside regeneration areas is the correct approach to take.  




	C2 How would you like the policy to change, if at all?

It is important that any Core Strategy policies ensure there is a balanced approach.




	Policy number:
	H3

	Page Number:
	

	I support*
	

	I oppose*
	(


*Tick one of the other

	C1. Why do you support or oppose the policy?

The reference to the draft RSS affordable housing requuirement should be removed. 

The minimum threshold suggested of 15 dwellings (or 0.5 hectares) is in accordance with national Government guidance. The reference to a lower threshold being suitable where evidence of local circumstances suppoorts a different approach is supported. This allows flexibility to take into account local circumstances.




	C2 How would you like the policy to change, if at all?

It is considered more approriate to set affordable housing targets at a local level and a Housing Market Assessment should be carried out to gather evidence on the level of affordable housing need at a District level.




	Policy number:
	H4

	Page Number:
	

	I support*
	(

	I oppose*
	


*Tick one of the other

	C1. Why do you support or oppose the policy?

The policy objective should be to create mixed and balanced communities. That means providing a range of house types to meet the full range of housing need and demand. The delivery of a mix of housing types should be based on intelligent led housing market assessment information whereby the mix of housing reflects the need and demand of the particular area.  The preparation of a Housing Market Assessment should be carried out with the involvement of house builders from the beginning.

A flexible and pragmatic approach to delivering a mix of houses is required. This type of policy needs to be applied on a site-by-site basis that is able to relate information of an appropriate housing mix to a sites immediate surroundings.  It is considered that this policy is appropriate, as it does not set prescriptive requirements for house size, type and tenure. 




	C2 How would you like the policy to change, if at all?




	Policy number:
	EN2

	Page Number:
	

	I support*
	

	I oppose*
	(


*Tick one of the other

	C1. Why do you support or oppose the policy?

Paragraph 1.8 of PPS12 makes it clear that planning policies should not seek to duplicate or cut across matters more appropriately within the scope of other legislative regimes. Energy efficiency in building use and construction is the responsibility of the building regulations Part L. The result of a recent review of these regulations is that all new homes built after April 2006 will be 40% more energy efficient than new homes built in 2002. That is a massive and extremely rapid improvement in performance and new homes are now many tens of times more energy efficient than the existing stock. There must come a point at which, if we are to make real efficiency gains, more attention is given to existing stock, rather than constantly going for the easy option of further restrictions on new building. These requirements are making new homes ever more expensive at a time when affordability is a serious concern and also at a time when these features are still not wanted by consumers.




	C2 How would you like the policy to change, if at all?

The requirement to provide at least 10% of the energy to be used in new development to come from renewable energy sources should either be removed or the % increased, as it is unworkable.




PART D: OTHER COMMENTS

This section relates to all aspects of the document that you would like to comment on. If you require additional space for comments please continue on a separate page and attach to this form, with you name, the policy/paragraph number and the page number clearly marked.

	Policy/paragraph number:
	

	Page Number:
	

	Chapter Number:
	


	Comment




	Policy/paragraph number:
	

	Page Number:
	

	Chapter Number:
	


	Comment




Completed forms must be received by email, paper copy or fax at the addressed or number shown on page one of this form no later than 4.45 pm on Friday 21st July 2006.
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