MP CALLS ON COUNCIL TO REJECT MILL HOMES PLAN
6th June 2006
Aireborough MP Paul Truswell has urged Council planners to reject plans to build 80 homes and offices on a commercial site in Guiseley.

The owners have applied to demolish Springhead Mills, Springfield Road, Guiseley, which is 
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on the edge of the local Conservation Area.

In his letter to Council planners, Mr Truswell says: “The proposed development is totally out of keeping with the character of this part of Guiseley, both in terms of its form and the proposed materials, and would not sit well with the adjoining Conservation Area.  It would represent a substantial overdevelopment of the site and would produce a significant increase in traffic and parking in the immediate area.  Current levels are already a cause of serious concern to residents.
Mr Truswell says the application reinforces his demand for an Action Plan for the area, which   the Council could draw up under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.  He says it is impossible to view major applications totally in isolation, with around 1,100 properties having been agreed or under consideration at sites such as High Royds, Greenwoods, Back Lane, Silver Cross, the former Lavers, and Brook Crompton. 
“I will continue to express disappointment that the Council has not produced an overall plan for Guiseley and the surrounding area that takes into account the characteristics of the area and against which individual planning applications can be assessed,” he says.

“The piecemeal approach taken in recent years has not served Guiseley well – especially when some of the developments had been anticipated years in advance.”  

“I believe that the proposed development would exceed a reasonable estimation of what this neighbourhood should, and is able to, bear in terms of yet more new residential development,” he says.  

Mr Truswell said the existence of a local rail station was continually used as partial justification for agreeing such plans, and for allowing higher densities.  
“This has totally ignored the fact that this increase in residential accommodation has not been accompanied by an increase in capacity,” he said.  “Yet there continues to be increasing pressure on services at peak times. Though rolling stock increases are being sought by Metro and the train operators, these are intended partly to replace old stock and partly to cope with additional demand expected from new stations proposed for the Wharfedale Line. 

“A condition of any permission for this site should include a contribution towards increasing this peak-time capacity, as already suggested by Metro in respect of the Silver Cross site.  
“Bus services are grossly inadequate, and are highly unlikely to provide a public transport alternative to many workers or residents on the new site.  It is essential that the Council enters into a serious discussion with Metro in order to address these issues, as far as is possible, through the planning process.
Mr Truswell also questions the quality of public consultation that took place.
“Given the scale of this proposal, I am concerned at the lack of detailed public consultation prior to the submission of plans,” he says.  “I am aware that an exhibition and a public meeting was held, but very little, if any, account seems to have been taken of the very strong views expressed by the local community.  I would have expected that, for a site of this significance, a more meaningful attempt would have been made to address the concerns of the community.  

“While there is general acceptance of the idea of developing the site, this is accompanied by a prevailing desire that this should be in keeping with the area.  This application fails to achieve that.  There needs to be a serious attempt to consult genuinely with the local community to discuss how this site and others might be developed and how the infrastructure needs supplementing to make such developments feasible.”
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