
 

 

From: Eleanor Kennett [mailto:]  

Sent: 05 April 2011 17:28 
To: Development Plans 

Subject: Land Allocation Public Consultation 

For the attention of Mr D Hudson  

Development Strategy Manager  

South Lakeland District Council 

South Lakeland House 

Lowther Street  

Kendal LA9 4DL 

Dear Sir 

You have asked members of the local communities to comment upon the on 
possible sites for housing and employment and other community needs across 
the District (outside the National Parks) up to 2025. 

Before I make my comments on my local community, I wondered if it would be 
possible for you to answer a couple of simple question for me? 

According to SLDC’s web-site document Land Allocations Consultation, dated 26 
November 2010, you state that "housing and employment and other community 
needs across the District (outside the National Parks) up to 2025"…"means 
building 400 homes each year between 2003 and 2025 as well as 60 ha of 
employment land including industrial sites and business/science parks in Kendal 
and Ulverston."  

This means building 8,800 houses, which, because of the average wage in the 
SLDC work catchment area, probably means needing to find nearly 18,000 jobs 
so that the buyers, occupiers of said houses can afford to buy them whether they 
are "affordable" or not. 

My first question is, therefore, how many of the people who will be living in the 
proposed houses will have to find employment outside the SLDC work catchment 
area?  

And the second is, that if they have to find work outside the SLDC catchment 
area, why does SLDC need to build houses for them? 



Two simple questions, that, I hope, should not be too difficult to answer. 

Now to my local community, Heversham.  

There are at present about 150 houses in the village and SLDC has suggested 
that the community could accommodate a further 99, an increase of 66%, a 
completely disproportionate number for a community that has no shops, no 
medical or dental facilities and only a primary school. 

I believe that one of the sites SLDC has proposed, RN118M had, in 1990, 
planning permission refused for house building on the grounds that "such 
development would represent an incursion into an area of prominent and 
attractive open land which is designated as being of Great Landscape Value". I 
also believe that on appeal the development was rejected by the government’s 
Planning Inspectorate for "it would cause unacceptable harm to the character 
and appearance of its surroundings, in substantial conflict with policies which 
seek to restrict development in the rural area". 

Do SLDC’s records not go back that far? And in the present and probably quite 
long term future economic climate, do SLDC have funds to spare to foot the bill 
for another enquiry? 

Yours faithfully 

Robert A Parker 

 

 


