
Response 

Percent

Response 

Count

98.8% 484

1.2% 6

484

0

Response 

Percent

Response 

Count

26.7% 119 x

10.5% 47

11.2% 50

51.6% 230

263 231 alternate comments

446

40

Number Response Date
Another 

statement
Categories None needed

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:08 PM no new housing x

2 Jul 25, 2013 7:01 PM does not need anymore housing in rawdonx

3 Jul 25, 2013 6:57 PM none needed until infrastructure better

4 Jul 25, 2013 6:53 PM if rawdon needs more housing it should be mixed

5 Jul 25, 2013 6:47 PM I don't believe rawdon should be developed further as it will lose its whole identity as a village!

6 Jul 25, 2013 6:42 PM rawdon needs housing in sensible areas. not on areas that will take away our beautiful countryside

7 Jul 25, 2013 6:26 PM rawdon has sufficient housing to maintain its village feel and to keep separate from Yeadon and horsforth

8 Jul 25, 2013 6:11 PM brown field sites only

9 Jul 25, 2013 6:08 PM needs no further housing x

10 Jul 25, 2013 6:03 PM Rawdon already has a wide variety of housing types

11 Jul 25, 2013 5:55 PM rawdon needs affordable housing. this might be first time buyer ir family but not large luxury housing or detached

12 Jul 25, 2013 5:49 PM rawdon should not be overdeveloped and green areas conserved

13 Jul 25, 2013 5:41 PM I think rawdon has enough developmentx

14 Jul 25, 2013 5:35 PM it is difficult to know what the "need" is - there have recently been huge housing developments in the area - especially guiesleyx

15 Jul 25, 2013 4:56 PM rawdon shouldn't have any more housing, we're full upx

16 Jul 25, 2013 4:53 PM rawdon already has sufficient housingx

17 Jul 25, 2013 4:38 PM why does rawdon need any new housing. additional housing along the A65 will make rush hour unbearablex

18 Jul 25, 2013 3:45 PM no new houses till transport issues resolved

19 Jul 25, 2013 3:42 PM brownfield only

20 Jul 25, 2013 3:39 PM rawdon full x

21 Jul 25, 2013 3:35 PM no further housing x

22 Jul 25, 2013 3:27 PM any development must be kept within reason - bearing in mind not just school places but the pressures on local services ie doctors

23 Jul 25, 2013 3:23 PM we cannot absorb any more traffic which new housing would bring

24 Jul 25, 2013 2:56 PM Rawdon does not need any further development until they sort out kirkstall road not only for public transport but also for cars

25 Jul 25, 2013 2:50 PM a mix of new family housing

26 Jul 25, 2013 2:21 PM There are many houses which have been on the market for a considerable length of time - Fill those don't build morex

27 Jul 25, 2013 2:14 PM In order to maintain Rawdons identity as a village and to limit the level of urban sprawl I feel strongly that development within Rawdon should be limited to small sites

28 Jul 25, 2013 12:22 PM development should be limited - public transport, roads and schools cannot cope with a much bigger population

29 Jul 25, 2013 10:37 AM Little/none? Not aware of any housing shortage in Rawdonx

Yes

skipped question

Rawdon needs family housing

answered question

Another statement (please write below)

Answer Options

Rawdon needs "first time buyer" housing

answered question

Rawdon needs a mix of new housing

1. Are you a resident of Rawdon?

skipped question

2. What are your views on future housing requirements in Rawdon?

Site Allocations June 2013

Another statement

Answer Options

No



30 Jul 25, 2013 10:04 AM The unique character of Rawdon would be adversely affected by any further development

31 Jul 25, 2013 9:35 AM no more housing x

32 Jul 25, 2013 9:33 AM Rawdon already has had a lot of new housing around larkfield dam -  the infrastructure cannot support more

33 Jul 25, 2013 9:24 AM I think that there is adequate housing in Rawdonx

34 Jul 25, 2013 9:23 AM Cottage style retirement housing

35 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM We do not believe that Rawdon needs new housingx

36 Jul 25, 2013 9:13 AM rawdon does not need more housingx

37 Jul 25, 2013 9:08 AM Rawdon "village" doesn't need more housesx

38 Jul 24, 2013 2:46 PM rawdon can only cope with additional housing if the infrastructure is improved ie roads, schools, amenities

39 Jul 24, 2013 2:42 PM rawdon is already busy and over subscribed  - so no it doesn't need it

40 Jul 24, 2013 2:16 PM Rawdon doesn't need any mass new housing. Don't ruin decent areas of Leedsx

41 Jul 24, 2013 2:11 PM rawdon doesn't need more housing - it is already overcrowded, especially in terms of school places and road congestion

42 Jul 24, 2013 2:05 PM greenfield sites should be protected

43 Jul 24, 2013 2:00 PM especially family housing with decent sized plots

44 Jul 24, 2013 1:40 PM leave rawdon as it is x

45 Jul 24, 2013 1:36 PM but it needs to be quality housing

46 Jul 24, 2013 1:35 PM rawdon has sufficient housing x

47 Jul 24, 2013 1:32 PM need to consider the local area though

48 Jul 24, 2013 1:30 PM The infrastructure does not allow more housesx

49 Jul 24, 2013 1:29 PM radwon doesn't need more housesx

50 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM no more houses needed x

51 Jul 24, 2013 1:27 PM rawdon doesn't need any more housesx

52 Jul 24, 2013 1:26 PM should have first time buyer and houses with a special price for those who have lived in the area for all their lives as young people cannot afford this

53 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM no more houses needed x

54 Jul 24, 2013 1:19 PM common sense no more houses neededx

55 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM Rawdon big enough no more houses neededx

56 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM Rawdon has quite enough housingx

57 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM already over congested

58 Jul 24, 2013 1:08 PM Rawdon does not need anymore developmentx

59 Jul 24, 2013 1:07 PM not until infrastructure improves

60 Jul 24, 2013 1:05 PM Smaller retirement housing (not flats) to free up family housing

61 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM first thought - there are already sufficient houses for salex

62 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM no more houses needed x

63 Jul 24, 2013 1:01 PM no more houses needed x

64 Jul 24, 2013 12:59 PM Rawdon needs new housing for over fifties

65 Jul 24, 2013 12:57 PM rawdon has enough housing x

66 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM rawdon is village no more houses needed

67 Jul 24, 2013 12:52 PM no more housing x

68 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM rawdon is full x

69 Jul 24, 2013 12:49 PM no more houses needed x

70 Jul 24, 2013 12:44 PM insufficient infrastructure

71 Jul 24, 2013 12:43 PM rawdon has more than enough x

72 Jul 24, 2013 12:41 PM no more housing x

73 Jul 24, 2013 12:39 PM already adequate housing x

74 Jul 24, 2013 12:37 PM infrastructure projects should be approved first

75 Jul 24, 2013 12:35 PM none x

76 Jul 24, 2013 12:30 PM small bungalows

77 Jul 24, 2013 12:29 PM no obvious need x

78 Jul 24, 2013 12:26 PM has enough housing x

79 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM does rawdon need more housing?x

80 Jul 24, 2013 12:17 PM insufficient infrastructure

81 Jul 24, 2013 11:08 AM Rawdon does not need more housingx

82 Jul 24, 2013 11:02 AM Rawdon does not need any substantial new housing developmentx

83 Jul 24, 2013 10:50 AM Rawdon needs no more housing x

84 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM enough homes to meet demand x

85 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM Rawdon doesn't need any more housingx



86 Jul 24, 2013 10:41 AM unsuitable for housing due to traffic issues

87 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM Rawdon has plenty of houses for salex

88 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM Rawdon needs minimal no of good quality housing to safeguards countryside and preserve village character

89 Jul 24, 2013 10:32 AM Rawdon has more than enough houses and doesn't need any morex

90 Jul 24, 2013 10:27 AM None x

91 Jul 24, 2013 10:06 AM Rawdon infrastructure cannot support significant increases in housing stocks

92 Jul 24, 2013 10:01 AM No new housing x

93 Jul 24, 2013 9:51 AM Rawdon does not need any new houses. However if housing needs to be imposed then all brownfield sites should be used before green sites consideredx

94 Jul 24, 2013 9:46 AM Rawdon does not need any more housing, existing mix sufficient to cater to needsx

95 Jul 24, 2013 9:43 AM I don't see how Rawdon can accommodate more housing without changing the existing dynamicsx

96 Jul 24, 2013 9:36 AM no does not need, congested already

97 Jul 24, 2013 9:31 AM including social housing to be provided by the authority, too many council houses transferred to private ownership

98 Jul 24, 2013 9:30 AM Rawdon has been built up enough. We need to protect our precious greenfield and greenbelt e.g. Billing, Cragg Wood Rawdon Beck and other spots.

99 Jul 24, 2013 9:17 AM Rawdon has enough houses for a small village

100 Jul 24, 2013 9:15 AM No further housing should be allowed to be built there are too many derelict brown sites that should be used

101 Jul 24, 2013 9:12 AM No further houses needed x

102 Jul 24, 2013 9:04 AM Roads are already chaotic. Each new house seems to result in at least 2 more cars adding to traffic congestion.

103 Jul 24, 2013 8:56 AM infrastructure will not support more housing

104 Jul 23, 2013 3:38 PM no more will loose village character

105 Jul 23, 2013 3:36 PM Rawdon is a village and would be ruined with more housing

106 Jul 23, 2013 3:33 PM Rawdon does not need additional housing - would lead to more problems with parking and congestion

107 Jul 23, 2013 3:24 PM maybe some 'first time' otherwise no!

108 Jul 23, 2013 3:17 PM without additional employment oppertunities housing is best sited near south leeds motorway exits

109 Jul 23, 2013 3:13 PM Non high rise flats for young/elderly

110 Jul 23, 2013 1:36 PM Don't need any schools full, keep fields and semi rural feel

111 Jul 23, 2013 1:27 PM only small scale

112 Jul 23, 2013 1:24 PM insufficient infrastructure

113 Jul 23, 2013 1:21 PM no more housing required x

114 Jul 23, 2013 1:16 PM Don't know if Rawdon needs new housing accept there is a general need across the countryx

115 Jul 23, 2013 1:11 PM safeguard the surrounding countryside from further encroachment

116 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM no more housing required x

117 Jul 23, 2013 12:25 PM small developments would put less pressure on local services

118 Jul 23, 2013 12:09 PM no more housing required x

119 Jul 23, 2013 12:07 PM no more housing x

120 Jul 23, 2013 12:04 PM enough housing, too much traffic, keep green belt

121 Jul 23, 2013 12:00 PM Rawdon does not need any further developmentsx

122 Jul 23, 2013 11:20 AM rawdon needs no more housing x

123 Jul 23, 2013 11:18 AM rawdon needs no housing, already lost too much green space, houses for sale not boughtx

124 Jul 23, 2013 11:16 AM how assessed and by whom?

125 Jul 23, 2013 11:14 AM we don't need new housing x

126 Jul 23, 2013 11:09 AM no more housing x

127 Jul 23, 2013 11:02 AM we need housing already here not to be taken by people buying up and renting out at extortionate prices

128 Jul 23, 2013 10:43 AM Rawdon does not need a high level of housingx

129 Jul 23, 2013 10:42 AM Rawdon is a mature village and needs very little development

130 Jul 23, 2013 10:27 AM rawdon has sufficient housing any additional building will spoil the village effect

131 Jul 23, 2013 10:24 AM rawdon does not need more housingx

132 Jul 23, 2013 10:22 AM I don't know if rawdon needs more housing

133 Jul 23, 2013 10:20 AM rawdon needs no more housing x

134 Jul 23, 2013 10:14 AM there is no requirement for further housing in Rawdonx

135 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM no further housing x

136 Jul 23, 2013 9:05 AM most importantly affordable

137 Jul 23, 2013 9:02 AM There are plenty of brownfield sites inner city

138 Jul 23, 2013 8:59 AM Rawdon does not have facilities to accommodate additional housing, and too many properties are being let.

139 Jul 23, 2013 8:54 AM I am not certain rawdon needs further housingx

140 Jul 23, 2013 8:53 AM Roads and schools (people parking round schools to drop off/pick up) could not support even more people moving to Rawdon

141 Jul 23, 2013 8:49 AM sufficient housing already exists x



142 Jul 22, 2013 3:09 PM improve transport infrastructure before anymore houses are built

143 Jul 22, 2013 3:04 PM no future housing requirments

144 Jul 22, 2013 2:51 PM does rawdon need new housing?

145 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM no more houses x

146 Jul 22, 2013 2:42 PM Rawdon needs no more housing, schools, docotrs, dentists, roads and parking cannot cope

147 Jul 22, 2013 2:41 PM Rawdon doesn't need new housingx

148 Jul 22, 2013 2:40 PM Rawdon does not need more housing aireborough already over developed A65 can hardley cope with existing traffic

149 Jul 22, 2013 2:37 PM rawdon is already adequately provided with housingx

150 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM rawdon does not need any new housingx

151 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM no more building x

152 Jul 22, 2013 2:31 PM not required unless more roads built

153 Jul 22, 2013 2:27 PM rawdon does not need anymore housing

154 Jul 22, 2013 2:18 PM An architect told me 50 years ago that there was no suitable building land left in Rawdonx

155 Jul 22, 2013 2:06 PM I am not convinced that Rawdon needs significantly more housing, what about the 350 houses to be built at nearby 'Sandoz'x

156 Jul 22, 2013 1:59 PM No new housing developments should be built in Rawdon, it will spoil the village of Rawdon

157 Jul 22, 2013 1:06 PM but not on green fields

158 Jul 22, 2013 12:58 PM No suitable land - there is more suitable land in Yeadon & Guiseley e.g. brownfield sitesx

159 Jul 22, 2013 12:49 PM rawdon is already congested as it is, it needs no more houses

160 Jul 22, 2013 12:48 PM I am not convinced that Rawdon needs new housingx

161 Jul 22, 2013 12:45 PM Do not really feel any additional housing is requiredx

162 Jul 22, 2013 12:45 PM Does Rawdon need more housing?x

163 Jul 22, 2013 12:44 PM rawdon cannot support any more housing due to infrastructure and schools

164 Jul 22, 2013 12:41 PM Rawdon does not need any type of new housingx

165 Jul 22, 2013 12:39 PM Rawdon only needs small in fill housing

166 Jul 22, 2013 12:36 PM the infrastructure etc just about copes with the number of existing houses

167 Jul 22, 2013 12:35 PM I don't feel that rawdon needs anymore housing, the roads ant deal with any more traffic and the schools are full

168 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM The roads are close to gridlock, schools are full, a lot of houses in all sizes are not selling why build more?

169 Jul 22, 2013 12:32 PM none required, it needs to keep its character

170 Jul 22, 2013 12:29 PM Rawdon is built up enough, if any more houses are built they should use brownfield sites onlyx

171 Jul 22, 2013 12:22 PM Rawdon needs green spaces for families to be outdoors

172 Jul 22, 2013 12:20 PM Not need more housing, lack of infrastructure, schools etc

173 Jul 22, 2013 12:19 PM would like assurances over infrastructure, roads etc to support extra houses

174 Jul 22, 2013 12:16 PM doews rawdon really need new housingx

175 Jul 22, 2013 12:15 PM Rawdon has enough housing x

176 Jul 22, 2013 12:13 PM there is no need for further housing in rawdonx

177 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM Rawdon doesnt need more housingx

178 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM I don't think Rawdon needs any housing at allx

179 Jul 22, 2013 11:59 AM Rawdon is sufficently built up as it is. It already merges with Yeadon on one side and horsforth on the other.x

180 Jul 22, 2013 11:57 AM No new housing in Rawdon without improved infrastructure roads and rail

181 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM Access out of rawdon at peak times is difficult making it unsuitable for further development

182 Jul 22, 2013 11:54 AM Rawdon is big enough x

183 Jul 22, 2013 11:53 AM Does not need more housing x

184 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM needs no further housing x

185 Jul 22, 2013 11:49 AM rawdon annot sustain any further housing developementx

186 Jul 22, 2013 11:47 AM rawdon does not need new housingx

187 Jul 22, 2013 11:45 AM All three

188 Jul 22, 2013 11:35 AM Rawdon doesn't need any new housesx

189 Jul 22, 2013 11:33 AM does it need any new houses, it is a village

190 Jul 22, 2013 11:33 AM Rawdon needs high quality, select properties not flats

191 Jul 22, 2013 11:21 AM New to area

192 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM Rawdon doesn't need any new housingx

193 Jul 22, 2013 11:19 AM Rawdon needs no new housing x

194 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM No additional housing is required in Rawdonx

195 Jul 22, 2013 11:11 AM Infrastructure, esp the road network in and around Rawdon cannot support any further development

196 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM Social (low rent) housing for low paid

197 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM None Required x



198 Jul 22, 2013 11:02 AM Excessive traffic congestion on A65 does not warrant more housing

199 Jul 22, 2013 11:01 AM each site to, as far as possible, to provide a sense of community with provision for young singles, families and pensioners

200 Jul 22, 2013 10:58 AM Rawdon does not have the capacity to accommodate additional housingx

201 Jul 22, 2013 10:57 AM no further development - A65 already gridlocked

202 Jul 22, 2013 10:53 AM don't know  - does rawdon need more housingx

203 Jul 22, 2013 10:48 AM Does not need new builiding x

204 Jul 22, 2013 10:44 AM There should only be limited development as there has been a lot in the last 20 years

205 Jul 22, 2013 10:43 AM any new houses should match the size of adjacent houses

206 Jul 22, 2013 10:38 AM rawdon needs family housing

207 Jul 22, 2013 10:38 AM Without knowing how oversubscribed or undersubscribed the Rawdon schools and doctors are I can't answer this

208 Jul 22, 2013 10:37 AM It doesn't need any x

209 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM Rawdon needs no more housing developmentx

210 Jul 22, 2013 10:32 AM Rawdon does not need more housingx

211 Jul 22, 2013 10:30 AM like it as it is x

212 Jul 22, 2013 10:27 AM minimal housing development because road traffic is already congested from major developments in guiesley and menston

213 Jul 22, 2013 10:26 AM Rawdon requires no further housingx

214 Jul 22, 2013 10:25 AM Rawdon does not need huge developmentsx

215 Jul 22, 2013 10:24 AM rawdon needs a mix of new housing

216 Jul 22, 2013 10:23 AM Rawdon doesn't need any more housingx

217 Jul 22, 2013 10:19 AM is there a housing shortage in Rawdon?

218 Jul 22, 2013 10:18 AM Not suitable for building on x

219 Jul 22, 2013 10:14 AM no new housing needed x

220 Jul 22, 2013 10:12 AM New housing will require more amentities (doctors, dentists, schools) which are already stretched

221 Jul 22, 2013 10:09 AM 5-6 bedroom houses for blended or extended families

222 Jul 22, 2013 10:04 AM As the A65 runs through Rawdon, all development recently having been thereon, care must be exercised with future development

223 Jul 22, 2013 10:02 AM Rawdon is not in need of any more housing, although if decided a few new small family housing that does not impact on the area would not be hurtful but it is not necessaryx

224 Jul 22, 2013 9:56 AM Rawdon will lose its identity and become part of the Leeds conurbation if building is not restricted to brownfield sites

225 Jul 22, 2013 9:52 AM We do not want any more housing in the area at all. The main roads are far too congested as it is all ready a nightmare commuting

226 Jul 22, 2013 9:47 AM Rawdon is pretty big now, I don't think housing is required, we want to stay separate from Yeadon and Hortsforthx

227 Jul 22, 2013 9:39 AM Rawdon has plenty of housing suitable for all requirementsx

228 Jul 22, 2013 9:36 AM Rawdon cannot support more housingx

229 Jul 22, 2013 9:31 AM I don't think Rawdon needs more housingx

230 Jul 22, 2013 9:28 AM why do we need more housing, to turn it into another guiseleyx

231 Jul 22, 2013 9:22 AM is there evidence that Rawdon needs new housing?x

232 Jul 22, 2013 9:15 AM Rawdon needs no housing x

233 Jul 22, 2013 8:15 AM I think rawdon has sufficient x

234 Jul 22, 2013 8:11 AM Rawdon doesn't need anymore housingx

235 Jul 22, 2013 8:03 AM Rawdon needs infrastructure first ie no traffic jams  more Doctors and school places before any more building, there are a lot of small houses, just too expensive

236 Jul 22, 2013 7:51 AM we have no room for more housingx

237 Jul 22, 2013 7:44 AM not sure it needs any x

238 Jul 19, 2013 2:36 PM Rawdon is splitting at the seams alreadyx

239 Jul 19, 2013 2:25 PM judging by the number of 'For sale' and 'to let' boards I cannot see why rawdon needs any more housingx

240 Jul 19, 2013 1:55 PM Rawdon is already over populated with regards to schools

241 Jul 19, 2013 1:53 PM Does Rawdon need further housing?x

242 Jul 19, 2013 1:50 PM Rawdon needs no further housing x

243 Jul 19, 2013 1:47 PM Local infrastructure to be improved first

244 Jul 19, 2013 1:29 PM Rawdon needs no MORE housing, local amenities already over stretched

245 Jul 18, 2013 4:06 PM Rawdon does not need large housing developementsx

246 Jul 18, 2013 3:56 PM no housing - no infrastructure to support it

247 Jul 18, 2013 3:53 PM the infrastructure is not there to support new houses

248 Jul 18, 2013 3:49 PM Rawdon doesn't need any new housingx

249 Jul 18, 2013 3:45 PM traffic congestion and poor transport links mean that future housing in Rawdon is not desirable

250 Jul 18, 2013 3:36 PM None Required - full up x

251 Jul 18, 2013 11:07 AM we don't need more housing in this area. The infrastructure won't support it

252 Jul 12, 2013 8:40 AM rawdon does not need any more housing!x

253 Jul 11, 2013 9:45 AM no new housing - maintain green spaces



254 Jul 11, 2013 9:39 AM Does Rawdon really need any new housingx

255 Jul 11, 2013 9:08 AM no more housing x

256 Jul 9, 2013 8:17 PM The local infrastructure is at breaking point and cannot service any significant additional development. The A65 cannot cope with further traffic. It is over capacity and has been for several years. Further access onto the A65 will only exacerbate the existing problems. Schools and essentials services are stretched. Any future development should be limited to small sites within the confines of existing development.

257 Jul 9, 2013 4:48 PM Rawdon does not "need" new housing, though this may be forced on us.x

258 Jul 8, 2013 8:49 PM Small scale quality family housing

259 Jul 2, 2013 7:18 PM Rawdon is fully developed and needs no new housing.  It does not have the infrastructure to support it.

260 Jul 2, 2013 3:15 PM Rawdon does NOT need more housing. There is not the infrastructure to support this. The roads are gridlocked at peak times as it is, and schools and nurseries already full. The train network is relatively poor with poor parking facilities. Overpopulating an area may generate more council tax etc, but this is a short sighted approach as the area inevitably becomes a less attractive place to live. Instead of never ending "growth" we should look to limit population and live within our finite resources countrywide.

261 Jun 27, 2013 10:32 AM Rawdon doesnt need any more housing.x

262 Jun 24, 2013 5:14 PM Rawdon is built up enough, no housing should be builtx

263 Jun 22, 2013 8:32 PM Rawdon is a beautiful village and building on the few remaining green and brown sites would spoil it and make it just another overcrowded village

139

Response 

Percent

Response 

Count

2.7% 12

54.8% 246

10.9% 49

31.6% 142 131 alternate comments

162

449

37

Number Response Date
Another 

statement
Categories none

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:08 PM no sites unless replacing an existing dwellings

2 Jul 25, 2013 7:03 PM with appropriate spacing, not crammed in

3 Jul 25, 2013 7:01 PM as above

4 Jul 25, 2013 6:47 PM if housing HAS to be built, on small brownfield sites only

5 Jul 25, 2013 6:42 PM we need to keep our village feeling

6 Jul 25, 2013 6:11 PM as above

7 Jul 25, 2013 6:08 PM none x

8 Jul 25, 2013 5:41 PM none x

9 Jul 25, 2013 4:56 PM none x

10 Jul 25, 2013 4:53 PM small sites on brownfield sites only

11 Jul 25, 2013 4:38 PM do not support new housing development in rawdonx

12 Jul 25, 2013 3:45 PM small sites not spoiling countryside preferably brownfields

13 Jul 25, 2013 3:42 PM on brownfield

14 Jul 25, 2013 3:39 PM small and few

15 Jul 25, 2013 2:56 PM no development x

16 Jul 25, 2013 2:21 PM This is irrelevant it should be related to the number of new homes that the community and infrastructure can sustainx

17 Jul 25, 2013 1:39 PM only where access is in existence already

18 Jul 25, 2013 10:04 AM Only brownfield sites

19 Jul 25, 2013 9:33 AM under duress if we have anything it should be small scale to retain the nature of the village

20 Jul 25, 2013 9:27 AM brownfield sites wherever possible

21 Jul 25, 2013 9:24 AM none x

22 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM see above

23 Jul 25, 2013 9:08 AM Keep Rawdon a village

24 Jul 24, 2013 2:42 PM none x

25 Jul 24, 2013 2:05 PM as above

26 Jul 24, 2013 1:40 PM small brownfield only

27 Jul 24, 2013 1:35 PM prioritise the preservation of greenbelt land over new houses in rawdon

28 Jul 24, 2013 1:30 PM brownfield

29 Jul 24, 2013 1:29 PM don't think it should x

30 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM no more houses needed infrastructure can't copex

Another statement (please write below)

3. What size of sites do you think any housing should be built on?

A mix of large and small sites

A few larger sites

skipped question

answered question

Only small sites

Answer Options

Another statement



31 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM no more houses needed x

32 Jul 24, 2013 1:19 PM no more houses needed x

33 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM no more houses needed x

34 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM if the land is greenbelt it should be preserved as such with NO housingx

35 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM no more houses needed x

36 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM none x

37 Jul 24, 2013 1:01 PM none x

38 Jul 24, 2013 1:00 PM brown sites

39 Jul 24, 2013 12:57 PM only small brownfield sites, not carving up fields and green areas

40 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM no more houses needed x

41 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM rawdon is full x

42 Jul 24, 2013 12:44 PM none x

43 Jul 24, 2013 12:39 PM no more housing x

44 Jul 24, 2013 12:37 PM brown sites

45 Jul 24, 2013 12:29 PM only small

46 Jul 24, 2013 12:26 PM sites that need redeveloping regardless of size

47 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM spaces should be left free

48 Jul 24, 2013 12:17 PM none, but if they have to build small sites onlyx

49 Jul 24, 2013 11:02 AM provided there is no greenbelt/field destruction

50 Jul 24, 2013 10:50 AM None Rawdon is already overbuilt x

51 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM enough homes to meet demand x

52 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM No sites x

53 Jul 24, 2013 10:41 AM area not suitable x

54 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM none x

55 Jul 24, 2013 10:27 AM None x

56 Jul 24, 2013 10:09 AM Land that already has a building on it

57 Jul 24, 2013 9:46 AM very very small

58 Jul 24, 2013 9:31 AM brownfield with assessment for impact to infrastructure/environment/road access

59 Jul 24, 2013 9:15 AM Derelict lands only

60 Jul 24, 2013 9:12 AM No further houses needed x

61 Jul 24, 2013 9:04 AM extremely limited building to avoid damage to the environment

62 Jul 23, 2013 3:33 PM none x

63 Jul 23, 2013 3:24 PM none keep rawdon green

64 Jul 23, 2013 1:36 PM none x

65 Jul 23, 2013 1:24 PM only demolition of unsuitable sites and rebuilds should be considered

66 Jul 23, 2013 1:21 PM no more housing required x

67 Jul 23, 2013 1:11 PM none to prevent neighbouring villages mergingx

68 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM no more housing required x

69 Jul 23, 2013 12:07 PM no more housing x

70 Jul 23, 2013 12:04 PM brown filed protect green belt

71 Jul 23, 2013 12:00 PM If at all x

72 Jul 23, 2013 11:20 AM not sure what is meant by large or small

73 Jul 23, 2013 11:18 AM no sites at all x

74 Jul 23, 2013 11:14 AM size is not the issue, location is what I'm worried about

75 Jul 23, 2013 11:02 AM development of small sites only that fit in area large scale developments are not supported by infrastructure

76 Jul 23, 2013 10:48 AM whats small, whats large

77 Jul 23, 2013 10:42 AM a65/ring road must be improved before any more houses are built

78 Jul 23, 2013 10:27 AM none of the proposed sites x

79 Jul 23, 2013 10:24 AM rawdon is a village not a town

80 Jul 23, 2013 10:20 AM no more sites x

81 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM no further housing x

82 Jul 23, 2013 9:02 AM local infrastructure can't cope with more houses

83 Jul 23, 2013 8:59 AM There should be a freeze until facilities (ie doctors, dentists, schools) can cope

84 Jul 23, 2013 8:54 AM again - not sure rawdon needs any further housesx

85 Jul 23, 2013 8:53 AM None the roads are congested as it isx

86 Jul 22, 2013 3:18 PM brownfield sites



87 Jul 22, 2013 3:04 PM none x

88 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM none x

89 Jul 22, 2013 2:42 PM n/a but as small as possible x

90 Jul 22, 2013 2:37 PM none in rawdon x

91 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM none x

92 Jul 22, 2013 2:31 PM not required unless more roads builtx

93 Jul 22, 2013 2:27 PM n/a x

94 Jul 22, 2013 1:59 PM None x

95 Jul 22, 2013 12:58 PM No suitable land - there is more suitable land in Yeadon & Guiseley e.g. brownfield sitesx

96 Jul 22, 2013 12:49 PM maximum of 2 houses on any of the 9 sites proposed

97 Jul 22, 2013 12:48 PM if deemed necessary x

98 Jul 22, 2013 12:45 PM if at all x

99 Jul 22, 2013 12:44 PM none should be built x

100 Jul 22, 2013 12:41 PM None x

101 Jul 22, 2013 12:36 PM None x

102 Jul 22, 2013 12:35 PM I don't feel that rawdon needs anymore housing, the roads ant deal with any more traffic and the schools are fullx

103 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM None x

104 Jul 22, 2013 12:32 PM none required, it needs to keep its characterx

105 Jul 22, 2013 12:29 PM no further housing should be built x

106 Jul 22, 2013 12:22 PM none x

107 Jul 22, 2013 12:15 PM probably none but if any then smallx

108 Jul 22, 2013 12:13 PM there is no need for further housing in rawdonx

109 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM more exclusive and high value homes

110 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM If building goes ahead only small sites should be used

111 Jul 22, 2013 11:59 AM Rawdon is sufficently built up as it is. It already merges with Yeadon on one side and horsforth on the other.x

112 Jul 22, 2013 11:57 AM No new housing in Rawdon without improved infrastructure roads and railx

113 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM small parcels of brownfield land should be redeveloped

114 Jul 22, 2013 11:53 AM where suitable assessments have been made

115 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM needs no further housing x

116 Jul 22, 2013 11:49 AM none x

117 Jul 22, 2013 11:47 AM none x

118 Jul 22, 2013 11:19 AM No sites x

119 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM No more houses should be built on any sites in Rawdonx

120 Jul 22, 2013 11:11 AM Infrastructure, esp the road network in and around Rawdon cannot support any further developmentx

121 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM 10 year programme to build 200 low rent houses each year

122 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM None Required x

123 Jul 22, 2013 11:02 AM No further housing needed x

124 Jul 22, 2013 10:58 AM No sites in Rawdon x

125 Jul 22, 2013 10:53 AM if at all x

126 Jul 22, 2013 10:48 AM none x

127 Jul 22, 2013 10:44 AM with exception of riverside mill

128 Jul 22, 2013 10:43 AM see letter

129 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM None x

130 Jul 22, 2013 10:32 AM None x

131 Jul 22, 2013 10:30 AM N/A x

132 Jul 22, 2013 10:26 AM Quality and character of build is more important than site size

133 Jul 22, 2013 10:23 AM No more houses x

134 Jul 22, 2013 10:18 AM ex industrial sites

135 Jul 22, 2013 10:14 AM no new housing needed x

136 Jul 22, 2013 10:04 AM Traffic congestion is experienced throughout the length of Rawdon with A65 and school traffic at peak periods

137 Jul 22, 2013 10:02 AM small site only therefore more restrictive on size and not interfering with the areas of natural beauty

138 Jul 22, 2013 9:56 AM on brownfield sites

139 Jul 22, 2013 9:52 AM None at all x

140 Jul 22, 2013 9:47 AM none but very small - individual if at allx

141 Jul 22, 2013 9:36 AM no further building. Recent builds have been carbunklesx

142 Jul 22, 2013 9:22 AM the size of site is less important than careful design and appropriate sites



143 Jul 22, 2013 9:15 AM Rawdon needs no housing x

144 Jul 22, 2013 8:15 AM no other housing, should remain greenbeltx

145 Jul 22, 2013 8:03 AM until all of the sites in Aireborough and its environs are sold out and the infrastructure improved, build should stop

146 Jul 22, 2013 7:55 AM small brown field sites

147 Jul 22, 2013 7:51 AM none x

148 Jul 19, 2013 2:25 PM the above answer applies, ie nonex

149 Jul 19, 2013 1:53 PM Any but not fields

150 Jul 19, 2013 1:50 PM Rawdon needs no further housing x

151 Jul 19, 2013 1:47 PM Brown sites with existing access to services

152 Jul 19, 2013 1:29 PM Rawdon needs no MORE housing, local amenities already over stretchedx

153 Jul 18, 2013 3:56 PM none around Rawdon x

154 Jul 18, 2013 3:53 PM none x

155 Jul 18, 2013 3:36 PM none x

156 Jul 18, 2013 12:00 PM Only small brown belt sites - certainly not green belt status.

157 Jul 18, 2013 11:07 AM No further developments should be builtx

158 Jul 12, 2013 8:40 AM rawdon does not need any more housing!x

159 Jul 11, 2013 9:45 AM infrastructure - roads/schools etc cannot support more peoplex

160 Jul 9, 2013 4:48 PM Infill sites have not been mentioned at all, but these are usually small.

161 Jul 2, 2013 7:18 PM There is no room for any further housing development in Rawdonx

162 Jul 2, 2013 3:15 PM Large housing estates are not attractive to anyone. They seem to remain under construction for years, and the homes seem to be very crammed into the available space. Even when complete they seem to struggle to sell, and there are always many for sale boards up around them permanently. Fewer, smaller, individually styled properties seem to be much more desirable to buyers of all budgets.

97

Response 

Percent

Response 

Count

62.9% 283 23

17.6% 79

3.1% 14 3

16.4% 74

107

450

36

Number Response Date
Another 

statement
Categories brownfield

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:08 PM you need to explain terminology - many wont understand

2 Jul 25, 2013 7:01 PM as above

3 Jul 25, 2013 6:57 PM any area which has been built on before eg a millx

4 Jul 25, 2013 4:38 PM the new housing at Sandoz is enough... no more

5 Jul 25, 2013 3:23 PM if any at all

6 Jul 25, 2013 3:06 PM Rawdon is semi rural and as such brownfield only sites should be consideredx

7 Jul 25, 2013 2:56 PM Rawdon is too heavily populated

8 Jul 25, 2013 2:21 PM Houses that are laying empty needing renovation. Put money into existing houses and regenerate area's don;t use green landx

9 Jul 25, 2013 9:48 AM we should not loose the Rawdon Billing. This is used by so many people use this locally for leisure it would also be a blot on the landscape

10 Jul 25, 2013 9:33 AM but not sure I know the difference between green field and green belt

11 Jul 25, 2013 9:24 AM only brownfield sites should be considered if necessaryx

12 Jul 25, 2013 9:08 AM None

13 Jul 24, 2013 2:42 PM none

14 Jul 24, 2013 1:36 PM sites 1, 5, 8 & 9

15 Jul 24, 2013 1:34 PM proper brown sites not farming landx

16 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM never green belt

17 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM none, green belt/green fields should be preserved, rawdon is not inner city

18 Jul 24, 2013 1:19 PM none

19 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM no more in rawdon will destroy character

20 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM no more houses needed

answered question

Brownfield only

Answer Options

Another statement

4. What size of sites do you think any housing should be built on?

Another statement (please write below)

Greenfield but not Greenbelt

A mix of greenfield & brownfield sites

skipped question



21 Jul 24, 2013 1:05 PM definitely not greenbelt

22 Jul 24, 2013 1:01 PM none

23 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM no more houses needed

24 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM rawdon is full

25 Jul 24, 2013 12:44 PM none

26 Jul 24, 2013 12:39 PM no more housing

27 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM none

28 Jul 24, 2013 10:50 AM None Rawdon is already overpopulated

29 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM enough homes to meet demand

30 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM No sites suitable

31 Jul 24, 2013 10:41 AM area not suitable

32 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM brown sites only not green belt, must prevent urban sprawlx

33 Jul 24, 2013 10:27 AM None

34 Jul 24, 2013 10:09 AM Land that already has a building on it / to renovate/rebuildx

35 Jul 24, 2013 9:58 AM not greenfield

36 Jul 24, 2013 9:26 AM brown and green field sites not green belt

37 Jul 24, 2013 9:15 AM Derelict lands only x

38 Jul 23, 2013 3:33 PM none

39 Jul 23, 2013 3:24 PM odd existing plots for 2to4 new buildsx

40 Jul 23, 2013 1:36 PM none but definately not greenfield and greenbelt

41 Jul 23, 2013 1:27 PM not green belt

42 Jul 23, 2013 1:24 PM There are large numbers of brownfield sites throughout the countryx

43 Jul 23, 2013 1:21 PM no more housing required

44 Jul 23, 2013 1:11 PM redevelopment of existing buildingsx

45 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM no more housing required

46 Jul 23, 2013 12:07 PM no more housing

47 Jul 23, 2013 12:04 PM convert empty pubs/shops into housingx

48 Jul 23, 2013 11:18 AM no sites at all

49 Jul 23, 2013 11:14 AM none

50 Jul 23, 2013 10:24 AM don't build revamp all the boarded up houses around leedsx

51 Jul 23, 2013 10:20 AM brownfield only in exceptional circumstancesx

52 Jul 23, 2013 10:14 AM see 1 and 3

53 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM no further housing

54 Jul 23, 2013 9:02 AM brownfield preferably x

55 Jul 23, 2013 8:59 AM Derelict buildings re use what is already therex

56 Jul 23, 2013 8:53 AM If any - only sites with derelict buildingsx

57 Jul 22, 2013 3:10 PM existing run down or derelict sites x

58 Jul 22, 2013 3:06 PM greenfield but not greenbelt

59 Jul 22, 2013 3:04 PM none

60 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM none

61 Jul 22, 2013 2:37 PM question too vague

62 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM none

63 Jul 22, 2013 2:29 PM does not clarify difference between definitions

64 Jul 22, 2013 2:27 PM n/a

65 Jul 22, 2013 2:12 PM only if small and adjacent to existing development

66 Jul 22, 2013 1:59 PM No comment

67 Jul 22, 2013 1:06 PM not greenbelt

68 Jul 22, 2013 12:49 PM rawdon is already congested and needs no more houses

69 Jul 22, 2013 12:48 PM Keep our green fields - the lungs of the city

70 Jul 22, 2013 12:44 PM no sites suitable in rawdon

71 Jul 22, 2013 12:41 PM None

72 Jul 22, 2013 12:36 PM Areas requiring regeneration and have land availablex

73 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM None

74 Jul 22, 2013 12:19 PM greenfield not greenbelt

75 Jul 22, 2013 11:59 AM Rawdon is sufficently built up as it is. It already merges with Yeadon on one side and horsforth on the other.

76 Jul 22, 2013 11:53 AM where suitable assessments have been made



77 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM needs no further housing

78 Jul 22, 2013 11:46 AM greenfield but not green belt

79 Jul 22, 2013 11:33 AM no sites are suitable as we don't need any more houses

80 Jul 22, 2013 11:19 AM None all are unsuitable

81 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM No more houses should be built on any sites in Rawdon

82 Jul 22, 2013 11:11 AM Infrastructure, esp the road network in and around Rawdon cannot support any further development

83 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM as necessary

84 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM None Required

85 Jul 22, 2013 11:02 AM None

86 Jul 22, 2013 10:58 AM None in Rawdon

87 Jul 22, 2013 10:57 AM see above + impact on schools, health centres etc

88 Jul 22, 2013 10:43 AM see letter

89 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM Not greenbelt

90 Jul 22, 2013 10:32 AM None

91 Jul 22, 2013 10:25 AM Greenfield and green belt are precious. Our Rawdon green belt airedale and wharfedale

92 Jul 22, 2013 10:14 AM no new housing needed

93 Jul 22, 2013 10:04 AM access roads must be considered with developments as we have nearby an airport, crematorium in a congested area

94 Jul 22, 2013 10:02 AM brownfields as they have already had human impact and would not effect the local beauty spotsx

95 Jul 22, 2013 9:52 AM None at all

96 Jul 22, 2013 9:47 AM old sites or redundant areas ie boarded up propertiesx

97 Jul 22, 2013 9:36 AM no more building

98 Jul 22, 2013 9:22 AM brownfield should be built on in preference to greenfieldx

99 Jul 22, 2013 9:15 AM Rawdon needs no housing

100 Jul 19, 2013 1:50 PM Rawdon needs no further housing

101 Jul 19, 2013 1:29 PM Rawdon needs no MORE housing, local amenities already over stretched

102 Jul 18, 2013 3:56 PM one with an infrastructure to support it

103 Jul 18, 2013 3:36 PM none in rawdon

104 Jul 18, 2013 11:07 AM no further housing should be built

105 Jul 9, 2013 4:48 PM This repeats question 4 above.  The form asks "what type of sites"  to which I say Brownfield sites as a priority, then infill sites.x

106 Jul 2, 2013 7:18 PM Same as above

107 Jul 2, 2013 3:15 PM as above

23

Response 

Percent

Response 

Count

21.4% 92

11.6% 50

29.8% 128

37.2% 160

181

430

56

Number Response Date
Another 

statement
Categories

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:03 PM ie brownfield site

2 Jul 25, 2013 7:01 PM rawdon and surrounding areas have enough new housing

3 Jul 25, 2013 6:53 PM any brownfield sites

4 Jul 25, 2013 6:47 PM wherever the small brownfield sites are

5 Jul 25, 2013 6:26 PM on suitable brownfield sites only

6 Jul 25, 2013 6:11 PM as above

7 Jul 25, 2013 6:08 PM none should be built

8 Jul 25, 2013 6:03 PM Rawdon does not need any new housing, for each new house adds one or two cars to the streets, + the place is already overwhelmed with traffic

9 Jul 25, 2013 5:41 PM none, I think we have enough

Sites on the edge of Rawdon

Another statement

skipped question

Another statement (please write below)

A mix of locations

Answer Options

Sites within Rawdon

5. Where do you think any housing should be built?

answered question



10 Jul 25, 2013 4:56 PM no where

11 Jul 25, 2013 4:53 PM no where

12 Jul 25, 2013 4:38 PM see comment above

13 Jul 25, 2013 3:45 PM appropriate architecture for the area and sympathetic to the views

14 Jul 25, 2013 3:42 PM where there are brownfield

15 Jul 25, 2013 3:39 PM do not think there is room or facilities for more in Rawdon

16 Jul 25, 2013 3:27 PM preferably where there are already bus routes to minimise extra vehicles

17 Jul 25, 2013 3:23 PM only small only brownfield sites

18 Jul 25, 2013 2:58 PM see above, brownfield only

19 Jul 25, 2013 2:56 PM no development

20 Jul 25, 2013 2:50 PM however I don't think the airborough region can sustain more development due to the a65 being so busy

21 Jul 25, 2013 2:21 PM sites where the infrastructure, roads, transport, schools, facilities can cope with additional housing

22 Jul 25, 2013 2:14 PM Small brownfield and small infill sites

23 Jul 25, 2013 10:37 AM Preferably none - Rawdon area already over developed

24 Jul 25, 2013 9:33 AM under duress it has to be a mix

25 Jul 25, 2013 9:24 AM Rawdon is a small suburb

26 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM nowhere

27 Jul 25, 2013 9:13 AM rawdon has too much traffic already and cannot cope with more housing

28 Jul 25, 2013 9:09 AM only brownfield sites in Rawdon

29 Jul 25, 2013 9:08 AM Not in Rawdon village

30 Jul 24, 2013 2:42 PM none

31 Jul 24, 2013 2:16 PM on sites where other houses/factories have been demolished

32 Jul 24, 2013 1:40 PM a much more "affordable" area - not rawdon

33 Jul 24, 2013 1:36 PM sites 1, 5, 8 & 9

34 Jul 24, 2013 1:35 PM only brownfield land

35 Jul 24, 2013 1:34 PM anywhere with existing development, no new building land

36 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM avoiding the A65

37 Jul 24, 2013 1:29 PM if any on brown sites

38 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM not in Rawdon

39 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM no more houses needed

40 Jul 24, 2013 1:19 PM sites that provide the best infrastructure (current)

41 Jul 24, 2013 1:19 PM not in rawdon

42 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM never mind rawdon what about boarded up housing across leeds

43 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM Rawdon has sufficient housing - greenbelt/field preserved

44 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM nowhere in Rawdon

45 Jul 24, 2013 1:08 PM the roads within and surrounding Rawdon cannot cope with anymore development

46 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM naylor jennings

47 Jul 24, 2013 1:01 PM not in rawdon

48 Jul 24, 2013 12:57 PM I would prefer it if no new houses were built

49 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM no more houses needed

50 Jul 24, 2013 12:44 PM none

51 Jul 24, 2013 12:43 PM brown sites only

52 Jul 24, 2013 12:41 PM no more housing

53 Jul 24, 2013 12:37 PM where brown sites are

54 Jul 24, 2013 12:35 PM not in Rawdon

55 Jul 24, 2013 12:26 PM not on green spaces

56 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM nowhere

57 Jul 24, 2013 12:17 PM brownfield at edge of village

58 Jul 24, 2013 11:02 AM Owing to the number of new houses built over the last 40 years with no improvement to roads I do not support more development

59 Jul 24, 2013 10:50 AM Nowhere Rawdon's roads are gridlocked most of the time

60 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM enough homes to meet demand

61 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM Nowhere near Rawdon

62 Jul 24, 2013 10:41 AM area not suitable

63 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM brownfield only

64 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM brown sites only not green belt, must prevent urban sprawl

65 Jul 24, 2013 10:32 AM No more sites on or in Rawdon



66 Jul 24, 2013 10:27 AM None

67 Jul 24, 2013 10:09 AM Land that already has a building on it / to renovate/rebuild

68 Jul 24, 2013 9:36 AM no does not need, congested already

69 Jul 24, 2013 9:30 AM Rawdon has been built up enough. We need to protect our precious greenfield and greenbelt e.g. Billing, Cragg Wood Rawdon Beck and other spots.

70 Jul 24, 2013 9:15 AM None of the above

71 Jul 24, 2013 9:12 AM No further houses needed

72 Jul 24, 2013 9:04 AM As previously stated this area is already overbuilt

73 Jul 24, 2013 8:56 AM away from leeds/a65 corridor

74 Jul 23, 2013 3:36 PM no more locations in Rawdon

75 Jul 23, 2013 3:33 PM none

76 Jul 23, 2013 3:24 PM odd existing plots for 2to4 new builds

77 Jul 23, 2013 3:20 PM brownfields only

78 Jul 23, 2013 3:13 PM derelict buildings or buildings requiring renovation

79 Jul 23, 2013 1:36 PM no where

80 Jul 23, 2013 1:24 PM insufficient infrastructure

81 Jul 23, 2013 1:21 PM no more housing required

82 Jul 23, 2013 1:11 PM affordable housing not inflated prices

83 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM no more housing required

84 Jul 23, 2013 12:23 PM gentrification of industrial sites as oposed to green belt/field

85 Jul 23, 2013 12:09 PM Other areas of leeds

86 Jul 23, 2013 12:07 PM no more housing

87 Jul 23, 2013 12:04 PM by new proposed railway station on apperley lane to reduce traffic

88 Jul 23, 2013 12:00 PM only single builds where necessary

89 Jul 23, 2013 11:20 AM where ever appropriate

90 Jul 23, 2013 11:18 AM no sites at all

91 Jul 23, 2013 11:14 AM none

92 Jul 23, 2013 11:09 AM no more housing

93 Jul 23, 2013 11:02 AM on edge but do not forget this is country side, do not destroy

94 Jul 23, 2013 10:42 AM only minimal development due to traffic issues

95 Jul 23, 2013 10:20 AM none

96 Jul 23, 2013 10:14 AM see 1 and 3

97 Jul 23, 2013 10:11 AM No more building in rawdon

98 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM no further housing

99 Jul 23, 2013 9:02 AM inner city brownfield sites

100 Jul 23, 2013 8:53 AM None

101 Jul 23, 2013 8:48 AM sites should be small and not contribute to further congestion to road network

102 Jul 22, 2013 3:18 PM where ever brownfield sites exist

103 Jul 22, 2013 3:04 PM no where

104 Jul 22, 2013 2:51 PM I don't think any more houses need to be built

105 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM no where

106 Jul 22, 2013 2:42 PM n/a outside

107 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM no more building

108 Jul 22, 2013 2:31 PM not required unless more roads built

109 Jul 22, 2013 2:27 PM not in rawdon

110 Jul 22, 2013 2:18 PM none

111 Jul 22, 2013 1:59 PM No Housing, Rawdon is a village

112 Jul 22, 2013 12:58 PM there is inadequate infrastructure for any large developments in Rawdon

113 Jul 22, 2013 12:49 PM if the 2 houses allowed per plot/site are to be built they should be of traditional material (stone, slate) in keeping with rawdon architecture

114 Jul 22, 2013 12:48 PM see Q1 - I am not convinced that Rawdon needs new housing

115 Jul 22, 2013 12:44 PM no houses should be built

116 Jul 22, 2013 12:41 PM No sites suitable in Rawdon

117 Jul 22, 2013 12:35 PM brownfield sites such as the old factory on green lane, the old Sandoz site and the old Kirkstall forge site

118 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM None

119 Jul 22, 2013 12:32 PM none required, it needs to keep its character

120 Jul 22, 2013 12:29 PM There are industrial areas in Yeadon/Rawdon border that should be built on first

121 Jul 22, 2013 12:27 PM building on each of 3, 6 and 7 will have a significant impact on residents of Layton Lane and KnottLane where traffic is already congested



122 Jul 22, 2013 12:22 PM only on derelict brownfield sites and only if it does not cause traffic congestion

123 Jul 22, 2013 12:15 PM probably none but if any then small

124 Jul 22, 2013 12:13 PM there is no need for further housing in rawdon

125 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM Rawdon doesnt need more housing

126 Jul 22, 2013 12:07 PM where it wont add to traffic congestion

127 Jul 22, 2013 12:02 PM to match existing

128 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM Housing should be built on small sites blending in with existing housing eg sites 3,4,5,6,7

129 Jul 22, 2013 11:59 AM Rawdon is sufficently built up as it is. It already merges with Yeadon on one side and horsforth on the other.

130 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM Use brownfield in any location rather than greenfield/greenbelt

131 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM needs no further housing

132 Jul 22, 2013 11:49 AM none

133 Jul 22, 2013 11:35 AM nowhere in Rawdon

134 Jul 22, 2013 11:33 AM no where

135 Jul 22, 2013 11:19 AM Develop inner city areas Kirkstall Forge Road for starters

136 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM No more houses should be built on any sites in Rawdon

137 Jul 22, 2013 11:11 AM Infrastructure, esp the road network in and around Rawdon cannot support any further development

138 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM None Required

139 Jul 22, 2013 11:02 AM None

140 Jul 22, 2013 10:58 AM Not in Rawdon - facilities, transport etc already totally full

141 Jul 22, 2013 10:57 AM see above

142 Jul 22, 2013 10:53 AM don't know

143 Jul 22, 2013 10:48 AM no where

144 Jul 22, 2013 10:43 AM build where new sites are visible from existing public places

145 Jul 22, 2013 10:37 AM no where

146 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM outside Rawdon/roads/schools cannot cope

147 Jul 22, 2013 10:32 AM no locations

148 Jul 22, 2013 10:30 AM none

149 Jul 22, 2013 10:26 AM Potential developments are site specific

150 Jul 22, 2013 10:23 AM No more houses

151 Jul 22, 2013 10:14 AM no new housing needed

152 Jul 22, 2013 10:04 AM Development may be considered carefully on sites marked 3 & 5 in moderation

153 Jul 22, 2013 10:02 AM only areas where it is small

154 Jul 22, 2013 9:56 AM wherever there are brownfield sites

155 Jul 22, 2013 9:52 AM No where

156 Jul 22, 2013 9:47 AM none in Rawdon - schools, surgery etc are a finite resource

157 Jul 22, 2013 9:39 AM Nowhere really within Rawdon is  suitable

158 Jul 22, 2013 9:36 AM Sites nowhere near Rawdon, keep building on Guiesley

159 Jul 22, 2013 9:31 AM we need to avoid Rawdon becoming a town with Yeadon

160 Jul 22, 2013 9:15 AM Use more suitable sites to improve other area's of leeds

161 Jul 22, 2013 8:15 AM I think we have sufficient housing

162 Jul 22, 2013 8:03 AM if the correct infrastructure is not in place, quality of local life, and from that life span is impared

163 Jul 22, 2013 7:55 AM infrastructure unsuitable, great loss of natural beauty

164 Jul 22, 2013 7:51 AM not in rawdon, cannot cope with influx of people

165 Jul 19, 2013 2:25 PM nowhere in rawdon

166 Jul 19, 2013 1:50 PM Rawdon needs no further housing

167 Jul 19, 2013 1:47 PM Rawdon over populated already

168 Jul 19, 2013 1:29 PM Rawdon needs no MORE housing, local amenities already over stretched

169 Jul 18, 2013 4:10 PM Rawdon is part of Aireborough and is already built up enough

170 Jul 18, 2013 3:56 PM nowhere in Rawdon

171 Jul 18, 2013 3:49 PM in places where extra traffic would not be forced onto already congested roads

172 Jul 18, 2013 3:36 PM nowhere

173 Jul 18, 2013 11:07 AM none there are developments proposed all over north Leeds but the area can't cope with all these new developments.

174 Jul 12, 2013 8:40 AM inner city/ inner suburbs to avoid commuter traffic

175 Jul 11, 2013 9:45 AM outside rawdon - kirkstall site not developed where forge sed to be as an example

176 Jul 11, 2013 9:08 AM 100's of houses to be built off Calvery Lane, horsforth

177 Jul 9, 2013 4:48 PM Silly question!



178 Jul 2, 2013 7:18 PM Guiseley and Menston

179 Jul 2, 2013 3:15 PM I do not think there should be any more housing built around here-see answer to question 2. If the greenfield sites of Rawdon are built on then its country appeal will be lost as it becomes engulfed in the never ending sprawl of Leeds. Trying to cram more housing into what small areas are left within existing sites would again require better infrastructure than we have, and add to the problem of overpopulation.

180 Jun 27, 2013 10:32 AM Only on brownfield redevelopment sites

181 Jun 23, 2013 8:18 PM All on the plan except no.2 Rawdon billing

Response 

Percent

Response 

Count

53.8% 235

2.7% 12

26.8% 117

16.7% 73

103

437

49

Number Response Date
Another 

statement
Categories

1 Jul 25, 2013 6:53 PM the external appearances of the buildings should be a mix of traditional and modern

2 Jul 25, 2013 5:55 PM well designed housing - whether modern or traditional is better than poky housing of dubious taste

3 Jul 25, 2013 5:49 PM the materials should blend in with the immediate vicinity traditional materials preferred = be flexible + in keeping

4 Jul 25, 2013 5:41 PM none

5 Jul 25, 2013 5:35 PM as far as possible to harmonise with nearby buildings

6 Jul 25, 2013 4:56 PM none should be built of any design

7 Jul 25, 2013 3:45 PM appropriate to area and sypathetic to views

8 Jul 25, 2013 3:39 PM traditional depending on what modern is

9 Jul 25, 2013 3:27 PM possibly modern materials but fitting in with the surrounding properties in appeance

10 Jul 25, 2013 2:58 PM materials in keeping with area

11 Jul 25, 2013 2:56 PM no development

12 Jul 25, 2013 2:14 PM or materials appropriate to surroundings

13 Jul 25, 2013 9:48 AM Rawdon is an old village and should remain traditional

14 Jul 25, 2013 9:42 AM in keeping with surrounding properties

15 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM see above

16 Jul 24, 2013 2:00 PM whatever is in keeping with houses around the plot

17 Jul 24, 2013 1:34 PM either so long as not on fresh unspoilt farm land

18 Jul 24, 2013 1:32 PM in keeping with housing in area

19 Jul 24, 2013 1:30 PM brownfield

20 Jul 24, 2013 1:15 PM in keeping with area

21 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM no more houses needed

22 Jul 24, 2013 1:05 PM in keeping with neighbouring properties

23 Jul 24, 2013 1:01 PM none

24 Jul 24, 2013 1:01 PM as long as they do the job intended

25 Jul 24, 2013 1:00 PM energy efficient

26 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM no more houses needed

27 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM rawdon is full

28 Jul 24, 2013 12:48 PM sustainable, eco friendly, energy efficient

29 Jul 24, 2013 12:41 PM in keeping with area

30 Jul 24, 2013 12:29 PM in keeping with area

31 Jul 24, 2013 12:26 PM in keeping with surroundings

32 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM see above

33 Jul 24, 2013 10:53 AM Houses should be built with traditional materials but include solar panels for electricity and heat. Water tanks underground for "brown water" to flush loos.

34 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM enough homes to meet demand

35 Jul 24, 2013 10:43 AM No more housing estates to be built. Renovate empty properties first.

36 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM don't believe new houses should be built

A mix of traditional and modern

skipped question

Modern materials should be used

6. If housing is to be built, what is your view on the nature of the buildings?

Traditional materials should be used

answered question

Another statement

Another statement (please write below)

Answer Options



37 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM in keeping

38 Jul 24, 2013 10:27 AM None

39 Jul 24, 2013 10:04 AM energy efficient/passive house standard

40 Jul 24, 2013 9:46 AM in keeping with surrounding

41 Jul 24, 2013 9:04 AM Newly built housing should be built to avoid damaging climate i.e. better insulation etc

42 Jul 23, 2013 3:20 PM as appropriate

43 Jul 23, 2013 1:24 PM in keeping with surroundings

44 Jul 23, 2013 1:16 PM sympathetic to environment

45 Jul 23, 2013 1:11 PM in keeping with the area

46 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM no more housing required

47 Jul 23, 2013 12:07 PM no more housing

48 Jul 23, 2013 12:04 PM only energy efficient housing should be built to protect environment

49 Jul 23, 2013 12:00 PM in keeping with the area

50 Jul 23, 2013 11:20 AM depends on site

51 Jul 23, 2013 11:18 AM no sites at all

52 Jul 23, 2013 11:14 AM not an eyesore

53 Jul 23, 2013 10:22 AM in keeping with area, traditional and of good quality

54 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM no further housing

55 Jul 23, 2013 8:59 AM Rawdon is an old village and this should be retained where possible

56 Jul 22, 2013 2:51 PM I don't think any more houses should be built

57 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM none

58 Jul 22, 2013 2:41 PM materials that match the existing adjacent buildings should be used

59 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM no more building

60 Jul 22, 2013 2:18 PM no high rises

61 Jul 22, 2013 1:59 PM No comment

62 Jul 22, 2013 1:06 PM similar to what already exists

63 Jul 22, 2013 1:02 PM In keeping within buildings which in Rawdon are aminly of stone

64 Jul 22, 2013 12:44 PM no house should be built

65 Jul 22, 2013 12:13 PM there is no need for further housing in rawdon

66 Jul 22, 2013 12:02 PM to match existing

67 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM Modern materials should be used with the environment in mind, use solar panels, reusable water systems etc

68 Jul 22, 2013 11:59 AM Rawdon is sufficently built up as it is. It already merges with Yeadon on one side and horsforth on the other.

69 Jul 22, 2013 11:54 AM rawdon is big enough

70 Jul 22, 2013 11:49 AM none

71 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM No more houses should be built on any sites in Rawdon

72 Jul 22, 2013 11:11 AM Infrastructure, esp the road network in and around Rawdon cannot support any further development

73 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM according to location

74 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM None Required

75 Jul 22, 2013 11:02 AM None

76 Jul 22, 2013 11:01 AM the aim should be sustainability and lowest carbon emissions

77 Jul 22, 2013 10:58 AM Do not build any

78 Jul 22, 2013 10:53 AM no opinion

79 Jul 22, 2013 10:48 AM none

80 Jul 22, 2013 10:43 AM exterior walls and architectural style blend in with adjacent buildings

81 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM Rawdon needs to be kept traditional

82 Jul 22, 2013 10:32 AM none

83 Jul 22, 2013 10:26 AM Material choice should be dictated by local building character

84 Jul 22, 2013 10:25 AM Materials should blend with local properties

85 Jul 22, 2013 10:23 AM No more houses

86 Jul 22, 2013 10:14 AM no new housing needed

87 Jul 22, 2013 10:02 AM in keeping with the local area

88 Jul 22, 2013 9:47 AM sympathetic to any area surrounding

89 Jul 22, 2013 9:36 AM No building. Keelham Drive is a dreadful carbunkle

90 Jul 22, 2013 9:22 AM matterials appropriate to the site/local area

91 Jul 22, 2013 9:15 AM Rawdon needs no housing

92 Jul 22, 2013 8:15 AM no other housing required



93 Jul 22, 2013 7:51 AM no houses should be built

94 Jul 19, 2013 2:25 PM na

95 Jul 19, 2013 1:53 PM Any materials 'in keeping' but should be eco-friendly

96 Jul 19, 2013 1:50 PM Rawdon needs no further housing

97 Jul 18, 2013 3:56 PM MUD - when it rains it washes away

98 Jul 18, 2013 3:49 PM No high rise

99 Jul 18, 2013 12:00 PM Rawdon is a traditional hamlet and this should be maintained - not red brick and modern garish structures that are completely out of place. Leave architecture like this in Leeds City Centre.

100 Jul 18, 2013 11:07 AM None should be built

101 Jul 11, 2013 9:39 AM to suit the situation of the site and surrounding buildings

102 Jul 9, 2013 4:48 PM Stone and slate are preferable to brick and tile

103 Jul 2, 2013 3:15 PM It would depend on the nature of the area. But in general traditional materials are more in keeping with an area, and modern materials and architecture can look dated and not wear well in years to come.

Response 

Percent

Response 

Count

100.0% 396

86.6% 343

66.4% 263

396

90

Number Response Date 1. Categories 2.

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:08 PM ensure no additional impact on already busy small roads

2 Jul 25, 2013 7:05 PM traffic considerations maintain a "green feel" to development

3 Jul 25, 2013 7:02 PM better roads better public transport

4 Jul 25, 2013 6:58 PM better roads more schools

5 Jul 25, 2013 6:55 PM all roads should be improved more schools

6 Jul 25, 2013 6:50 PM making sure there are adequate educational placesenough medical and dental provision to avoid long waits for appointments for current rawdon residents

7 Jul 25, 2013 6:43 PM extention to schools/ nurseries/ playschool/ afterschoolmore doctors/dentists

8 Jul 25, 2013 6:29 PM improved roads adequate provision of school places - primary and secondary

9 Jul 25, 2013 6:24 PM where sited any numbers style

10 Jul 25, 2013 6:09 PM more schools / expansion

11 Jul 25, 2013 6:06 PM new roads - and there is no where to put them. rawdon is trapped by the a65, the a658, green lane + the ring road, +it is a bottleneck. so why make things worse by increasing the traffic?

12 Jul 25, 2013 5:57 PM transport infrastructure is very important - ie bus routesthere must be adequate off street parking

13 Jul 25, 2013 5:51 PM materials should blend with houses next to developmenthouse size should be small for 1st time buyers/small families

14 Jul 25, 2013 5:45 PM horsforth roundabout needs sorting, it is a mess from 7:30amroad layout at guiesley nr leisure centre should be put back to original

15 Jul 25, 2013 5:40 PM near to major transport routes (inc bus etc)near to existing amenities, shops etc

16 Jul 25, 2013 4:57 PM infrastructure - the a65 & a658 are over capacityschools

17 Jul 25, 2013 4:54 PM road improvements - especially horsforth roundaboutrail link / trolley bus down a65 to leeds

18 Jul 25, 2013 4:49 PM more off street parking to avoid dangerous congestion etc

19 Jul 25, 2013 4:45 PM significant development in infrastructure (A65/Rail)Sustainable housing

20 Jul 25, 2013 3:46 PM investment in road and rail links schools

21 Jul 25, 2013 3:43 PM adequate education adequate medical dental practices

22 Jul 25, 2013 3:39 PM improve road systems school facilities

23 Jul 25, 2013 3:30 PM not just bus stops but more buses eg to ilkleypressure on leeds to keep local library

24 Jul 25, 2013 3:09 PM provision for traffic increase is estentialnhs provision - doctors and dentists should be considered

25 Jul 25, 2013 3:03 PM improvement to local traffic junctions to maintain traffic movement *especially horsforth a65 roundaboutopen up rail station at rodley/calverley, provide adequate parking and access

26 Jul 25, 2013 2:59 PM more and better transport systems and infrastructure because a65 is unable to coperail links vital

27 Jul 25, 2013 2:57 PM better roads for cars better public transport

28 Jul 25, 2013 2:51 PM close to a65 or ring road brownfield only

29 Jul 25, 2013 2:46 PM The local school should be expanded/rebuilt. Its not in great state of repair and suffers for being 1-5 form entryalternative to cars on the road. The A65 and Brownberrie lane are ques from 7:30am onwards and the same at the end of the day

30 Jul 25, 2013 2:17 PM the contractors should adhere to planning restrictions in terms of hours of work and noise levelshousing should be in keeping with surrounding dwellings

31 Jul 25, 2013 1:41 PM sports fields childrens playground facilities off the town st area

32 Jul 25, 2013 12:57 PM more school places more doctors surgeries

1.

skipped question

answered question

Answer Options

3.

7. If housing is to be built what, if any, prerequisites should be imposed?  Please write 

your top three priorities ( for example " more  bus stops are needed")

2.



33 Jul 25, 2013 12:50 PM infrastrure  - schools infrastrure  - transport links

34 Jul 25, 2013 12:25 PM traffic management should be reviewed - some junctions are already strugglinglinks between buses and tranis should be improved to take pressure off roads

35 Jul 25, 2013 12:05 PM more frequent public transport speed restrictions on Leeds road

36 Jul 25, 2013 12:03 PM create a train station near riverside millsgood traffic management, unlike guiesley - nightmare

37 Jul 25, 2013 12:00 PM improved traffic management (especially on A65 roundabout)traffic calminf measures on rat runs

38 Jul 25, 2013 10:40 AM increase local road capacity + stop council removing road capacitymore b paid fopr by developers

39 Jul 25, 2013 9:51 AM enough school places to accomodate developmentincrease in bus stops and bus routes

40 Jul 25, 2013 9:50 AM to look at the roads backlog of traffic would be a very big issue where larger sites are proposedbetter bus services

41 Jul 25, 2013 9:34 AM do something about horsforth roundabout - traffic lights, flyover, anythingbuild more schools

42 Jul 25, 2013 9:29 AM transport infrastructure improvements desperately needed

43 Jul 25, 2013 9:28 AM park and ride improved rail service and increased parking

44 Jul 25, 2013 9:26 AM availability of adjacent and regular public transportsuitability for older retired/infirm residents

45 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM see above

46 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM more roads better access

47 Jul 25, 2013 9:20 AM bus stop litter bins

48 Jul 25, 2013 9:14 AM public transport including cycle ways should be improvedtraffic should be limited

49 Jul 25, 2013 9:09 AM railway station railway station

50 Jul 25, 2013 9:08 AM 20mph through whole vilage bypass to built round it

51 Jul 24, 2013 2:53 PM street not used for through fare circular bus route between rawdon & yeadon

52 Jul 24, 2013 2:51 PM space in local schools space in local doctors

53 Jul 24, 2013 2:47 PM see answer to q1, road/routes to leeds and bradfordalready congestedrawdon billing

54 Jul 24, 2013 2:44 PM parking resident permits

55 Jul 24, 2013 2:40 PM the railway line to be closed at Appley bridgemore bus routes and stops

56 Jul 24, 2013 2:31 PM mustn't affect the already far too busy roadsmustn't spoil provacy/views/lives of people living in the area

57 Jul 24, 2013 2:23 PM greenfield sites should be protectedpublic transport and cycling facilities should be improved

58 Jul 24, 2013 2:07 PM traffic restrictions reduce on street parking

59 Jul 24, 2013 1:56 PM development of community assetsmore primary school places

60 Jul 24, 2013 1:45 PM higher capacity road system rail link to airport

61 Jul 24, 2013 1:43 PM prices should be £1m + stop public transport through rawdon

62 Jul 24, 2013 1:38 PM roads need to be improved additional school places required

63 Jul 24, 2013 1:38 PM public services buses trains good vehicle networksamenities - open spaces, fottpaths, shops, restaurants, GPs

64 Jul 24, 2013 1:36 PM avoid greenbelt land dont over populate

65 Jul 24, 2013 1:33 PM school places already oversubscribedinfrastructure - Rawdon village can't take more traffic

66 Jul 24, 2013 1:33 PM enforced traffic calming enforced on street parking restrictions

67 Jul 24, 2013 1:32 PM Ammenities transport provisions

68 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM road improvements to enhance traffic flow!more doctors

69 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM traffic calming/ bumps etc houses to maintain existing styles

70 Jul 24, 2013 1:30 PM improve road systems school facilities

71 Jul 24, 2013 1:29 PM more public transport routes plannedcareful considerationof the extra traffic and controls needed

72 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM improve road systems off road car parking

73 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM better bus and rail links park and ride to Leeds

74 Jul 24, 2013 1:22 PM a65 improvements roads

75 Jul 24, 2013 1:21 PM more bus stops

76 Jul 24, 2013 1:21 PM eco-friendly - rainwater saving central tank link to outside tapssolar panels

77 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM the current infrastructure is fit for purposegreenbelt is not utilised

78 Jul 24, 2013 1:16 PM roads over crowded school facilities

79 Jul 24, 2013 1:16 PM more small utility shops - could we please have a co-op shop at rawdon crossroadsbetter public transport links within rawdon

80 Jul 24, 2013 1:15 PM schools Improve public transport

81 Jul 24, 2013 1:15 PM Environmental Impact Assessment a priority (pollution)Road Safety Audit under Highways Act 1980

82 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM schools doctors/dentists

83 Jul 24, 2013 1:11 PM schools doctors/dentists

84 Jul 24, 2013 1:11 PM more schools more doctors

85 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM more speed cameras more traffic islands

86 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM less congested roads, not more better public transport

87 Jul 24, 2013 1:08 PM public transport improvements school facilities

88 Jul 24, 2013 1:08 PM reduce traffic congestion on A65 and through villageincrease school and medical etc provision



89 Jul 24, 2013 1:07 PM roads over crowded schools

90 Jul 24, 2013 1:05 PM more public transport road improvements

91 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM no 3 story monstrosities tree planting

92 Jul 24, 2013 1:03 PM better access to schools and into Leeds

93 Jul 24, 2013 1:03 PM good road surfaces and pavementsgood parking with all properties

94 Jul 24, 2013 1:02 PM schools Improve public transport

95 Jul 24, 2013 1:00 PM infrastructure improvements no airport expansion

96 Jul 24, 2013 12:57 PM improve road systems

97 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM roads over crowded schools full

98 Jul 24, 2013 12:55 PM Better public transport better road maintenance

99 Jul 24, 2013 12:54 PM traffic control and crossings canada road already nightmare

100 Jul 24, 2013 12:53 PM infrastructure improvements doctors/dentists

101 Jul 24, 2013 12:53 PM consider road traffic congestion

102 Jul 24, 2013 12:52 PM schools doctors/dentists

103 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM Road repairs

104 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM schools

105 Jul 24, 2013 12:49 PM a 65 inadequate supermarket

106 Jul 24, 2013 12:47 PM a65 improvements school facilities

107 Jul 24, 2013 12:45 PM stop canada road being used as rat runschool facilities

108 Jul 24, 2013 12:42 PM traffic- comuting is already at max capacityoff road car parking

109 Jul 24, 2013 12:37 PM infrastructure improvements

110 Jul 24, 2013 12:35 PM traffic- comuting is already at max capacity

111 Jul 24, 2013 12:33 PM schools doctors/dentists

112 Jul 24, 2013 12:31 PM improve road systems

113 Jul 24, 2013 12:29 PM improve road systems train station

114 Jul 24, 2013 12:28 PM preserve village character careful consideration of neighbours

115 Jul 24, 2013 12:25 PM schools doctors/dentists

116 Jul 24, 2013 12:23 PM schools Bus services

117 Jul 24, 2013 12:17 PM improve road systems school facilities

118 Jul 24, 2013 12:15 PM car parking protect creamatorium

119 Jul 24, 2013 11:09 AM Public transport infrastructure improvement

120 Jul 24, 2013 11:06 AM Improvements to traffic flow especially A65, A658 and Ring RoadRail link to Leeds, Bradford Harrogate new stations needed

121 Jul 24, 2013 10:57 AM yellow lines on corners at junctions i.e. High Street/Cemetery Road by the Albert

122 Jul 24, 2013 10:54 AM Schools need to be enlarged to accommodate the influxwater mains improved

123 Jul 24, 2013 10:46 AM better road/transport network improve traffic control

124 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM no development

125 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM n/a

126 Jul 24, 2013 10:42 AM improve road systems Improve public transport

127 Jul 24, 2013 10:40 AM more bus stops

128 Jul 24, 2013 10:39 AM better road infrastructure

129 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM not on green belt

130 Jul 24, 2013 10:35 AM car parking facilties needed traffic restrictions - no more build ups

131 Jul 24, 2013 10:33 AM decent road for the extra traffic it will causebuses

132 Jul 24, 2013 10:30 AM more schools needed more medical clinics needed

133 Jul 24, 2013 10:28 AM roads and infrastructure needs attention firstchemist & small supermarket maybe

134 Jul 24, 2013 10:25 AM more schools needed (infant, junior, senior)more doctors surgeries

135 Jul 24, 2013 10:22 AM schools surgeries

136 Jul 24, 2013 10:10 AM Community building land for people to grow vegetables and children to play

137 Jul 24, 2013 10:07 AM increased carparking at schools A65 needs updating/widening or diverting

138 Jul 24, 2013 10:04 AM more school places more doctors faciltities

139 Jul 24, 2013 10:02 AM Rawdon cannot cope with any additional traffic. Roads already gridlocked

140 Jul 24, 2013 10:01 AM gardens not just parking 3/4 story buildings not in keeping with area

141 Jul 24, 2013 9:56 AM more schools are needed more doctors/dentists are needed

142 Jul 24, 2013 9:53 AM adequate drainage facilities adequate transport facilities and infrastructure

143 Jul 24, 2013 9:51 AM public transport improvements community facilities

144 Jul 24, 2013 9:46 AM improve road systems better access to airport



145 Jul 24, 2013 9:44 AM more spped cameras on a65 limit impact on over crowded A65

146 Jul 24, 2013 9:39 AM improve road systems school facilities

147 Jul 24, 2013 9:37 AM improve road systems off road car parking

148 Jul 24, 2013 9:37 AM complete change of attitude by LCC & Metro destinations of buses to go where people would like to get to i.e. Harrogate and Ilkley instead of terminating in Yeadon and Guiseley also all buses to pass Rawdon crossroad instead of diverting up Canada RoadBetter all round facilities e.g banks post office at Rawdon cross roads

149 Jul 24, 2013 9:33 AM assessment on enviroment and infrastructureoff road car parking

150 Jul 24, 2013 9:27 AM improve road systems off road car parking

151 Jul 24, 2013 9:27 AM Traffic management Highways/roads suitablePublic transport to reduce road traffic

152 Jul 24, 2013 9:24 AM improve road systems Bus services

153 Jul 24, 2013 9:18 AM the amount of extra traffic loss of beautiful countryside

154 Jul 24, 2013 9:15 AM More buses Easy access

155 Jul 24, 2013 9:13 AM Improved roads A65 cannot take more trafficA658 needs improvement - less airport traffic

156 Jul 24, 2013 9:10 AM More school places More medical facilities

157 Jul 24, 2013 9:06 AM Road improvements Allp proposed buildings will affect schools

158 Jul 24, 2013 8:57 AM improve road systems impact on traffic flow to be properly addressed

159 Jul 23, 2013 3:39 PM improve road systems Bus services

160 Jul 23, 2013 3:37 PM improve road systems shops

161 Jul 23, 2013 3:34 PM car parking no large developments

162 Jul 23, 2013 3:25 PM small plots where it is unobtrusive small population increase

163 Jul 23, 2013 3:21 PM do not over populate scholls should not add to congestion

164 Jul 23, 2013 3:18 PM keep with character of area should not add to congestion

165 Jul 23, 2013 3:14 PM improve road systems school facilities

166 Jul 23, 2013 1:37 PM schools roads

167 Jul 23, 2013 1:28 PM greenbelt infrastructure

168 Jul 23, 2013 1:25 PM improve road systems park and ride

169 Jul 23, 2013 1:16 PM public transport improvements utilities

170 Jul 23, 2013 1:14 PM improve road systems school facilities

171 Jul 23, 2013 1:12 PM improve road systems school facilities

172 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM a bypass built to relieve apperly lane, green land and A65widen alternate routes

173 Jul 23, 2013 12:26 PM off street parking impact on traffic flow to be properly addressed

174 Jul 23, 2013 12:24 PM doesnt merge with surrounding villagesschool facilities

175 Jul 23, 2013 12:19 PM improve road systems existing comercial to residential

176 Jul 23, 2013 12:08 PM improve road systems school facilities

177 Jul 23, 2013 12:05 PM train station energy efficient

178 Jul 23, 2013 12:01 PM in line with area, single/small buildsschool facilities

179 Jul 23, 2013 11:19 AM no sites at all green spaces

180 Jul 23, 2013 11:17 AM health services roads

181 Jul 23, 2013 11:15 AM deal with existing traffic issues roads

182 Jul 23, 2013 11:10 AM schools doctors/dentists

183 Jul 23, 2013 11:08 AM health services Bus services

184 Jul 23, 2013 11:07 AM bus services green space within large developments

185 Jul 23, 2013 11:03 AM improve road systems schools

186 Jul 23, 2013 10:49 AM a65 improvements better access to airport

187 Jul 23, 2013 10:46 AM entry level housing so locals can stayimpact on traffic flow to be properly addressed

188 Jul 23, 2013 10:44 AM more frequent buses doctors/dentists

189 Jul 23, 2013 10:42 AM layton lane resurfaced HGV ban on Layton Lane

190 Jul 23, 2013 10:28 AM traffic- comuting is already at max capacityschool facilities

191 Jul 23, 2013 10:24 AM schools doctors/dentists

192 Jul 23, 2013 10:22 AM parking for existing and new housing

193 Jul 23, 2013 10:20 AM a 65 inadequate, moer houses would mean more traffic which is ridiculous

194 Jul 23, 2013 10:16 AM no new raods no change to planning regs

195 Jul 23, 2013 10:11 AM public transport improvements school facilities

196 Jul 23, 2013 9:23 AM extention and improvement of school provision at Rawdon St Petersimproved public transport eg more frequrnt buses

197 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM rawdon cannot support further housing

198 Jul 23, 2013 9:11 AM road improvements affordable and green houses

199 Jul 23, 2013 9:09 AM A65 horsforth roundabout upgradeschool improvements

200 Jul 23, 2013 9:06 AM more flexible bus routes not on A65/Green Lane



201 Jul 23, 2013 9:05 AM sufficient natural landscaping (imaginative plantings) in new builds

202 Jul 23, 2013 9:03 AM gps playing area for kids

203 Jul 23, 2013 9:00 AM local facilities and infrastructure parking

204 Jul 23, 2013 8:56 AM extra houses = more cars so consideration needed for traffic volumesfamily hiuses foremost

205 Jul 23, 2013 8:53 AM safe road crossings residents only parking near schools

206 Jul 23, 2013 8:49 AM MAJOR IMPROVEMENTS TO HIGHWAYS - ALL ROADS ARE ALREADY TOO CONGESTED (ESPECIALLY A65)more schhols

207 Jul 23, 2013 8:49 AM more school places increased bus services

208 Jul 23, 2013 8:48 AM more schools built more facilities for increased population - ie doctors

209 Jul 23, 2013 8:48 AM avoid further road congestion meet needs of present and future school demand

210 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM developer should contribute FULLY to capital costs of new/extended schoolsdeveloper should contribute to provision of revised traffic management

211 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM better public transport before new developments - roads are to busy nowconsideration given to increasing school places in the area

212 Jul 23, 2013 8:46 AM no devlopement on greenbelt landadditional school provision

213 Jul 23, 2013 8:42 AM a65 improvements playing area for kids

214 Jul 23, 2013 8:38 AM improve road systems policing

215 Jul 23, 2013 8:36 AM Decreased speed limits more bus stops, routes and buses

216 Jul 23, 2013 8:32 AM improve road systems school facilities

217 Jul 22, 2013 4:00 PM better roads more shops/facilities

218 Jul 22, 2013 3:54 PM bus stops schools, nurseries

219 Jul 22, 2013 3:22 PM improve road systems school facilities

220 Jul 22, 2013 3:19 PM school places transport

221 Jul 22, 2013 3:16 PM improve road systems parking

222 Jul 22, 2013 3:16 PM traffic lights at horsforth roundabout similar to Dawsons Cornerbetter public transport

223 Jul 22, 2013 3:12 PM schools doctors and dentists

224 Jul 22, 2013 3:10 PM off street parking trees

225 Jul 22, 2013 3:07 PM roads, schools & services should be adequate

226 Jul 22, 2013 3:05 PM off street parking

227 Jul 22, 2013 3:05 PM more frequent buses high quality design

228 Jul 22, 2013 2:55 PM improve schools extra doctors

229 Jul 22, 2013 2:47 PM traffic calming on "rat runs" like Over lane, Batter Lane, Canada, Larkfieldinstallation of wind-terbine on billing for rawdon residents

230 Jul 22, 2013 2:42 PM public transport improvements school facilities

231 Jul 22, 2013 2:38 PM improve road systems repair existing roads

232 Jul 22, 2013 2:38 PM improved road infrastructure, especiallt A65greenbelt sites should be protected

233 Jul 22, 2013 2:36 PM increased funding for local schools to improve facilitiesimproved road and footpath maintenance on existing streets

234 Jul 22, 2013 2:35 PM health services school facilities

235 Jul 22, 2013 2:32 PM more infrastructure with new housing

236 Jul 22, 2013 2:32 PM new ring road extra roads over aire valley

237 Jul 22, 2013 2:30 PM better traffic management

238 Jul 22, 2013 2:30 PM bus services adequate parking

239 Jul 22, 2013 2:28 PM not near A65 not spoiling the space and landscape

240 Jul 22, 2013 2:26 PM schools roads

241 Jul 22, 2013 2:25 PM schools roads

242 Jul 22, 2013 2:23 PM infrastructure improvements Improve public transport

243 Jul 22, 2013 2:23 PM recreational facilities (i.e. swings, roundabout etc)

244 Jul 22, 2013 2:22 PM public transport improvements park and ride

245 Jul 22, 2013 2:20 PM more local amenities - doctors/dentists/school provision (all ages)more community events - Greenacre Hall etc

246 Jul 22, 2013 2:19 PM off street parking

247 Jul 22, 2013 2:17 PM improve road systems off road car parking

248 Jul 22, 2013 2:07 PM improve road systems train station

249 Jul 22, 2013 2:04 PM public transport improvements roads

250 Jul 22, 2013 2:02 PM improve road systems doctors/dentists

251 Jul 22, 2013 2:00 PM schools doctors/dentists

252 Jul 22, 2013 1:11 PM in style with surrounding housing infrastructure - roads and access

253 Jul 22, 2013 1:07 PM bus stops GP & dentist

254 Jul 22, 2013 1:04 PM Better parking areas - instead of traffic parking on major road A65 etcBus lane isonly to be put into system - guided bus lanes

255 Jul 22, 2013 12:59 PM Road improvements and public transport improvesments e.g. more buses more routesMore GP surgeries, dentists etc (GP surgeries already overstretched)

256 Jul 22, 2013 12:54 PM parking spaces for cars and bikes more crossings for use of children e.g. Quaker Lane



257 Jul 22, 2013 12:51 PM bear in mind crematorium traffic - exit from Knott Lane can be difficultadequacy of bus services

258 Jul 22, 2013 12:46 PM maintain traditional buildings geographical location

259 Jul 22, 2013 12:45 PM improvement to schools better transport links

260 Jul 22, 2013 12:45 PM more frequent buses proper parking facilites for existing housing

261 Jul 22, 2013 12:42 PM Road Layouts to be improved Roads improved

262 Jul 22, 2013 12:42 PM more school and parkland play areas etcbetter access roads and link roads to the airport via other routes

263 Jul 22, 2013 12:38 PM Drainage - can the existing system cope?Services - refuse/road maintainance/transport links - train station

264 Jul 22, 2013 12:38 PM a better bus service to link town street with leeds road and harrogate roadparking provision - Canada road is a nightmare to drive along at times

265 Jul 22, 2013 12:34 PM new schools and health centres new roads there is way too much traffic

266 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM schools roads

267 Jul 22, 2013 12:31 PM much imparoved traffic management around village )ie one way)single entry/exit to and from sites to minimise traffic issues

268 Jul 22, 2013 12:29 PM roads improved school places

269 Jul 22, 2013 12:25 PM traffic must be able to flow freely, the proposed sites would cause chaosparking must be available ie no new restrictions

270 Jul 22, 2013 12:21 PM more schools more bus services

271 Jul 22, 2013 12:20 PM local services not be over strained eg traffice on A65 - already badsmaller sites

272 Jul 22, 2013 12:19 PM traffic control and crossings school facilities

273 Jul 22, 2013 12:18 PM Bus transport links Expansion of school places

274 Jul 22, 2013 12:17 PM new secondary schools upgrade of existing school facilities

275 Jul 22, 2013 12:17 PM improve road systems needf more services for more residences

276 Jul 22, 2013 12:16 PM some high quality assisted living accommodation for elderly peoplesome co-ownership property to enable young professionals i.e. teachers to live in area

277 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM better roads nearer rail network

278 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM infrastructure improvements no loss of green field and green belt

279 Jul 22, 2013 12:08 PM schools convienient health clinic

280 Jul 22, 2013 12:06 PM new and better roads, traffic calmingbetter traffic management eg traffic lights

281 Jul 22, 2013 12:06 PM public transport improvements parking on new housing sites

282 Jul 22, 2013 12:02 PM suitability of existing roads and junctionsoff road parking for two cars

283 Jul 22, 2013 12:01 PM Traffic lights for sites 6 & 7 More local shops

284 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM better infrastructure consider teh built enviorment - ie new schools shops etc

285 Jul 22, 2013 11:58 AM a bypass built to relieve apperly lane, green land and A65A65 widened and imporved

286 Jul 22, 2013 11:57 AM access to main roads

287 Jul 22, 2013 11:56 AM Traffic on A65 and A59 and towards Horsforth to be easedMaintaining the character of rawdon

288 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM junior school places taffic is controlled on A65

289 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM improve existing facilities

290 Jul 22, 2013 11:53 AM affect on surroundings roads

291 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM store build only no on street parking

292 Jul 22, 2013 11:49 AM deal with existing traffic issues

293 Jul 22, 2013 11:48 AM access roads to main roads need careful planninghow will the ring road and A65 cope with extra traffic

294 Jul 22, 2013 11:47 AM as above, brownfield only schooling considered

295 Jul 22, 2013 11:46 AM bus stops accident &

296 Jul 22, 2013 11:44 AM i am against any housing development

297 Jul 22, 2013 11:38 AM the road intrastructure is completely inadequate now, it must be improved before buildingnew schools provided or money for existing ones to expand

298 Jul 22, 2013 11:34 AM Yeadon Railway Station needs to be reinstatedRailway from Horsforth to be extended to airport

299 Jul 22, 2013 11:32 AM plans must be in place to deal with increased demand for school places, health and council servicesPossible increased traffic on A65 has to be considered

300 Jul 22, 2013 11:30 AM More offstreet parking More schools

301 Jul 22, 2013 11:26 AM easy access to buses etc small new shops/police patrols round new sites

302 Jul 22, 2013 11:25 AM investment in education leisure facilities

303 Jul 22, 2013 11:23 AM more schools more doctors

304 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM better transport links shops

305 Jul 22, 2013 11:16 AM No more houses should be built on any sites in Rawdon

306 Jul 22, 2013 11:14 AM Infrastructure, esp the road network in and around Rawdon cannot support any further development

307 Jul 22, 2013 11:13 AM access to transport link linit on height of buildings

308 Jul 22, 2013 11:12 AM If building takes place on Cragg Wood I hope new residents will pay their appropriate shareof the cost of upkeep of Woodlands drive as do all other residents

309 Jul 22, 2013 11:11 AM improved roads - stop congestion a lotgreater train links - airport

310 Jul 22, 2013 11:09 AM improved (very much so) bus serviceschool places

311 Jul 22, 2013 11:05 AM infrastructure will support more housingBus services

312 Jul 22, 2013 11:04 AM within easy reach of public transportopen space; trees ect so not a concrete jungle



313 Jul 22, 2013 11:03 AM Better roads

314 Jul 22, 2013 10:59 AM improve transport links and roads - bus, train and ring road roundaboutconsider where children could attend school - Rawdon schools are full

315 Jul 22, 2013 10:59 AM not on the billings

316 Jul 22, 2013 10:54 AM Enough school places not too much traffic on small roads

317 Jul 22, 2013 10:54 AM schools for children (in the future)to go toroad access

318 Jul 22, 2013 10:48 AM traffic- comuting is already at max capacityschools

319 Jul 22, 2013 10:46 AM improved traffic management as rawdon surounded by busy roadsImprove public transport

320 Jul 22, 2013 10:39 AM first time buyer opportunities adequate parking provision

321 Jul 22, 2013 10:39 AM more schools and doctors as and if requiredonly a small percentage of affrodable housing

322 Jul 22, 2013 10:35 AM more bus stops another bus route up to Larkfield ie overlane

323 Jul 22, 2013 10:35 AM not built on greenbelt land not affordable housing

324 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM more school places more doctors

325 Jul 22, 2013 10:29 AM Environmental issue BREEAM/SustainabilityImprovement of local infrastructure to alleviate existing issues

326 Jul 22, 2013 10:28 AM more primary school places circular bus service, Guiseley - Yeadon - Rawdon

327 Jul 22, 2013 10:28 AM Park and ride to make commuters use buses and reduce road traffic so buses can get throughincreased parking at horsforth station and more trains

328 Jul 22, 2013 10:25 AM more bus stops 1 mini supermarket

329 Jul 22, 2013 10:23 AM Leave Rawdon alone No more houses

330 Jul 22, 2013 10:21 AM local facilities and infrastructure

331 Jul 22, 2013 10:20 AM more shops better roads

332 Jul 22, 2013 10:20 AM Traffic control without need for speed bumps and camerasany new site should incorporate sufficient parking

333 Jul 22, 2013 10:18 AM Doctors Schools

334 Jul 22, 2013 10:16 AM Schools Better road structure i.e. roundabouts/traffic lights

335 Jul 22, 2013 10:15 AM maintain parks and the billing better public transport

336 Jul 22, 2013 10:13 AM more school provision better transport infrastructure, roads, public transport

337 Jul 22, 2013 10:11 AM improve public transport links as they are poor currently (reopen train station)if family housing, more youth orientated activites, parks, schools extra curricular

338 Jul 22, 2013 10:07 AM adequate infrastructure train station

339 Jul 22, 2013 10:06 AM access roads to the main artery namely A65

340 Jul 22, 2013 9:58 AM adequate educational facilities adequate dental/medical provision

341 Jul 22, 2013 9:53 AM health centre more police patrols

342 Jul 22, 2013 9:49 AM Good onsite parking Traffic Calming

343 Jul 22, 2013 9:49 AM traffic regulations, speed bumps lights etcgardens need to be provided

344 Jul 22, 2013 9:43 AM no building - the roads (new roadside , harrogagte road are already full to capacity & cannot support more trafficno building -

345 Jul 22, 2013 9:40 AM Traffic - not to overwhelm already busy roadsSchooling - cut off points to local schools

346 Jul 22, 2013 9:36 AM schools Improve A65 particularly Horsforth roundabout

347 Jul 22, 2013 9:33 AM car parking facilities

348 Jul 22, 2013 9:32 AM improve road systems

349 Jul 22, 2013 9:29 AM schools doctors/dentists

350 Jul 22, 2013 9:24 AM schoo places should be sufficient carefully planned road access/network

351 Jul 22, 2013 9:22 AM Communal Parking Padestrian crossings

352 Jul 22, 2013 9:18 AM consultation with residents

353 Jul 22, 2013 8:13 AM improvements to A65 infrastrcture of schools, doctors, etc

354 Jul 22, 2013 8:08 AM the almost grid-locked A65 must be improvednew school

355 Jul 22, 2013 7:58 AM few priorities, as any building rawdon small quanitity

356 Jul 22, 2013 7:53 AM more schools more shops

357 Jul 22, 2013 7:49 AM Roads need adding schools, doctors etc to be built

358 Jul 22, 2013 7:47 AM new school

359 Jul 22, 2013 7:45 AM medicl centre schools

360 Jul 19, 2013 2:37 PM improve layton road, traffic is already to heavyare the schoolable to cope with extra demand

361 Jul 19, 2013 2:32 PM more bus stops more lighting on streets

362 Jul 19, 2013 2:29 PM grocery shops car parking

363 Jul 19, 2013 2:25 PM no houses: no more services

364 Jul 19, 2013 2:22 PM schools shops

365 Jul 19, 2013 1:56 PM more school places rawdon needs more shops, nothing in rawdon

366 Jul 19, 2013 1:51 PM Rawdon needs no further housing

367 Jul 19, 2013 1:48 PM Each house/flat should have off street parking for 2 carsAll dwellings must have services access

368 Jul 19, 2013 1:46 PM adequate new road access put in before building startsproper public transport arranged in advance of building



369 Jul 19, 2013 1:31 PM public transport improvements ASSESSMENT OF AVAILABLE SCHOOL PLACES BOTH PRIMARY AN SECONDARY

370 Jul 18, 2013 4:14 PM first time buyer housing adequate parking provision

371 Jul 18, 2013 4:08 PM substantial developer contribution towards puplic transport improvementssubstantial developer contribution towards local road networks

372 Jul 18, 2013 3:57 PM not applicable to Rawdon

373 Jul 18, 2013 3:53 PM new roads schools

374 Jul 18, 2013 3:51 PM good traffic access with public trasport provisionmaintenance of gap between Rawdon and Horsforth

375 Jul 18, 2013 3:46 PM additional school places will be neededpublic transport must be approved

376 Jul 18, 2013 3:37 PM No housing - no room for more amenitiesor traffic

377 Jul 18, 2013 12:05 PM Not on Green Belt or Green Field Sites at any costThe infrastructure should be in place and proven - ie when developers put in plans they should match it with budgets for schools, doctors etc

378 Jul 18, 2013 11:08 AM school spaces development of roads to reduce traffic problems

379 Jul 12, 2013 11:55 AM Public transport issues need resolvingsocial infrastructure (schools, doctors, dentists) needs extra provision

380 Jul 12, 2013 8:41 AM a stratergy to deal with the excessive traffic on all Rawdons roads

381 Jul 12, 2013 8:37 AM Safe Access Roads Childrens play areas

382 Jul 11, 2013 9:47 AM better roads and traffic lights additional schools

383 Jul 11, 2013 9:40 AM that the a65 can cope with yet more traffic - it cant!!!that local schools and medical services can cope

384 Jul 11, 2013 8:54 AM mature trees and ponds to be protected

385 Jul 10, 2013 2:24 PM Major improvements to highways - in particular A65More school places

386 Jul 9, 2013 8:39 PM Green Belt should be protected at all cost. Future generations deserve the same green spaces as we have enjoyed.Local infrastructure already at capacity

387 Jul 9, 2013 4:50 PM Adequate safe road access Sufficient parking - at least 2 places per household

388 Jul 8, 2013 8:49 PM Due to A65 congestion, possibly a monorail into Leeds city centre!Improved local facilities

389 Jul 2, 2013 7:20 PM Roads need to be built and the A65 widenedSchools and local medical facilities

390 Jul 2, 2013 3:16 PM More extensive road and rail network (and better upkeep of roads-they are terrible here!)Not to be built on greenfield or greenbelt sites-only redevelop and improve brownfield sites

391 Jun 27, 2013 10:44 AM Only use brownfield sites Do not impose on any green land or current greenbelt

392 Jun 27, 2013 7:30 AM Infrastructure should be there Relevant design

393 Jun 26, 2013 12:28 PM prefer brownfield sites to be built ontraffic congestion A65 and Harrogate Road

394 Jun 23, 2013 8:34 PM Better public transport links Improve recreational facilities

395 Jun 23, 2013 8:21 PM Provide Rawdon with a decent football pitchDevelopers to improve park facilities

396 Jun 22, 2013 8:37 PM use of existing build sites only use large plots so as not to cramm

Response 

Count

441

441

45

Number Response Date Response Text Categories Billing

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:08 PM greenfields

2 Jul 25, 2013 7:05 PM rawdon billing x

3 Jul 25, 2013 7:02 PM all sites shown on map

4 Jul 25, 2013 6:58 PM the billing and all other greenfield sitesx

5 Jul 25, 2013 6:55 PM all greenbelt land, greenfield also if at all possible. brownfield land should always be developed first

6 Jul 25, 2013 6:50 PM the whole billing and surrounding areas as this is part of rawdons identity. also the land separating rawdon and horsforth from Layton lane onwards past the golf + rugby clubsx

7 Jul 25, 2013 6:43 PM the billing x

8 Jul 25, 2013 6:29 PM littlemoor, all greenfield sites, micklefield park, the billingx

9 Jul 25, 2013 6:24 PM greenfield

10 Jul 25, 2013 6:09 PM all greenbelt / greenfield. any area which would take away natural enviroment

11 Jul 25, 2013 6:06 PM the billing - a vital green space between rawdon + the airportx

12 Jul 25, 2013 5:57 PM the billing x

13 Jul 25, 2013 5:51 PM all greenfield land

14 Jul 25, 2013 5:45 PM I think that the whole area has had as much development as it can stand, the roads are congested particularly horsforth roundabout which has been made worse with the latest work done to it

15 Jul 25, 2013 5:40 PM the billing and adjoining area  a local, historical landscape of significance and which should be protectedx

16 Jul 25, 2013 4:57 PM all

Answer Options

8. Are there any sites in Rawdon that should be protected from all 

development?

answered question

skipped question



17 Jul 25, 2013 4:54 PM rawdon billing x

18 Jul 25, 2013 4:49 PM THE BILLING & RAWDON CARR x

19 Jul 25, 2013 4:45 PM Yes - billing/ Cragg wood/ micklefield lanex

20 Jul 25, 2013 3:46 PM yes area around billing, the greens, the fields between horsforth and rawdon, over lane and fields south of a65x

21 Jul 25, 2013 3:43 PM all red areas around the billing. land between rawdon and horsforth, between layton lane and west end lanex

22 Jul 25, 2013 3:39 PM billing  greenbelt  allotments spaces x

23 Jul 25, 2013 3:30 PM all green belt and billing x

24 Jul 25, 2013 3:23 PM yes all green sites

25 Jul 25, 2013 3:09 PM Woodlands drive should absolutley considered for protection Rawdon village is now full and should not have further housing. both have struggling infrastructure as it is

26 Jul 25, 2013 3:03 PM yes, batter lane, rawdon billing, land adjacent to ivy house, field west of knot lanex

27 Jul 25, 2013 2:59 PM yes sites 1,2,3,6,7 and 9 these areas are frequented by wild deerx

28 Jul 25, 2013 2:57 PM yes all green belt

29 Jul 25, 2013 2:51 PM Rawdon billing, an area of outstanding beautyx

30 Jul 25, 2013 2:46 PM Rawdon Billing  Fields and footpath off layton lanex

31 Jul 25, 2013 2:17 PM Yes I feel strongly that the billing should be protected from all development. This area of greenbelt has an important part to play in ensuring that Yeadon, Rawdon and Horsforth remain separate areasx

32 Jul 25, 2013 1:41 PM billing x

33 Jul 25, 2013 12:57 PM Yes definately - green belt and green field sites should be protected - the whole character of rawdon would be completely ruined if it becomes another corridor town to leeds

34 Jul 25, 2013 12:50 PM the billing x

35 Jul 25, 2013 12:25 PM the billing and areas 6 7 7 marked over (unless traffic on A65/rawdon roundabout could be better managedx

36 Jul 25, 2013 12:03 PM billing hill x

37 Jul 25, 2013 12:00 PM rawdon billing x

38 Jul 25, 2013 10:40 AM Little London already heavily developed  micklefield park  existing green spaces especially rawdon billingx

39 Jul 25, 2013 10:05 AM Rawdon Billing and cold harbour farm should be specifically protected in the interests of retaining the delicate balance of their rural and urban characteristicsx

40 Jul 25, 2013 9:51 AM rawdon billing  Layton lane - prevention of urban sprawl/encroachment towards horsforthx

41 Jul 25, 2013 9:50 AM Rawdon Billing, this is a picturesque area well used by the local community. This area can be seen from many places around leeds and it would spoil not only the local area by the skyline around leedsx

42 Jul 25, 2013 9:41 AM billing x

43 Jul 25, 2013 9:34 AM I can't think of any that shouldn't be

44 Jul 25, 2013 9:29 AM the billing or at least the majority of itx

45 Jul 25, 2013 9:28 AM all green belt and open green spaces

46 Jul 25, 2013 9:26 AM see q10

47 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM all sites

48 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM Rawdon Billing  Canada Road x

49 Jul 25, 2013 9:20 AM billing x

50 Jul 25, 2013 9:14 AM Rawdon Billing x

51 Jul 25, 2013 9:11 AM red brick  billing x

52 Jul 25, 2013 9:09 AM cragg wood

53 Jul 25, 2013 9:08 AM yes areas 2 & 1 x

54 Jul 24, 2013 2:53 PM the billing x

55 Jul 24, 2013 2:51 PM cragg wood nurseries  rawdon billingx

56 Jul 24, 2013 2:48 PM the billing x

57 Jul 24, 2013 2:44 PM conservation area (little London) + old rawdon high street

58 Jul 24, 2013 2:40 PM cragg wood

59 Jul 24, 2013 2:31 PM all greenbelt

60 Jul 24, 2013 2:23 PM rawdon billing x

61 Jul 24, 2013 2:07 PM see points 9..1, 9.2, 9.3, 9.6, 9.7 & 9.8 below

62 Jul 24, 2013 2:02 PM the billing!! it would be an absolute disgrace to allow any buildings to go up on this lovely landmarkx

63 Jul 24, 2013 1:56 PM greenbelt sites

64 Jul 24, 2013 1:45 PM rawdon billing x

65 Jul 24, 2013 1:43 PM rawdon billing / all green areas ie where grass/crops growx

66 Jul 24, 2013 1:38 PM rawdon billing - this is common land, I have played on it and walked on it for 70+ yearsx

67 Jul 24, 2013 1:38 PM The Billing and surrounding land x

68 Jul 24, 2013 1:36 PM greenbelt land

69 Jul 24, 2013 1:34 PM billings, all farmland, greenfields should be left alonex

70 Jul 24, 2013 1:33 PM Billing and other greenbelt sites x

71 Jul 24, 2013 1:33 PM billing  green fields between rawdon and horsforthx

72 Jul 24, 2013 1:32 PM green belt



73 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM rawdon billing x

74 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM Layton Lane

75 Jul 24, 2013 1:30 PM yes green belt

76 Jul 24, 2013 1:29 PM the billing - this should not be touched in any way. it is a disgrace that this is even being consideredx

77 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM all sites

78 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM all greenbelt

79 Jul 24, 2013 1:22 PM billing  pas land  canada road x

80 Jul 24, 2013 1:21 PM no but ensure developers contribute to local amenities and jobs - to offer "on the job" training to youth/unemployed

81 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM all

82 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM greenbelt  conservation areas

83 Jul 24, 2013 1:19 PM all sites

84 Jul 24, 2013 1:16 PM billings x

85 Jul 24, 2013 1:16 PM the billing and surrounding area  Low green, rawdon carrsx

86 Jul 24, 2013 1:15 PM greent belt esp. billing x

87 Jul 24, 2013 1:15 PM Greenbelt and greenfield area especially the Billing. It is a notable and well used feature of the area - Rawdon village would simply not be that without itx

88 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM all round the billing x

89 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM billing, crag wood x

90 Jul 24, 2013 1:11 PM conservation/green areas to be protected

91 Jul 24, 2013 1:11 PM The billing x

92 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM all sites

93 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM farmland

94 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM Rawdon Billing  Canada Road x

95 Jul 24, 2013 1:08 PM billing x

96 Jul 24, 2013 1:08 PM Definitely the whole of the Billing and greenbelt areas  also the triangle between Quakers lane,, Harrogate Road and Park Roadx

97 Jul 24, 2013 1:07 PM billing x

98 Jul 24, 2013 1:05 PM Billing  Littlemoor x

99 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM green field

100 Jul 24, 2013 1:03 PM The Billing and the fields on Apperley Lane in-between the allotments and Emsley's Farmx

101 Jul 24, 2013 1:03 PM the billing, this is a good walking spot for people and dogsx

102 Jul 24, 2013 1:02 PM billing  crag wood x

103 Jul 24, 2013 1:01 PM billing hill  canada road x

104 Jul 24, 2013 1:00 PM greenbelt

105 Jul 24, 2013 12:59 PM sites that would mean building on fields

106 Jul 24, 2013 12:59 PM billing hill x

107 Jul 24, 2013 12:57 PM billing x

108 Jul 24, 2013 12:57 PM all conservation areas

109 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM rawdon

110 Jul 24, 2013 12:55 PM all greenbelt and greenfield sites

111 Jul 24, 2013 12:53 PM billing x

112 Jul 24, 2013 12:53 PM all areas around the billing x

113 Jul 24, 2013 12:52 PM sites 2,3,6,7 x

114 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM the billing x

115 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM billing  layton lane  canada road x

116 Jul 24, 2013 12:50 PM conservation areas

117 Jul 24, 2013 12:49 PM yes

118 Jul 24, 2013 12:49 PM billing x

119 Jul 24, 2013 12:47 PM billing  east of layton lane x

120 Jul 24, 2013 12:45 PM billing  canada road  ivy house x

121 Jul 24, 2013 12:43 PM all proposed sites

122 Jul 24, 2013 12:42 PM billing  crag woods x

123 Jul 24, 2013 12:39 PM green spaces need protecting

124 Jul 24, 2013 12:37 PM green belts need protecting

125 Jul 24, 2013 12:35 PM yes all green spaces

126 Jul 24, 2013 12:33 PM ref 2,3,6,7   green belt  buffer zone between rawdon and horsforthx

127 Jul 24, 2013 12:31 PM layton park drive

128 Jul 24, 2013 12:29 PM all sites at edge



129 Jul 24, 2013 12:28 PM green spaces south of a65

130 Jul 24, 2013 12:25 PM billing  layton lane  ivy house x

131 Jul 24, 2013 12:23 PM billing  layton lane  knott lane  new york lanex

132 Jul 24, 2013 12:21 PM billing x

133 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM all sites

134 Jul 24, 2013 12:17 PM billing  site 5 x

135 Jul 24, 2013 12:15 PM near crematorium

136 Jul 24, 2013 11:09 AM Rawdon Billing x

137 Jul 24, 2013 11:06 AM Areas 1,2,3,6 &7 x

138 Jul 24, 2013 10:59 AM Cragg Wood Conservation Area

139 Jul 24, 2013 10:57 AM The Billing as this was a present to the residents of Rawdon from Leeds City Councilx

140 Jul 24, 2013 10:54 AM All around the Billing x

141 Jul 24, 2013 10:50 AM All

142 Jul 24, 2013 10:46 AM Billing  Knott Lane area x

143 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM all suggested sites should be protected from development

144 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM Site near top of New York Lane  Site near Knott Lane  Site near Airedale

145 Jul 24, 2013 10:42 AM layton lane

146 Jul 24, 2013 10:39 AM the Billing and surrounding fields x

147 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM layton lane

148 Jul 24, 2013 10:35 AM Rawdon Billing x

149 Jul 24, 2013 10:33 AM Rawdon Billing x

150 Jul 24, 2013 10:30 AM The Billing x

151 Jul 24, 2013 10:28 AM The Billing x

152 Jul 24, 2013 10:25 AM Rawdon Billing x

153 Jul 24, 2013 10:10 AM The Billing   All green and greenbelt landx

154 Jul 24, 2013 10:07 AM The Billing x

155 Jul 24, 2013 10:04 AM Rawdon Billing x

156 Jul 24, 2013 10:02 AM Billing  Knott Lane x

157 Jul 24, 2013 10:01 AM billing  green belt protected x

158 Jul 24, 2013 9:59 AM The Billing top most - but all greenbelt areas including PAS land Canada Roadx

159 Jul 24, 2013 9:56 AM Rawdon Billing x

160 Jul 24, 2013 9:53 AM sites of historical interest if there should be any

161 Jul 24, 2013 9:51 AM billing, cragwood, area around crematoriumx

162 Jul 24, 2013 9:46 AM billing, green belt, greenfield x

163 Jul 24, 2013 9:44 AM billing, greenfield x

164 Jul 24, 2013 9:39 AM billing x

165 Jul 24, 2013 9:37 AM billing x

166 Jul 24, 2013 9:37 AM Billing  Cragg Wood (all of it)  All fields adjacent to Apperley Lane and Apperley Road  Fields adjacent to Warm Lane areax

167 Jul 24, 2013 9:33 AM billing x

168 Jul 24, 2013 9:27 AM billing, along a65, littlemoor x

169 Jul 24, 2013 9:27 AM Billing Hill ridge and surrounding area. Although it is private now (with access allowed) it should remain available for leisure/open spacex

170 Jul 24, 2013 9:24 AM billing x

171 Jul 24, 2013 9:23 AM what is left of a lovely village should now be left without any further development

172 Jul 24, 2013 9:18 AM the Billing x

173 Jul 24, 2013 9:15 AM Billing x

174 Jul 24, 2013 9:13 AM all greenbelt sites

175 Jul 24, 2013 9:10 AM The Billing  Land to East of Layton Lane  Field to west of Knott Lane  Field to east of Knott Lanex

176 Jul 24, 2013 9:06 AM yes definitely the Billing - site 2 x

177 Jul 24, 2013 8:57 AM green belt

178 Jul 23, 2013 3:39 PM billing  knott lane x

179 Jul 23, 2013 3:37 PM green belt

180 Jul 23, 2013 3:34 PM all sites

181 Jul 23, 2013 3:25 PM green spaces

182 Jul 23, 2013 3:21 PM any sites adjacent to a65  green belt  littlemoor  green fields

183 Jul 23, 2013 3:18 PM green belt, new development should be brownfield and 'infill'

184 Jul 23, 2013 3:14 PM billings hill x



185 Jul 23, 2013 1:37 PM anything green

186 Jul 23, 2013 1:28 PM billing  crag wood  layton lane  emmet drive - reservoir culvert?x

187 Jul 23, 2013 1:25 PM all green field

188 Jul 23, 2013 1:22 PM I strongly believe that Rawdon itself should be protected. as a resident of 30 years rawdon is in danger of becoming heavily over crowded. traffic is already awful

189 Jul 23, 2013 1:16 PM billing x

190 Jul 23, 2013 1:14 PM billing x

191 Jul 23, 2013 1:12 PM billing x

192 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM billing  green belt x

193 Jul 23, 2013 12:26 PM rawdon is small village, any development would put further strain on local services and increase traffic problems

194 Jul 23, 2013 12:24 PM billing  layton lane x

195 Jul 23, 2013 12:19 PM woodlands drive and crag wood

196 Jul 23, 2013 12:08 PM biling x

197 Jul 23, 2013 12:05 PM greent belt valued, appreciated and protected. Global warming means more trees not less

198 Jul 23, 2013 12:01 PM the billing x

199 Jul 23, 2013 11:20 AM no

200 Jul 23, 2013 11:19 AM all sites in Rawdon should be protected

201 Jul 23, 2013 11:17 AM billings  green belt x

202 Jul 23, 2013 11:15 AM crag wood, woodlands drive

203 Jul 23, 2013 11:10 AM billing x

204 Jul 23, 2013 11:08 AM billing x

205 Jul 23, 2013 11:07 AM billing x

206 Jul 23, 2013 11:03 AM billing and surroundings, area for rawdon fun dayx

207 Jul 23, 2013 10:49 AM billing x

208 Jul 23, 2013 10:46 AM billing  field east of knott lane x

209 Jul 23, 2013 10:44 AM billing  knott lane x

210 Jul 23, 2013 10:42 AM Billing x

211 Jul 23, 2013 10:28 AM all sites

212 Jul 23, 2013 10:24 AM all green areas

213 Jul 23, 2013 10:22 AM billing x

214 Jul 23, 2013 10:20 AM all sites

215 Jul 23, 2013 10:16 AM it would be an act of vandalism and a betrayal of furture generations to build on any of the fields around the billingx

216 Jul 23, 2013 10:11 AM billing x

217 Jul 23, 2013 9:25 AM the billing x

218 Jul 23, 2013 9:23 AM the Billing x

219 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM all sites

220 Jul 23, 2013 9:11 AM Billing (sites 1 & 2) x

221 Jul 23, 2013 9:09 AM Rawdon billing and surrounding fields, cragg woodx

222 Jul 23, 2013 9:06 AM The Billing x

223 Jul 23, 2013 9:05 AM certainly the Billing area. also I feel the open fields along the A65 from Horsforth and into Rawdon should be kept. This open character helps to retain a certain and necessary sense of individuality. so, no development on knott lane fields for examplex

224 Jul 23, 2013 9:03 AM billing x

225 Jul 23, 2013 9:00 AM all green belt sites, removal of historical factory buildings

226 Jul 23, 2013 8:56 AM protect the billing x

227 Jul 23, 2013 8:53 AM all green belt

228 Jul 23, 2013 8:49 AM Rawdon Billing x

229 Jul 23, 2013 8:49 AM THE BILLING x

230 Jul 23, 2013 8:48 AM Billing x

231 Jul 23, 2013 8:48 AM playing fields and recreational parks

232 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM Billing  all conservation areas  the greenbelt between appley bridge and rodleyx

233 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM The land around the Billing should be protected or at the very least restricted to preserve green space in the area.  A new park could be created.  green space is limited and should be protectedx

234 Jul 23, 2013 8:46 AM all greenbelt land

235 Jul 23, 2013 8:42 AM rawdon billing x

236 Jul 23, 2013 8:36 AM the billing and surrounding x

237 Jul 23, 2013 8:32 AM billing x

238 Jul 22, 2013 4:00 PM areas 2,3,6,7 x

239 Jul 22, 2013 3:54 PM the billing x

240 Jul 22, 2013 3:22 PM billing x



241 Jul 22, 2013 3:19 PM all listed below

242 Jul 22, 2013 3:17 PM billing x

243 Jul 22, 2013 3:16 PM crag wood  billing hill x

244 Jul 22, 2013 3:16 PM rawdon billing x

245 Jul 22, 2013 3:12 PM 6 & 7 congestion here is a problem now let alone with housing either side of knott lane

246 Jul 22, 2013 3:10 PM billing  green belt x

247 Jul 22, 2013 3:07 PM the billing - area 2  areas 6 & 7 x

248 Jul 22, 2013 3:05 PM all of rawdon greenbelt (whats left of it)

249 Jul 22, 2013 3:05 PM green belt, crag wood

250 Jul 22, 2013 2:55 PM rawdon billing and surrounding countrysidex

251 Jul 22, 2013 2:52 PM the billing x

252 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM all sites

253 Jul 22, 2013 2:47 PM allotments & palying fields, ex Rawdon Littlemoor school fields

254 Jul 22, 2013 2:42 PM rawdon billing x

255 Jul 22, 2013 2:40 PM all sites

256 Jul 22, 2013 2:38 PM rawdon billing should be kept as a public open spacex

257 Jul 22, 2013 2:38 PM greenbelt sites, especially rawdon billingx

258 Jul 22, 2013 2:37 PM billing x

259 Jul 22, 2013 2:36 PM Rawdon Billing / land to the east of Layton lanex

260 Jul 22, 2013 2:35 PM billing x

261 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM all

262 Jul 22, 2013 2:32 PM all greenbelt and greenfield

263 Jul 22, 2013 2:32 PM micklefield parr in particular but all greenfield sites

264 Jul 22, 2013 2:30 PM the billing x

265 Jul 22, 2013 2:30 PM little london  the billing x

266 Jul 22, 2013 2:28 PM rawdon billing x

267 Jul 22, 2013 2:26 PM Little more green

268 Jul 22, 2013 2:23 PM green belt

269 Jul 22, 2013 2:23 PM Sporting facilities - Rawdon Cricket Club and football fields

270 Jul 22, 2013 2:22 PM all greenbelt

271 Jul 22, 2013 2:20 PM Micklefield Park  the Golf Course  The Tarn (although that is Yeadon)

272 Jul 22, 2013 2:19 PM little more green  the billing x

273 Jul 22, 2013 2:17 PM Rawdon billing x

274 Jul 22, 2013 2:13 PM rawdon billing and surrounding x

275 Jul 22, 2013 2:07 PM Its essential that we maintain some green field spaces. Agriculture needs some stimulation to retain a little of 'natural england'

276 Jul 22, 2013 2:02 PM the billing x

277 Jul 22, 2013 2:00 PM No comment

278 Jul 22, 2013 1:11 PM The Billing  Micklefield Park  Whitelands  Apperley Lane Fieldsx

279 Jul 22, 2013 1:07 PM The Billing and greenbelts x

280 Jul 22, 2013 1:04 PM Rawdon Billing x

281 Jul 22, 2013 12:59 PM Rawdon Billing and surrounding fieldsx

282 Jul 22, 2013 12:54 PM Rawdon Billing x

283 Jul 22, 2013 12:51 PM The Billing and surrounding area  Area around Knott Lane - already congested at certain times because of crematorium  Cragg Wood Nurseries - part of countryside area which is much used for recreationx

284 Jul 22, 2013 12:50 PM 2: the billing  3: land east of Layton lane  6 & 7: east and west of knott lanex

285 Jul 22, 2013 12:46 PM any greenfield and greenbelt sites

286 Jul 22, 2013 12:45 PM all greenfield aspecially Rawdon Billingx

287 Jul 22, 2013 12:42 PM Rawdon Billing area as its a site of local  interest, history and beautyx

288 Jul 22, 2013 12:42 PM Rawdon Billing for the people to walk across fro pleasure and views walkers and dog walkersx

289 Jul 22, 2013 12:38 PM All

290 Jul 22, 2013 12:38 PM definitely the Billings site, it is full of springs which after rainfall flow above the surface of the fields. what would happen to this water? houses on Markham Avenue have already suffered from floodingx

291 Jul 22, 2013 12:34 PM All areas! As the existing roads and services are not adequate

292 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM all of the billing x

293 Jul 22, 2013 12:31 PM 1. Billing  2. East of Layton lane, this site should be safeguarded to prevent rawdon and horsforth mergingx

294 Jul 22, 2013 12:29 PM The Billing  Quaker Lane triangle of grass  Farmland on top road from Rawdon to Horsforthx

295 Jul 22, 2013 12:25 PM the billing, PAS land, Cragg Wood, in fact all sitesx

296 Jul 22, 2013 12:21 PM The Billing x



297 Jul 22, 2013 12:20 PM the billing x

298 Jul 22, 2013 12:19 PM green belt

299 Jul 22, 2013 12:18 PM Rawdon Billing x

300 Jul 22, 2013 12:17 PM rawdon billing x

301 Jul 22, 2013 12:17 PM any green space

302 Jul 22, 2013 12:16 PM I believe Rawdon Billing and Layton Lane should be protected in view of its high amenity value for residents. The character of the neighbourhood would change if this land was developed.x

303 Jul 22, 2013 12:14 PM Billing - communal leisure area x

304 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM Rawdon billing x

305 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM rawdon billing x

306 Jul 22, 2013 12:08 PM Rawdon Billing x

307 Jul 22, 2013 12:06 PM billing x

308 Jul 22, 2013 12:06 PM

Rawdon Billing 

Land adjacent x

309 Jul 22, 2013 12:02 PM the green, the billing and all parks x

310 Jul 22, 2013 12:01 PM yes all land surrounding the Billing should not be built on everx

311 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM yes

312 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM no2 - greenbelt - transform green fields into building land - lower area will get flooded as no land to soak up water

313 Jul 22, 2013 11:57 AM near the billing x

314 Jul 22, 2013 11:56 AM The Billing - part of Rawdon's characterx

315 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM The billings x

316 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM Rawdon Billing- it would be criminal to build on this land, it is part of rawdon we all love and have done for many many yearsx

317 Jul 22, 2013 11:53 AM Rawdon billings and  surrounding areax

318 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM none

319 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM All sites should be protected.  Enough traffic on A65 with the developments in Guiseley & Menston

320 Jul 22, 2013 11:49 AM the billing x

321 Jul 22, 2013 11:48 AM The Billing - it serves as a noise buffer for the nearby properties from the airport and it is an area of natural beauty and wildlifex

322 Jul 22, 2013 11:47 AM the billing x

323 Jul 22, 2013 11:46 AM more protection for greenbelt, the billingx

324 Jul 22, 2013 11:45 AM The Billing  Cragg Wood x

325 Jul 22, 2013 11:38 AM Billing Hill no 2 on map x

326 Jul 22, 2013 11:36 AM any and all greenfield sites

327 Jul 22, 2013 11:34 AM The billing x

328 Jul 22, 2013 11:34 AM The Billing and fields surrounding it and adjacent to the lakesx

329 Jul 22, 2013 11:32 AM Rawdon Billing, Rawdon Littlemoorx

330 Jul 22, 2013 11:30 AM Canada Road  Rawdon Billing x

331 Jul 22, 2013 11:26 AM Yes 1 & 2 Rawdon Billing x

332 Jul 22, 2013 11:25 AM Rawdon Billing x

333 Jul 22, 2013 11:23 AM Rawdon Billing, Craig wood nurseriesx

334 Jul 22, 2013 11:21 AM Canada Road, Rawdon Billing x

335 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM No 2 and 3 x

336 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM all - existing prices would plummet

337 Jul 22, 2013 11:19 AM The billing x

338 Jul 22, 2013 11:17 AM Craig Wood

339 Jul 22, 2013 11:16 AM All sites in Rawdon should be protected from building in Rawdon

340 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM Rawdon Billing x

341 Jul 22, 2013 11:14 AM All current green field sites

342 Jul 22, 2013 11:13 AM all greenbelt areas

343 Jul 22, 2013 11:11 AM Billing, land east of Layton lane, Knott lane - green belt - also traffic congestion if developedx

344 Jul 22, 2013 11:09 AM all greenbelt if possible

345 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM every one of them

346 Jul 22, 2013 11:06 AM All greenbelt

347 Jul 22, 2013 11:05 AM site 2 rawdon billing x

348 Jul 22, 2013 11:04 AM The billing x

349 Jul 22, 2013 11:03 AM yes

350 Jul 22, 2013 10:59 AM All but especially the Billing x

351 Jul 22, 2013 10:59 AM the billing x

352 Jul 22, 2013 10:58 AM all



353 Jul 22, 2013 10:54 AM yes

354 Jul 22, 2013 10:54 AM greenbelt - what is the point of greenbelt if you consider building on it

355 Jul 22, 2013 10:48 AM all sites

356 Jul 22, 2013 10:46 AM Billing as a local beauty spot. Pas Land or Canada road, poor road access. Land to east of Layton Lane and to east and west of knott land - reduces buffer between rawdon and horsforthx

357 Jul 22, 2013 10:44 AM yes - letter explains what must not be developed into housing and sound engineering reasons why there must be no development

358 Jul 22, 2013 10:39 AM The billing x

359 Jul 22, 2013 10:39 AM PAS land  The Billing x

360 Jul 22, 2013 10:37 AM The Billing x

361 Jul 22, 2013 10:35 AM Billing x

362 Jul 22, 2013 10:35 AM Cragg Wood  Billing  Farmland x

363 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM no

364 Jul 22, 2013 10:31 AM all sites except those tat improve the area

365 Jul 22, 2013 10:29 AM yes - all greenfield sites should be protected from any future development in particular Rawdon Billing and the Cragg Wood Conservation Areax

366 Jul 22, 2013 10:28 AM everywhere else not covered already apart from a few single infills

367 Jul 22, 2013 10:28 AM sites 2 and 3 form a direct greenway link between airedale and wharfedale well used by runners, walkers, adults and childrenx

368 Jul 22, 2013 10:25 AM Billling x

369 Jul 22, 2013 10:23 AM Site 1  Site 2  Site 3 x

370 Jul 22, 2013 10:21 AM Rawdon Billing  The field behind our house on Layton Lanex

371 Jul 22, 2013 10:20 AM Rawdon Billing x

372 Jul 22, 2013 10:18 AM Rawdon Billing x

373 Jul 22, 2013 10:16 AM Rawdon Billing  Cragg Wood Nurseries  Land near Ivy Housex

374 Jul 22, 2013 10:15 AM the Billing  Low green - field oppositex

375 Jul 22, 2013 10:13 AM all greenbelt land

376 Jul 22, 2013 10:11 AM Billing hill and surrounding fields, as this is an area which provides recreational activities like walking dogs, walking running. it also encourages wild life and has the potential to become a new home by ever increasing numbers of red kites who have started to fly in the sky rawdon and horsforthx

377 Jul 22, 2013 10:10 AM Rawdon Billing - it's the only greenspace we havex

378 Jul 22, 2013 10:07 AM greenfield sites

379 Jul 22, 2013 10:06 AM Sites 6 & 7 as previously set out

380 Jul 22, 2013 9:58 AM The area surrounding the Billing currently coloured red. The swathe of land separating Rawdon and Horsforth between Layton Lane and West End Lanex

381 Jul 22, 2013 9:53 AM All of it! We moved here because there are areas of natural beauty and places of safety for wildlife. More development will destroy this.

382 Jul 22, 2013 9:49 AM The Billing x

383 Jul 22, 2013 9:49 AM yes the green belt, woodland and country lanes that is enjoyed by so many

384 Jul 22, 2013 9:46 AM Rawdon Billing x

385 Jul 22, 2013 9:43 AM if you decide to build on Rawdon Billing, you should seriously look at yourself in the mirrorx

386 Jul 22, 2013 9:40 AM Rawdon Billing x

387 Jul 22, 2013 9:36 AM Rawdon Billing  Knott Lane x

388 Jul 22, 2013 9:33 AM All the natural woodland & green fields

389 Jul 22, 2013 9:32 AM The billing  Green belt between rawdon and horsforthx

390 Jul 22, 2013 9:29 AM Rawdon Billing should never ever be built onx

391 Jul 22, 2013 9:24 AM Rawdon Billing x

392 Jul 22, 2013 9:22 AM Rawdon billing x

393 Jul 22, 2013 9:18 AM all current sites

394 Jul 22, 2013 9:16 AM All sites mentioned. particularly billings area.x

395 Jul 22, 2013 8:13 AM the billing, Layton lane, knott lane x

396 Jul 22, 2013 8:08 AM Rawdon billing and its access at Canada road. (which is too narrow to take any more trafficx

397 Jul 22, 2013 7:58 AM 1. the billing  2. Layton lane  3. land either side knott lane  4. cold harbour farm, bayton lane, rawdonx

398 Jul 22, 2013 7:53 AM the biling site, garth's farm, red beck site, fields adjacent to existing housingx

399 Jul 22, 2013 7:49 AM Rawdon Billing x

400 Jul 22, 2013 7:47 AM Rawdon Billing  Land east of Layton lanex

401 Jul 22, 2013 7:45 AM the billing, penny's field on A65, cragwoodx

402 Jul 19, 2013 2:41 PM Billing x

403 Jul 19, 2013 2:37 PM The billing is a local Beauty spot and should remain exactly thatx

404 Jul 19, 2013 2:32 PM round the back of the Billing Lake (site2)  site 1 Canada roadx

405 Jul 19, 2013 2:29 PM fields to the right of Apperley lane driving towards bfd. fields adjoining a65 towards horsforth, rawdon billingx

406 Jul 19, 2013 2:25 PM all of them

407 Jul 19, 2013 2:22 PM the billing x

408 Jul 19, 2013 1:56 PM Rawdon billing  PAS Land Canada Roadx



409 Jul 19, 2013 1:53 PM Open green spaces

410 Jul 19, 2013 1:51 PM All of Rawdon  Rawdon needs no further housing

411 Jul 19, 2013 1:48 PM All sites

412 Jul 19, 2013 1:46 PM The Billing x

413 Jul 19, 2013 1:31 PM Greenbelt/ conservation areas

414 Jul 18, 2013 4:14 PM Billing, fields opposite craggwood drive, smallx

415 Jul 18, 2013 4:08 PM sites 1 to 7 inclusive plus all other greenfield areasx

416 Jul 18, 2013 3:57 PM PAS land, Canada road, rawdon billingx

417 Jul 18, 2013 3:53 PM the Billing/greenbelt x

418 Jul 18, 2013 3:51 PM Billing & PAS land at top of Canada Road

419 Jul 18, 2013 3:46 PM The Billing x

420 Jul 18, 2013 3:37 PM All sites

421 Jul 18, 2013 12:05 PM ALL green belt and green sites - in particular   1221 Gil Lane  2162 Warm Lane  1104 Greenside Farm  3033 Highfold Farm

422 Jul 18, 2013 11:08 AM All sites should be protected

423 Jul 12, 2013 11:55 AM The Billing  Sites to East & West of Knott Lanex

424 Jul 12, 2013 8:41 AM all of them

425 Jul 12, 2013 8:37 AM Yes maap ref 2, 3 x

426 Jul 11, 2013 9:47 AM all around the Billing and by peasehill allotmentsx

427 Jul 11, 2013 9:40 AM yes - sites 2, 3, 6 and 7 x

428 Jul 11, 2013 8:54 AM the Billings should be protected x

429 Jul 10, 2013 2:24 PM Rawdon Billing x

430 Jul 9, 2013 8:39 PM Green belt should be protected at all cost. Surely to goodness there is sufficient scope to meet future housing demands without further depleting the countryside.

431 Jul 9, 2013 4:50 PM Greenbelt should be protected - and not re-defined as something else.

432 Jul 8, 2013 8:49 PM Sites that are currently Green belt should be protected.

433 Jul 3, 2013 8:48 AM The Billing x

434 Jul 2, 2013 7:20 PM Yes, all Green field sites

435 Jul 2, 2013 3:16 PM Greenfield and greenbelt areas-without these Rawdon looses its identity as an attractive, semi rural place to live.

436 Jun 27, 2013 10:44 AM 1.The Rawdon billing and adjoining green belt   2. The fields known as redback field off layton Road + all fields all the way down to the A65x

437 Jun 27, 2013 7:30 AM Rawdon Billing x

438 Jun 26, 2013 12:28 PM Billing  Ivy House  Layton Lane x

439 Jun 23, 2013 8:34 PM The Billing area x

440 Jun 23, 2013 8:21 PM The billing- leave us some green space to remember what it looks like!x

441 Jun 22, 2013 8:37 PM Fields.We dont have many left

290

Response 

Count

322

322

164

Number Response Date Response Text Categories

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:08 PM no

2 Jul 25, 2013 7:05 PM development at Sandoz site - large site mixed housing in appropriate position and brownfield

3 Jul 25, 2013 7:02 PM NO

4 Jul 25, 2013 6:58 PM no

5 Jul 25, 2013 6:55 PM do not know of any suitable for improvement

6 Jul 25, 2013 6:50 PM cant think of any except perhaps riverside mills

7 Jul 25, 2013 6:43 PM fields of a65 to right hand side going into leeds

8 Jul 25, 2013 6:29 PM any brownfield sites  disused commercial sites

9 Jul 25, 2013 6:24 PM riverside mills and cragg wood nurseries only two properties however (already being built!)

10 Jul 25, 2013 6:09 PM no

11 Jul 25, 2013 6:06 PM Naylors factory site on green lane?  why doesn't the council restore the derelict house at the entrance to micklefield park on the a65 for use as apartments

Answer Options

skipped question

9. Are there any sites which you think could improve Rawdon by being 

developed?

answered question



12 Jul 25, 2013 5:57 PM could new housing be built within walking distance of the new station at appley bridge to minimise traffic problems

13 Jul 25, 2013 5:51 PM any ex industrial or brownfield; or change of use sites

14 Jul 25, 2013 5:45 PM no

15 Jul 25, 2013 5:40 PM I am not especially keen to see large scale development which would eventually destroy the rural nature of the place

16 Jul 25, 2013 4:57 PM no

17 Jul 25, 2013 4:54 PM no

18 Jul 25, 2013 4:49 PM no

19 Jul 25, 2013 4:45 PM no - would not be an improvement

20 Jul 25, 2013 3:46 PM no

21 Jul 25, 2013 3:43 PM current brown fields

22 Jul 25, 2013 3:39 PM it is full now

23 Jul 25, 2013 3:30 PM no

24 Jul 25, 2013 3:23 PM no

25 Jul 25, 2013 3:09 PM no rawdon is pretty much at capacity it should now be left before the infrastructure suffers

26 Jul 25, 2013 3:03 PM former naylor jennings site, green lane

27 Jul 25, 2013 2:59 PM none at all

28 Jul 25, 2013 2:57 PM no

29 Jul 25, 2013 2:51 PM 9

30 Jul 25, 2013 2:46 PM The land by jubilee hall - a more local park for children to use and would benefit the groups at jubilee hall

31 Jul 25, 2013 2:17 PM I would suggest the Naylor Jennings mill site would be an appropriate location for future development

32 Jul 25, 2013 1:41 PM ?

33 Jul 25, 2013 12:25 PM no

34 Jul 25, 2013 12:05 PM over lane

35 Jul 25, 2013 12:03 PM no's 1, 5, 8 and 9

36 Jul 25, 2013 10:40 AM no

37 Jul 25, 2013 10:05 AM Naylor Jennings site is fast becoming an eyesore development could improve rawdon on this site

38 Jul 25, 2013 9:51 AM n/a

39 Jul 25, 2013 9:41 AM no

40 Jul 25, 2013 9:34 AM no

41 Jul 25, 2013 9:29 AM Sandoz site & similar

42 Jul 25, 2013 9:28 AM not that I know of

43 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM no

44 Jul 25, 2013 9:14 AM Yeadon

45 Jul 25, 2013 9:11 AM none

46 Jul 25, 2013 9:09 AM no

47 Jul 24, 2013 2:51 PM no

48 Jul 24, 2013 2:44 PM none

49 Jul 24, 2013 2:31 PM existing buildings which need modernising/developing. Derelict buildings. Empty shops/businesses

50 Jul 24, 2013 2:23 PM I don't know of any

51 Jul 24, 2013 2:07 PM none

52 Jul 24, 2013 2:02 PM some of the smaller sites may help improve sections of rawdon

53 Jul 24, 2013 1:45 PM east & west knott lane

54 Jul 24, 2013 1:43 PM no

55 Jul 24, 2013 1:38 PM Airedale site redevelopment for mixed use

56 Jul 24, 2013 1:34 PM old factory/mill sites already built on

57 Jul 24, 2013 1:33 PM No I would prefer no building we moved here liking the space

58 Jul 24, 2013 1:33 PM no

59 Jul 24, 2013 1:32 PM no

60 Jul 24, 2013 1:30 PM no

61 Jul 24, 2013 1:29 PM no

62 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM no

63 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM LS19/LS20 is overdeveloped already.  Schools and medical services are struggling already and A65

64 Jul 24, 2013 1:22 PM no

65 Jul 24, 2013 1:21 PM No

66 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM no

67 Jul 24, 2013 1:19 PM no



68 Jul 24, 2013 1:15 PM NO

69 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM no

70 Jul 24, 2013 1:11 PM no - other than some brownfield sites

71 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM no

72 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM none

73 Jul 24, 2013 1:08 PM No because any development will further increase traffic congestion

74 Jul 24, 2013 1:05 PM Definitely not

75 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM rawdon is full

76 Jul 24, 2013 1:01 PM no

77 Jul 24, 2013 1:00 PM none

78 Jul 24, 2013 12:59 PM no

79 Jul 24, 2013 12:57 PM no

80 Jul 24, 2013 12:57 PM no

81 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM none of it

82 Jul 24, 2013 12:55 PM only brownfield

83 Jul 24, 2013 12:53 PM Brownfield

84 Jul 24, 2013 12:52 PM no

85 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM rawdon needs space

86 Jul 24, 2013 12:50 PM no

87 Jul 24, 2013 12:49 PM no

88 Jul 24, 2013 12:49 PM no preserve green spaces

89 Jul 24, 2013 12:47 PM empty shops to be converted to housing

90 Jul 24, 2013 12:45 PM none

91 Jul 24, 2013 12:42 PM no

92 Jul 24, 2013 12:39 PM none

93 Jul 24, 2013 12:37 PM crag wood and naylor jennings

94 Jul 24, 2013 12:35 PM none

95 Jul 24, 2013 12:29 PM not that aware of

96 Jul 24, 2013 12:28 PM not aware of any

97 Jul 24, 2013 12:25 PM crag wood  riverside mills

98 Jul 24, 2013 12:21 PM not sure

99 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM no

100 Jul 24, 2013 11:09 AM No

101 Jul 24, 2013 11:06 AM I am not sure what is proposed for the other sites but I would be against the loss of allotments, nurseries etc. Area 9 could be sympathetically developed to provide facilities for the proposed Redrow site (ex Sandoz/Clariant)

102 Jul 24, 2013 10:54 AM No

103 Jul 24, 2013 10:50 AM No

104 Jul 24, 2013 10:46 AM None

105 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM no

106 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM No

107 Jul 24, 2013 10:39 AM NO

108 Jul 24, 2013 10:38 AM none

109 Jul 24, 2013 10:35 AM Naylor Jennings Mill

110 Jul 24, 2013 10:33 AM not sure

111 Jul 24, 2013 10:28 AM No

112 Jul 24, 2013 10:25 AM No

113 Jul 24, 2013 10:07 AM NO!

114 Jul 24, 2013 10:04 AM No

115 Jul 24, 2013 10:02 AM No

116 Jul 24, 2013 10:01 AM batter lane  naylor jennings

117 Jul 24, 2013 9:56 AM No

118 Jul 24, 2013 9:53 AM brownfield sites which remain undeveloped for long periods  sites currently held in land banks by large building companies

119 Jul 24, 2013 9:51 AM large developments would not improve Rawdon

120 Jul 24, 2013 9:46 AM no

121 Jul 24, 2013 9:39 AM no

122 Jul 24, 2013 9:37 AM micklefield park council buildings

123 Jul 24, 2013 9:37 AM No the infrastructure isn't coping now with all the extra housing and business premies erected in the past. With all othe rbuilding work to be yet carried out in Guiseley and Menston especially enough is enough. The A 65 is already bottlenecked and needs less traffic not more. Also extra housing needs extra schools etc NO THANK YOU



124 Jul 24, 2013 9:33 AM no over developed and grid locked already

125 Jul 24, 2013 9:27 AM High quality housing will bring nice people into the area rather than plebs

126 Jul 24, 2013 9:24 AM no

127 Jul 24, 2013 9:23 AM no

128 Jul 24, 2013 9:18 AM No

129 Jul 24, 2013 9:15 AM No

130 Jul 24, 2013 9:10 AM NO

131 Jul 24, 2013 8:57 AM Naylor Jennings

132 Jul 23, 2013 3:39 PM not that I know of

133 Jul 23, 2013 3:37 PM none except brownfields

134 Jul 23, 2013 3:34 PM no!

135 Jul 23, 2013 3:25 PM again small unobtrusive plots

136 Jul 23, 2013 3:18 PM no

137 Jul 23, 2013 1:37 PM no

138 Jul 23, 2013 1:28 PM no

139 Jul 23, 2013 1:25 PM no local transport links must be improved first

140 Jul 23, 2013 1:16 PM claret/sandoz

141 Jul 23, 2013 1:14 PM akk development should be kept to a minimum

142 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM no

143 Jul 23, 2013 12:26 PM no

144 Jul 23, 2013 12:24 PM lower knott lane (6,7) industrial sites in yeadon

145 Jul 23, 2013 12:08 PM no

146 Jul 23, 2013 12:05 PM by proposed train station on apperley lane

147 Jul 23, 2013 12:01 PM no

148 Jul 23, 2013 11:20 AM no

149 Jul 23, 2013 11:19 AM no

150 Jul 23, 2013 11:17 AM riverside mills

151 Jul 23, 2013 11:15 AM no idea

152 Jul 23, 2013 11:10 AM no

153 Jul 23, 2013 11:07 AM nine

154 Jul 23, 2013 11:03 AM no over crowded as it is derelict areas of leeds should be redeveloped first

155 Jul 23, 2013 10:44 AM no

156 Jul 23, 2013 10:42 AM no

157 Jul 23, 2013 10:28 AM any additional housing will create more traffic and turn rawdon into a suburb rather than maintain village feel

158 Jul 23, 2013 10:24 AM no

159 Jul 23, 2013 10:22 AM mills on green lane

160 Jul 23, 2013 10:20 AM no

161 Jul 23, 2013 10:16 AM no (unless the airport is closed so brownfield released)

162 Jul 23, 2013 10:11 AM no

163 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM rawdon should not be developed further

164 Jul 23, 2013 9:11 AM no

165 Jul 23, 2013 9:09 AM no

166 Jul 23, 2013 9:05 AM unknown

167 Jul 23, 2013 9:00 AM no see above.

168 Jul 23, 2013 8:56 AM no

169 Jul 23, 2013 8:53 AM no

170 Jul 23, 2013 8:49 AM NO

171 Jul 23, 2013 8:48 AM no but sites 4, 9 would be least disruptive to community

172 Jul 23, 2013 8:48 AM possibly to the northern side of the airport

173 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM Jennings Mill - but not necessarily residential

174 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM no - but we have to accept that to expect no development is unrealistic, there needs to be a balance

175 Jul 23, 2013 8:36 AM land either side of knott lane  Naylor Jennings site - Green Lane

176 Jul 23, 2013 8:32 AM east and west of knott lane  Cragg Wood Nurseries

177 Jul 22, 2013 3:17 PM no

178 Jul 22, 2013 3:16 PM the library at micklefield park

179 Jul 22, 2013 3:09 PM no



180 Jul 22, 2013 3:07 PM no

181 Jul 22, 2013 3:05 PM no

182 Jul 22, 2013 2:55 PM small fill in sites which will not affect existing householders

183 Jul 22, 2013 2:52 PM land behind Sconebox at Yeadon Cricket Club

184 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM none

185 Jul 22, 2013 2:42 PM no

186 Jul 22, 2013 2:38 PM site 6  site 8

187 Jul 22, 2013 2:38 PM no

188 Jul 22, 2013 2:37 PM no

189 Jul 22, 2013 2:36 PM no

190 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM none

191 Jul 22, 2013 2:32 PM no

192 Jul 22, 2013 2:28 PM no

193 Jul 22, 2013 2:19 PM none

194 Jul 22, 2013 2:17 PM no1 PAS land Canada Road  No 6 West of Knott Lane

195 Jul 22, 2013 2:07 PM any brown field site

196 Jul 22, 2013 2:02 PM buildings by library at present council owened and subject to vandals - flats for elderly with warden

197 Jul 22, 2013 2:00 PM No comment

198 Jul 22, 2013 1:11 PM The old mill near the fire station

199 Jul 22, 2013 1:07 PM more children's activity park e.g. tennis, turf, football and swings

200 Jul 22, 2013 1:04 PM None - traffic levels are already at a very high level on A 65 - I am sure that no one looks at this from a local or council level - what will happen to Rawdon on further big developments

201 Jul 22, 2013 12:59 PM None

202 Jul 22, 2013 12:51 PM None most developemtn is ugly and detrimental

203 Jul 22, 2013 12:50 PM no rawdon is already congested

204 Jul 22, 2013 12:46 PM No

205 Jul 22, 2013 12:45 PM no

206 Jul 22, 2013 12:42 PM Green Lane Mills and Riverside mills, westfield Yeadon in full , craggwood nurseries

207 Jul 22, 2013 12:38 PM None

208 Jul 22, 2013 12:38 PM no

209 Jul 22, 2013 12:34 PM No

210 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM no

211 Jul 22, 2013 12:31 PM field west of Knott Lane, good site visible from road that gives positive image of rawdon, if well and sympathetic construction is used

212 Jul 22, 2013 12:29 PM Green Lane Mill Area

213 Jul 22, 2013 12:25 PM no

214 Jul 22, 2013 12:20 PM not sure

215 Jul 22, 2013 12:17 PM n/a

216 Jul 22, 2013 12:14 PM no

217 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM no

218 Jul 22, 2013 12:08 PM no

219 Jul 22, 2013 12:06 PM no

220 Jul 22, 2013 12:01 PM All sites except 1 & 2 would improve Rawdon by being developed

221 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM no

222 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM no

223 Jul 22, 2013 11:57 AM sites 1 or 2

224 Jul 22, 2013 11:56 AM Riverside Mills

225 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM no

226 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM none

227 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM no

228 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM None Aireborough is choc-a-block with traffic every day. Why should we put up with it by adding to it.

229 Jul 22, 2013 11:49 AM bottom of green lane

230 Jul 22, 2013 11:47 AM no

231 Jul 22, 2013 11:46 AM Bigger Library sites

232 Jul 22, 2013 11:38 AM no

233 Jul 22, 2013 11:36 AM no

234 Jul 22, 2013 11:34 AM none

235 Jul 22, 2013 11:34 AM Factory site on Green Lane  Sites to south of A65



236 Jul 22, 2013 11:32 AM not known

237 Jul 22, 2013 11:26 AM Not really but see comments on map ref 4 & 9

238 Jul 22, 2013 11:25 AM No

239 Jul 22, 2013 11:23 AM land east of Layton lane

240 Jul 22, 2013 11:21 AM do not know

241 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM no

242 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM No

243 Jul 22, 2013 11:19 AM no

244 Jul 22, 2013 11:17 AM Rawdon Billing

245 Jul 22, 2013 11:16 AM None

246 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM sites 1, 6 and 7

247 Jul 22, 2013 11:14 AM No, spur to the north west of map ref 5 is my property and should not be shown as available for development

248 Jul 22, 2013 11:09 AM open mind on this

249 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM no

250 Jul 22, 2013 11:05 AM sites 4,5 and 8

251 Jul 22, 2013 11:04 AM not improve, but provide extra green stretch between greenacre and Green Lane

252 Jul 22, 2013 11:03 AM no

253 Jul 22, 2013 10:59 AM No

254 Jul 22, 2013 10:59 AM No 4 on list

255 Jul 22, 2013 10:58 AM no

256 Jul 22, 2013 10:54 AM no

257 Jul 22, 2013 10:54 AM no

258 Jul 22, 2013 10:48 AM no

259 Jul 22, 2013 10:44 AM no

260 Jul 22, 2013 10:39 AM yes, small/medium sites already surrounded by housing

261 Jul 22, 2013 10:39 AM No

262 Jul 22, 2013 10:35 AM no

263 Jul 22, 2013 10:35 AM no - roads cannot cope

264 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM none

265 Jul 22, 2013 10:28 AM no

266 Jul 22, 2013 10:28 AM No the a65 corridor is already over used with the 'clariant' development set to over fill it, every precious bit of green needs protection

267 Jul 22, 2013 10:23 AM None

268 Jul 22, 2013 10:21 AM No the rush hour traffic would become even worse!

269 Jul 22, 2013 10:20 AM don't know

270 Jul 22, 2013 10:18 AM None

271 Jul 22, 2013 10:16 AM No

272 Jul 22, 2013 10:15 AM N/A

273 Jul 22, 2013 10:11 AM green lane area

274 Jul 22, 2013 10:10 AM Green Lane Dyeworks

275 Jul 22, 2013 10:07 AM none

276 Jul 22, 2013 10:06 AM I would say that with limited access a new network of subsidiary roads emanating from A65 is essential

277 Jul 22, 2013 9:58 AM Current brownfield site - Riverside Mill

278 Jul 22, 2013 9:53 AM No!

279 Jul 22, 2013 9:49 AM No

280 Jul 22, 2013 9:49 AM an area of boarded up buildings around the town hall area

281 Jul 22, 2013 9:43 AM knock down keelham drive and build proper homes

282 Jul 22, 2013 9:36 AM No

283 Jul 22, 2013 9:33 AM there are some empty building sites that could be developed ie above business

284 Jul 22, 2013 9:29 AM no

285 Jul 22, 2013 9:22 AM ivy house/batter lane/riverside mills

286 Jul 22, 2013 9:18 AM no, I think there should be a focus on the shops and properties already empty, encouraging people to rent these

287 Jul 22, 2013 9:16 AM No

288 Jul 22, 2013 8:13 AM None, rawdon is a large enough village as it is without any more sprawl

289 Jul 22, 2013 8:08 AM the only brownfield site is Cragg Wood nurseries. there is a precedent for development from the hospital site developement

290 Jul 22, 2013 7:58 AM none what so ever

291 Jul 22, 2013 7:53 AM no



292 Jul 22, 2013 7:49 AM no

293 Jul 22, 2013 7:47 AM no definitely not

294 Jul 22, 2013 7:45 AM no

295 Jul 19, 2013 2:32 PM site 9 riverside mills

296 Jul 19, 2013 2:29 PM factory on green lane

297 Jul 19, 2013 1:53 PM Old disused factories, buildings, schools

298 Jul 19, 2013 1:51 PM No

299 Jul 19, 2013 1:48 PM No

300 Jul 19, 2013 1:46 PM None

301 Jul 19, 2013 1:31 PM no

302 Jul 18, 2013 4:14 PM mill site on greenfield lane

303 Jul 18, 2013 4:08 PM no

304 Jul 18, 2013 3:57 PM ZERO

305 Jul 18, 2013 3:53 PM no

306 Jul 18, 2013 3:51 PM no

307 Jul 18, 2013 3:37 PM no

308 Jul 18, 2013 12:05 PM Only the development of brown field sites - if we are starting to have to look at green belt then we are FULL and cannot possibly accomodate more housing which is NOT for local people but is to solve the housing crisis of an over population of immigrants and to resolve inner city issues.

309 Jul 18, 2013 11:08 AM no

310 Jul 12, 2013 11:55 AM None

311 Jul 12, 2013 8:37 AM map ref 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9

312 Jul 11, 2013 9:47 AM none

313 Jul 11, 2013 9:40 AM no

314 Jul 9, 2013 8:39 PM Brownfield sites.  The Clariant site is a prime example. Self contained, not impacting on existing dwellings and with good road links.

315 Jul 9, 2013 4:50 PM Brownfield sites are usually not visually attractive

316 Jul 3, 2013 8:48 AM the crematorium

317 Jul 2, 2013 7:20 PM No.  Rawdon is a pleasant place to live which would be ruined by over-development

318 Jul 2, 2013 3:16 PM Not for more housing-see all above answers.

319 Jun 27, 2013 10:44 AM None

320 Jun 27, 2013 7:30 AM Gaps in building

321 Jun 26, 2013 12:28 PM Green Lane, existing mill site  Canada Road

322 Jun 23, 2013 8:21 PM Not really

Very suitable 

for housing

Suitable for 

housing
Not sure

15 95 84

3 9 6

14 64 82

17 117 109

16 111 129

15 100 82

13 89 88

26 125 89

37 148 84

Response 

Count

45

45

10. The map shows several sites on which Leeds City Council is deciding whether to allow or prevent development. What are your views on the suitability of these sites for 

housing?

9. Riverside Mills (*)

answered question

skipped question

4. Cragg Wood Nurseries

8. Batter Lane (*)

6. Field to west of Knott Lane

3. Land to east of Layton Lane

2. Rawdon Billing

answered question

1. PAS Land, Canada Road

Answer Options

Answer Options

7. Field to east of Knott Lane

5. Land adjacent Ivy House

11. Sites suitable for alternate use. Please specify the site and possible 

use.



441

Number Response Date Response Text Categories

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:06 PM Sandoz site

2 Jul 25, 2013 6:44 PM 2: billing: being kept as it is to maintain our countryside. children etc need to walk and get fresh air

3 Jul 25, 2013 4:46 PM Sandoz / Rodley

4 Jul 25, 2013 3:40 PM alotments

5 Jul 25, 2013 3:23 PM what is PAS land? not helpful

6 Jul 25, 2013 2:47 PM 5. land adjacent to ivy house, coffe shop, butchers, grocers, morrisons local to help sustain the cummunity

7 Jul 25, 2013 11:12 AM proposals entirely due to the greed of developers - can't parish council do more to point out large areas in south leeds availiable for meeting govt housing targets

8 Jul 24, 2013 2:04 PM map ref: 2 the billing: excellent and heavily used walking/recreation facility

9 Jul 24, 2013 1:39 PM Rawdon Billing could be managed to provide better walking/park facilities

10 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM 7, east knott lane, agriculture  6, west knott lane, agriculture

11 Jul 24, 2013 1:17 PM map ref:9 Riverside MIlls: industry (this area seems too isolated for larger housing development unless facilities and transport links are included)

12 Jul 24, 2013 1:14 PM same on you for consulting 8+9 after planning granted

13 Jul 24, 2013 12:50 PM 5 ivy house  7 light industry

14 Jul 24, 2013 12:43 PM crag wood, nature reserve

15 Jul 24, 2013 12:34 PM crops and livestock as presently used

16 Jul 24, 2013 12:23 PM 1 school

17 Jul 24, 2013 11:07 AM Riverside Mills - Provision of other facilities adjacent to Redrow development.

18 Jul 24, 2013 10:29 AM don't know

19 Jul 24, 2013 9:39 AM 5, ivy house, access issues

20 Jul 23, 2013 1:29 PM 9. flooding?

21 Jul 23, 2013 10:46 AM 4 crag wood add ot conservation area

22 Jul 23, 2013 10:44 AM only brownfield

23 Jul 23, 2013 10:17 AM there is plenty of brownfield land in leeds city centre and which can be developed

24 Jul 22, 2013 3:05 PM employment

25 Jul 22, 2013 2:44 PM billing

26 Jul 22, 2013 2:25 PM Field to west of Knott Lane - commercial industrial use

27 Jul 22, 2013 12:56 PM PAS land - parking to help Canada Road residents. Double yellow lines should be put up one side to help traffic build up from double parking.

28 Jul 22, 2013 12:04 PM map ref 9 : riverside: employment use

29 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM 9 Riverside mills industrial

30 Jul 22, 2013 11:39 AM Batter Lane - Allotments

31 Jul 22, 2013 11:35 AM PAS Land - playing field

32 Jul 22, 2013 11:28 AM Riverside Mills - café/boating/river cruises  Cragg Wood Nurseries - natureland walks

33 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM 5, land adjacent to ivy house. none site is land locked see q 8

34 Jul 22, 2013 11:12 AM 2: Billing: Green belt  3 Layton Lane: greenbelt

35 Jul 22, 2013 10:46 AM Canada Road to Bayton Lane one parallel road to existing house on land 75 metres wide x 1000 metres long

36 Jul 22, 2013 10:21 AM site 2 Rawdon billing, farming and recreational

37 Jul 22, 2013 10:13 AM Map ref 10: micklefield lane: dog walkers area to keep them out of the park  map ref 11: greenlane: housing

38 Jul 22, 2013 9:51 AM thank you for asking us anyway  fields need to be protected fo the good of all, wildlife, birds, crops

39 Jul 22, 2013 8:10 AM field behind Ivy House, map incorrect, there is no access from larkfield drive, this is someone's home

40 Jul 19, 2013 1:51 PM Rawdon needs no further housing

41 Jul 18, 2013 3:38 PM Leeds city centre - brown site near station/by canal

42 Jul 12, 2013 11:59 AM Riverside Mills suitable for Science/Nature Reserve

43 Jul 12, 2013 8:38 AM try and keep the greenbelt sites

44 Jul 9, 2013 8:48 PM n/a

45 Jun 23, 2013 8:24 PM Rawdon billing to be protected as greenfield site for recreational use and to let Rawdon residents remember what green belt looks like!

Response 

Count

185

skipped question

Answer Options

12. Are there any sites which you think are not suitable for housing but 

which would benefit from employment use?



185

301

Number Response Date Response Text Categories

1 Jul 25, 2013 6:55 PM do not know of any

2 Jul 25, 2013 6:51 PM cant think of any

3 Jul 25, 2013 6:44 PM no

4 Jul 25, 2013 6:24 PM no

5 Jul 25, 2013 6:09 PM no

6 Jul 25, 2013 5:45 PM none left

7 Jul 25, 2013 4:57 PM no

8 Jul 25, 2013 4:55 PM no

9 Jul 25, 2013 3:40 PM no space left

10 Jul 25, 2013 3:23 PM no traffic problems too severe

11 Jul 25, 2013 3:03 PM field west of knott lane

12 Jul 25, 2013 3:00 PM any green belt

13 Jul 25, 2013 1:41 PM ?

14 Jul 25, 2013 9:51 AM n/a

15 Jul 25, 2013 9:34 AM no

16 Jul 25, 2013 9:30 AM not sure

17 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM see above

18 Jul 25, 2013 9:10 AM no

19 Jul 24, 2013 2:44 PM no

20 Jul 24, 2013 2:08 PM what is the parish council doing to protect greenfield sites as elected?

21 Jul 24, 2013 1:43 PM no

22 Jul 24, 2013 1:39 PM Airedale site - public amenities

23 Jul 24, 2013 1:33 PM don't know

24 Jul 24, 2013 1:32 PM no

25 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM no

26 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM no

27 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM no

28 Jul 24, 2013 1:09 PM green lane naylor jennings

29 Jul 24, 2013 1:08 PM Not aware of any

30 Jul 24, 2013 1:07 PM green lane mills

31 Jul 24, 2013 1:06 PM no

32 Jul 24, 2013 1:02 PM no

33 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM no

34 Jul 24, 2013 12:50 PM anywhere near a65 for a supermarket

35 Jul 24, 2013 12:49 PM no

36 Jul 24, 2013 12:46 PM none rawdon congested already

37 Jul 24, 2013 12:42 PM airport area

38 Jul 24, 2013 12:40 PM no more building in the area

39 Jul 24, 2013 12:35 PM none

40 Jul 24, 2013 12:30 PM not aware of

41 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM no

42 Jul 24, 2013 10:58 AM Riverside Mills would probably be better for industrial

43 Jul 24, 2013 10:54 AM No

44 Jul 24, 2013 10:46 AM No

45 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM no

46 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM No

47 Jul 24, 2013 10:39 AM No

48 Jul 24, 2013 10:39 AM no

49 Jul 24, 2013 10:36 AM Riverside Mills

50 Jul 24, 2013 10:33 AM Don't know

51 Jul 24, 2013 10:29 AM don't know

skipped question

answered question



52 Jul 24, 2013 10:26 AM No

53 Jul 24, 2013 10:08 AM No

54 Jul 24, 2013 10:03 AM No

55 Jul 24, 2013 9:47 AM no would worsen road transport problems

56 Jul 24, 2013 9:39 AM not known

57 Jul 24, 2013 9:39 AM EX Green Lane Dyeworks Site (Rawdon/Yeadon Boundary)

58 Jul 24, 2013 9:38 AM no residential area only

59 Jul 24, 2013 9:33 AM not sure

60 Jul 24, 2013 9:24 AM no

61 Jul 24, 2013 9:23 AM no

62 Jul 24, 2013 9:18 AM No

63 Jul 24, 2013 9:13 AM No

64 Jul 24, 2013 9:11 AM There are several empty shops

65 Jul 24, 2013 9:07 AM There are too many recent developments resulting in traffic chaos on A65

66 Jul 23, 2013 3:39 PM dont know

67 Jul 23, 2013 3:37 PM no

68 Jul 23, 2013 3:35 PM no

69 Jul 23, 2013 3:25 PM none

70 Jul 23, 2013 3:18 PM no

71 Jul 23, 2013 12:27 PM no

72 Jul 23, 2013 12:08 PM no

73 Jul 23, 2013 12:06 PM no keep green belt

74 Jul 23, 2013 12:01 PM brownfield sites around airport could be developed for employment use

75 Jul 23, 2013 11:20 AM what does this mean

76 Jul 23, 2013 11:10 AM no

77 Jul 23, 2013 10:57 AM new road system to access airport from ring road and a659

78 Jul 23, 2013 10:44 AM no

79 Jul 23, 2013 10:24 AM no

80 Jul 23, 2013 10:17 AM no leave Rawdon from further development

81 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM no

82 Jul 23, 2013 9:12 AM no

83 Jul 23, 2013 9:07 AM Fire Station site but only with parking

84 Jul 23, 2013 9:05 AM unknown

85 Jul 23, 2013 9:01 AM no

86 Jul 23, 2013 8:56 AM n/a

87 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM no

88 Jul 23, 2013 8:43 AM 1 kids play area

89 Jul 22, 2013 3:17 PM no

90 Jul 22, 2013 3:05 PM no

91 Jul 22, 2013 2:56 PM site 1: nature reserve headquarters for rawdon billings with resident countryside warden. link with schools for walks

92 Jul 22, 2013 2:53 PM no

93 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM no

94 Jul 22, 2013 2:44 PM no

95 Jul 22, 2013 2:39 PM no

96 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM no

97 Jul 22, 2013 2:33 PM no

98 Jul 22, 2013 2:32 PM none

99 Jul 22, 2013 2:28 PM no

100 Jul 22, 2013 2:17 PM no

101 Jul 22, 2013 1:08 PM Ghyll Lane near JCT - technology centre for kids

102 Jul 22, 2013 1:05 PM Possible joint housing and employment at Riverside Mills

103 Jul 22, 2013 1:00 PM No

104 Jul 22, 2013 12:56 PM lollipop man top of Quakers Lane - dangerous

105 Jul 22, 2013 12:50 PM no

106 Jul 22, 2013 12:46 PM community centre/lesiure centre and sports facilites

107 Jul 22, 2013 12:45 PM no



108 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM no

109 Jul 22, 2013 12:26 PM old dye works on green lane

110 Jul 22, 2013 12:21 PM No

111 Jul 22, 2013 12:17 PM n/a

112 Jul 22, 2013 12:14 PM 9 riverside mills

113 Jul 22, 2013 12:13 PM no

114 Jul 22, 2013 12:08 PM no

115 Jul 22, 2013 12:07 PM no

116 Jul 22, 2013 12:06 PM no

117 Jul 22, 2013 12:01 PM n/a

118 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM no

119 Jul 22, 2013 11:56 AM rawdon is big enough

120 Jul 22, 2013 11:53 AM no

121 Jul 22, 2013 11:46 AM not known

122 Jul 22, 2013 11:39 AM No

123 Jul 22, 2013 11:35 AM No

124 Jul 22, 2013 11:34 AM none

125 Jul 22, 2013 11:31 AM Green Lane (Site of Old Dyeworks)

126 Jul 22, 2013 11:28 AM Maybe map ref 4 - Cragg Wood Nurseries

127 Jul 22, 2013 11:25 AM no

128 Jul 22, 2013 11:23 AM riverside mills

129 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM no

130 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM No

131 Jul 22, 2013 11:19 AM no

132 Jul 22, 2013 11:18 AM no

133 Jul 22, 2013 11:16 AM no

134 Jul 22, 2013 11:16 AM No more houses should be built on any sites in Rawdon

135 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM no

136 Jul 22, 2013 11:12 AM none

137 Jul 22, 2013 11:10 AM not aware of need

138 Jul 22, 2013 11:06 AM not sure

139 Jul 22, 2013 11:03 AM No

140 Jul 22, 2013 11:01 AM No

141 Jul 22, 2013 10:56 AM no

142 Jul 22, 2013 10:55 AM Don't know

143 Jul 22, 2013 10:54 AM no

144 Jul 22, 2013 10:49 AM any

145 Jul 22, 2013 10:39 AM No

146 Jul 22, 2013 10:36 AM No 9

147 Jul 22, 2013 10:29 AM No

148 Jul 22, 2013 10:28 AM no

149 Jul 22, 2013 10:24 AM None

150 Jul 22, 2013 10:21 AM Don't know

151 Jul 22, 2013 10:19 AM None

152 Jul 22, 2013 10:16 AM N/A

153 Jul 22, 2013 10:13 AM no

154 Jul 22, 2013 10:07 AM Don't know

155 Jul 22, 2013 10:07 AM no

156 Jul 22, 2013 9:54 AM No!

157 Jul 22, 2013 9:51 AM empty rooms above the shops in rawdon (Harrogate Rd)could be developed

158 Jul 22, 2013 9:50 AM No

159 Jul 22, 2013 9:43 AM I wouldn't build in Rawdon

160 Jul 22, 2013 9:33 AM no - sorry

161 Jul 22, 2013 9:30 AM No

162 Jul 22, 2013 9:27 AM redevelopment of Micklefield House/ library etc at rawdon park

163 Jul 22, 2013 8:13 AM none



164 Jul 22, 2013 8:10 AM many of the empty warehouse near the airport

165 Jul 22, 2013 7:59 AM no, loss of flora and fauner

166 Jul 22, 2013 7:53 AM none

167 Jul 22, 2013 7:50 AM no

168 Jul 22, 2013 7:48 AM no

169 Jul 19, 2013 2:22 PM bayton lane south side  Brown berry lane - (horsforth adjacent to rawdon)

170 Jul 19, 2013 1:51 PM Rawdon needs no further housing

171 Jul 18, 2013 4:14 PM mill site on greenfield lane

172 Jul 18, 2013 4:08 PM no

173 Jul 18, 2013 3:57 PM none

174 Jul 18, 2013 3:38 PM no

175 Jul 18, 2013 12:07 PM Green Lane Mills should have been used for local business at reduced rates to encourage new businesses.

176 Jul 18, 2013 11:09 AM No

177 Jul 12, 2013 11:59 AM Naylor Jennings off Green Lane

178 Jul 12, 2013 8:42 AM none

179 Jul 12, 2013 8:38 AM no

180 Jul 11, 2013 9:47 AM no

181 Jul 11, 2013 9:41 AM no

182 Jul 9, 2013 8:48 PM No

183 Jul 2, 2013 7:21 PM No

184 Jul 2, 2013 3:16 PM Unsure of the meaning of "employment use"?

185 Jun 23, 2013 8:24 PM No as we have turned brownfield sites in the area to housing!

Response 

Percent

Response 

Count

8.4% 10

91.6% 109

10

119

367

Number Response Date Email address Categories

1 Jul 22, 2013 10:47 AM colin-h@ntlworld.com

2 Jul 18, 2013 12:07 PM pehward@thewardfamily.orangehome.co.uk

3 Jul 10, 2013 2:25 PM david.shann@gmicon.co.uk

4 Jul 9, 2013 8:49 PM ptrmitten@aol.com

5 Jul 9, 2013 4:51 PM douglas_mansion@O2.co.uk

6 Jul 2, 2013 7:22 PM jeff.lader@ntlworld.com

7 Jul 2, 2013 3:16 PM kegreenway@hotmail.com

8 Jun 26, 2013 12:34 PM gmhindle@yahoo.co.uk

9 Jun 23, 2013 8:25 PM Mb76@talktalk.net

10 Jun 22, 2013 8:45 PM mandyp@fsmail.net

Response 

Count

459

459

31

answered question

13. Would you like to receive information on the progress of the Neighbourhood Plan?   If 

yes please fill in your contact details below.

Email address

Answer Options

No

Yes

skipped question

Answer Options

14. For monitoring purposes, please tell us your postcode.

skipped question

answered question



Number Response Date Response Text Categories

1 Jul 25, 2013 7:09 PM LS19 6RD

2 Jul 25, 2013 7:06 PM LS19 6QQ

3 Jul 25, 2013 7:02 PM LS19 6PQ

4 Jul 25, 2013 6:59 PM LS19 6JH

5 Jul 25, 2013 6:55 PM LS19 6QY

6 Jul 25, 2013 6:51 PM LS19 6EH

7 Jul 25, 2013 6:44 PM LS19 6PZ

8 Jul 25, 2013 6:29 PM LS19 6JL

9 Jul 25, 2013 6:24 PM LS19 6JZ

10 Jul 25, 2013 6:09 PM LS19 6JQ

11 Jul 25, 2013 6:07 PM LS19 6AZ

12 Jul 25, 2013 5:57 PM LS19 6BU

13 Jul 25, 2013 5:51 PM LS19 6BR

14 Jul 25, 2013 5:45 PM LS19 6PN

15 Jul 25, 2013 5:40 PM LS19 6AZ

16 Jul 25, 2013 4:58 PM LS19 6BZ

17 Jul 25, 2013 4:55 PM LS19 6NF

18 Jul 25, 2013 4:50 PM LS19 6NR

19 Jul 25, 2013 4:47 PM LS19 6BB

20 Jul 25, 2013 3:47 PM ls19 6pl

21 Jul 25, 2013 3:43 PM ls19 6lt

22 Jul 25, 2013 3:40 PM ls19 6dz

23 Jul 25, 2013 3:38 PM ls19 6hb

24 Jul 25, 2013 3:31 PM ls19 6hh

25 Jul 25, 2013 3:24 PM ls19 6sf

26 Jul 25, 2013 3:10 PM bd10 0pr

27 Jul 25, 2013 3:04 PM ls19 6pw

28 Jul 25, 2013 3:00 PM ls19 6jx

29 Jul 25, 2013 2:57 PM ls19 6by

30 Jul 25, 2013 2:51 PM ls19 6pr

31 Jul 25, 2013 2:47 PM ls19 6rf

32 Jul 25, 2013 2:17 PM LS19 6QR

33 Jul 25, 2013 1:41 PM LS19 6EN

34 Jul 25, 2013 12:57 PM ls19 6ne

35 Jul 25, 2013 12:50 PM LS19 6BN

36 Jul 25, 2013 12:26 PM LS19 6RG

37 Jul 25, 2013 12:25 PM LS19 6BT

38 Jul 25, 2013 12:05 PM LS19 6DD

39 Jul 25, 2013 12:03 PM LS19 6PD

40 Jul 25, 2013 12:01 PM LS19 6QU

41 Jul 25, 2013 11:12 AM ls19 6

42 Jul 25, 2013 10:06 AM ls19 6ps

43 Jul 25, 2013 9:51 AM LS19 6EE

44 Jul 25, 2013 9:50 AM ls19 6lr

45 Jul 25, 2013 9:41 AM LS19 6PF

46 Jul 25, 2013 9:34 AM ls19 6jn

47 Jul 25, 2013 9:30 AM LS19 6DZ

48 Jul 25, 2013 9:29 AM ls19 6rl

49 Jul 25, 2013 9:27 AM LS19 6LR

50 Jul 25, 2013 9:23 AM ls19 6hd

51 Jul 25, 2013 9:22 AM LS19 6NE

52 Jul 25, 2013 9:20 AM LS19 6EB

53 Jul 25, 2013 9:15 AM LS19 6HB

54 Jul 25, 2013 9:11 AM LS19 6PP



55 Jul 25, 2013 9:10 AM LS19 6

56 Jul 25, 2013 9:09 AM LS19 6PQ

57 Jul 24, 2013 2:53 PM LS19 6NF

58 Jul 24, 2013 2:51 PM LS19 6JW

59 Jul 24, 2013 2:48 PM LS19 6

60 Jul 24, 2013 2:47 PM LS19 6

61 Jul 24, 2013 2:44 PM LS19 6BT

62 Jul 24, 2013 2:41 PM LS19 6LW

63 Jul 24, 2013 2:31 PM LS19 6QY

64 Jul 24, 2013 2:25 PM LS19 6AZ

65 Jul 24, 2013 2:08 PM LS19 6DZ

66 Jul 24, 2013 2:04 PM LS19 6NF

67 Jul 24, 2013 1:56 PM LS19 6RD

68 Jul 24, 2013 1:43 PM LS19 6EQ

69 Jul 24, 2013 1:39 PM LS19 6PQ

70 Jul 24, 2013 1:38 PM LS19 6NE

71 Jul 24, 2013 1:36 PM LS19 6RD

72 Jul 24, 2013 1:34 PM ls19 6hx

73 Jul 24, 2013 1:34 PM LS19 6EU

74 Jul 24, 2013 1:33 PM LS19 6QJ

75 Jul 24, 2013 1:32 PM ls19 6jn

76 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM LS19 6NE

77 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM LS19 6RG

78 Jul 24, 2013 1:31 PM ls19 6jl

79 Jul 24, 2013 1:29 PM LS19 6EU

80 Jul 24, 2013 1:29 PM LS19 6BH

81 Jul 24, 2013 1:28 PM ls19 6de

82 Jul 24, 2013 1:26 PM ls19 6en

83 Jul 24, 2013 1:24 PM LS19 6DZ

84 Jul 24, 2013 1:22 PM LS19 6DD

85 Jul 24, 2013 1:22 PM BD10 0PL

86 Jul 24, 2013 1:21 PM ls18 5rn

87 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM LS19 6JW

88 Jul 24, 2013 1:20 PM ls19 6jw

89 Jul 24, 2013 1:18 PM LS19 6LR

90 Jul 24, 2013 1:16 PM ls19 6lp

91 Jul 24, 2013 1:16 PM LS19 6QU

92 Jul 24, 2013 1:15 PM ls19 6hj

93 Jul 24, 2013 1:13 PM LS19 6RN

94 Jul 24, 2013 1:12 PM LS19 6PW

95 Jul 24, 2013 1:11 PM bd10

96 Jul 24, 2013 1:11 PM LS19 6JG

97 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM ls19 6ne

98 Jul 24, 2013 1:10 PM LS19 6NE

99 Jul 24, 2013 1:09 PM ls19 6

100 Jul 24, 2013 1:09 PM LS19 6RQ

101 Jul 24, 2013 1:07 PM ls19 6lr

102 Jul 24, 2013 1:06 PM LS19 6LU

103 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM ls19 6ne

104 Jul 24, 2013 1:04 PM LS19 6AZ

105 Jul 24, 2013 1:03 PM bd10

106 Jul 24, 2013 1:03 PM LS19 6PN

107 Jul 24, 2013 1:02 PM ls19 6ne

108 Jul 24, 2013 1:00 PM ls19 6dq

109 Jul 24, 2013 1:00 PM LS19 6DG

110 Jul 24, 2013 12:59 PM ls19 6ne



111 Jul 24, 2013 12:58 PM ls19 6bs

112 Jul 24, 2013 12:58 PM BD10 0PP

113 Jul 24, 2013 12:56 PM ls19 6hh

114 Jul 24, 2013 12:55 PM ls19 6dl

115 Jul 24, 2013 12:55 PM LS19 6RN

116 Jul 24, 2013 12:54 PM ls19 6pa

117 Jul 24, 2013 12:53 PM LS19 6EH

118 Jul 24, 2013 12:53 PM ls19 6ph

119 Jul 24, 2013 12:52 PM LS19 6BT

120 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM ls19 6nr

121 Jul 24, 2013 12:51 PM LS19 6BA

122 Jul 24, 2013 12:50 PM ls19 6qq

123 Jul 24, 2013 12:49 PM LS19 6

124 Jul 24, 2013 12:47 PM ls19 6sd

125 Jul 24, 2013 12:46 PM ls19 6eq

126 Jul 24, 2013 12:43 PM ls19 6pf

127 Jul 24, 2013 12:42 PM ls19 6nq

128 Jul 24, 2013 12:40 PM ls19 6ef

129 Jul 24, 2013 12:38 PM ls19 6rb

130 Jul 24, 2013 12:36 PM ls19 6pn

131 Jul 24, 2013 12:34 PM ls19 6jj

132 Jul 24, 2013 12:31 PM ls19 6ph

133 Jul 24, 2013 12:30 PM ls19 6rb

134 Jul 24, 2013 12:28 PM ls19 6jh

135 Jul 24, 2013 12:25 PM ls19 6qg

136 Jul 24, 2013 12:24 PM ls19 6pj

137 Jul 24, 2013 12:21 PM ls19 6pl

138 Jul 24, 2013 12:20 PM ls19 6be

139 Jul 24, 2013 12:19 PM ls19 6jb

140 Jul 24, 2013 12:18 PM ls19 6el

141 Jul 24, 2013 12:15 PM ls19 6pl

142 Jul 24, 2013 11:09 AM LS19 6QQ

143 Jul 24, 2013 11:07 AM LS19 6PQ

144 Jul 24, 2013 11:00 AM LS19 6LG

145 Jul 24, 2013 10:58 AM LS19 6NH

146 Jul 24, 2013 10:55 AM LS19 6NT

147 Jul 24, 2013 10:50 AM LS19 6JB

148 Jul 24, 2013 10:47 AM LS19 6PH

149 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM ls19 6jn

150 Jul 24, 2013 10:44 AM LS19 6JN

151 Jul 24, 2013 10:42 AM ls19 6rq

152 Jul 24, 2013 10:41 AM LS19 6NH

153 Jul 24, 2013 10:39 AM LS19 6LR

154 Jul 24, 2013 10:39 AM ls19 6rg

155 Jul 24, 2013 10:36 AM LS19 6BX

156 Jul 24, 2013 10:34 AM LS19 6DA

157 Jul 24, 2013 10:31 AM LS19 6QQ

158 Jul 24, 2013 10:29 AM LS19 6QB

159 Jul 24, 2013 10:26 AM LS19 6LR

160 Jul 24, 2013 10:11 AM LS19 6LS

161 Jul 24, 2013 10:08 AM LS19 6NX

162 Jul 24, 2013 10:05 AM LS19 6RN

163 Jul 24, 2013 10:03 AM LS19

164 Jul 24, 2013 10:01 AM ls19 6qq

165 Jul 24, 2013 10:00 AM LS19 6LT

166 Jul 24, 2013 9:57 AM LS19 6LR



167 Jul 24, 2013 9:54 AM LS19 6QQ

168 Jul 24, 2013 9:51 AM ls19 6jn

169 Jul 24, 2013 9:47 AM ls19 6pp

170 Jul 24, 2013 9:44 AM ls19 6jg

171 Jul 24, 2013 9:39 AM ls19 6pe

172 Jul 24, 2013 9:39 AM LS19 6BS

173 Jul 24, 2013 9:38 AM ls19 6sd

174 Jul 24, 2013 9:34 AM ls19 6hu

175 Jul 24, 2013 9:27 AM ls19 6dg

176 Jul 24, 2013 9:27 AM LS19 6RN

177 Jul 24, 2013 9:25 AM ls19 6ph

178 Jul 24, 2013 9:18 AM LS19 6NE

179 Jul 24, 2013 9:16 AM LS19 6NE

180 Jul 24, 2013 9:14 AM LS19 6NR

181 Jul 24, 2013 9:11 AM LS19 6SD

182 Jul 24, 2013 9:07 AM LS19 6BH

183 Jul 24, 2013 8:58 AM ls19 6jh

184 Jul 23, 2013 3:39 PM ls19 6pf

185 Jul 23, 2013 3:37 PM ls19 6ph

186 Jul 23, 2013 3:35 PM ls19 6ll

187 Jul 23, 2013 3:25 PM ls19 6eu

188 Jul 23, 2013 3:22 PM ls19 6ku

189 Jul 23, 2013 3:19 PM ls19 6rg

190 Jul 23, 2013 3:14 PM ls19 6nh

191 Jul 23, 2013 1:37 PM ls19 6dg

192 Jul 23, 2013 1:29 PM ls19 6pg

193 Jul 23, 2013 1:26 PM ls19 6bs

194 Jul 23, 2013 1:23 PM ls19 6lt

195 Jul 23, 2013 1:17 PM ls19 6qu

196 Jul 23, 2013 1:13 PM ls19 6nq

197 Jul 23, 2013 12:28 PM ls19 6az

198 Jul 23, 2013 12:26 PM ls19 6ef

199 Jul 23, 2013 12:24 PM ls19 6rg

200 Jul 23, 2013 12:22 PM ls19 6jz

201 Jul 23, 2013 12:08 PM ls19 6ps

202 Jul 23, 2013 12:06 PM ls19 6hd

203 Jul 23, 2013 12:02 PM ls19 6sd

204 Jul 23, 2013 11:20 AM poor survey!

205 Jul 23, 2013 11:19 AM ls19 6en

206 Jul 23, 2013 11:17 AM ls19 6qn

207 Jul 23, 2013 11:16 AM ls19 6jz

208 Jul 23, 2013 11:10 AM ls19 6ps

209 Jul 23, 2013 11:09 AM ls19 6eq

210 Jul 23, 2013 11:08 AM ls19 6ed

211 Jul 23, 2013 11:04 AM ls19 6ee

212 Jul 23, 2013 10:57 AM ls19 6rf

213 Jul 23, 2013 10:46 AM ls19 6jz

214 Jul 23, 2013 10:44 AM ls19 6nf

215 Jul 23, 2013 10:43 AM ls19 6rq

216 Jul 23, 2013 10:28 AM ls19 6jj

217 Jul 23, 2013 10:25 AM ls19 6ne

218 Jul 23, 2013 10:23 AM ls19 6lr

219 Jul 23, 2013 10:21 AM ls19 6dg

220 Jul 23, 2013 10:18 AM ls19 6az

221 Jul 23, 2013 10:12 AM ls19 6en

222 Jul 23, 2013 9:25 AM LS19 6EH



223 Jul 23, 2013 9:23 AM LS19 6PD

224 Jul 23, 2013 9:22 AM LS19 6PQ

225 Jul 23, 2013 9:12 AM LS19 6LT

226 Jul 23, 2013 9:09 AM LS19 6EG

227 Jul 23, 2013 9:07 AM ls19 6dd

228 Jul 23, 2013 9:06 AM LS19 6HU

229 Jul 23, 2013 9:03 AM ls19 6ph

230 Jul 23, 2013 8:57 AM LS19 6PE

231 Jul 23, 2013 8:54 AM ls19 6qb

232 Jul 23, 2013 8:50 AM LS19 6NH

233 Jul 23, 2013 8:49 AM BD10 0PH

234 Jul 23, 2013 8:49 AM LS19 6LG

235 Jul 23, 2013 8:48 AM LS19 6RQ

236 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM LS19 6LA

237 Jul 23, 2013 8:47 AM LS19 6EJ

238 Jul 23, 2013 8:46 AM LS19 6EN

239 Jul 23, 2013 8:43 AM ls19 6nt

240 Jul 23, 2013 8:39 AM ls19 6qy

241 Jul 23, 2013 8:36 AM ls19 6qd

242 Jul 23, 2013 8:32 AM LS19 6HH

243 Jul 22, 2013 4:01 PM LS19 6JN

244 Jul 22, 2013 3:55 PM LS19 6JG

245 Jul 22, 2013 3:52 PM ls19 6dz

246 Jul 22, 2013 3:23 PM ls19 6la

247 Jul 22, 2013 3:22 PM ls19 6pn

248 Jul 22, 2013 3:19 PM LS19 6EL

249 Jul 22, 2013 3:17 PM ls19 6qb

250 Jul 22, 2013 3:16 PM ls19 6sd

251 Jul 22, 2013 3:16 PM LS19 6HD

252 Jul 22, 2013 3:12 PM LS19 6JX

253 Jul 22, 2013 3:12 PM ls19 6rg

254 Jul 22, 2013 3:09 PM LS19 6DQ

255 Jul 22, 2013 3:08 PM LS19 6DZ

256 Jul 22, 2013 3:06 PM bd10 0pp

257 Jul 22, 2013 3:05 PM LS19 6RL

258 Jul 22, 2013 2:56 PM LS19 6QQ

259 Jul 22, 2013 2:53 PM LS19 6NG

260 Jul 22, 2013 2:49 PM LS19 6

261 Jul 22, 2013 2:47 PM LS19 6EU

262 Jul 22, 2013 2:45 PM ls19 6ep

263 Jul 22, 2013 2:40 PM ls19 6bj

264 Jul 22, 2013 2:39 PM ls19 6rl

265 Jul 22, 2013 2:39 PM LS19 6PW

266 Jul 22, 2013 2:36 PM ls19 6nx

267 Jul 22, 2013 2:36 PM LS19 6PQ

268 Jul 22, 2013 2:34 PM ls19

269 Jul 22, 2013 2:33 PM BD10 0PN

270 Jul 22, 2013 2:33 PM ls19 6dq

271 Jul 22, 2013 2:31 PM LS19 6LE

272 Jul 22, 2013 2:30 PM ls19 6bp

273 Jul 22, 2013 2:28 PM LS19 6EE

274 Jul 22, 2013 2:27 PM ls19 6hr

275 Jul 22, 2013 2:25 PM ls19 6hx

276 Jul 22, 2013 2:25 PM LS19 6QS

277 Jul 22, 2013 2:24 PM ls19 6sd

278 Jul 22, 2013 2:22 PM ls19 6jb



279 Jul 22, 2013 2:21 PM LS19 6DD

280 Jul 22, 2013 2:20 PM ls19 6af

281 Jul 22, 2013 2:17 PM ls19 6rl

282 Jul 22, 2013 2:15 PM ls19 6el

283 Jul 22, 2013 2:08 PM ls19 6lf

284 Jul 22, 2013 2:04 PM ls19 6dj

285 Jul 22, 2013 2:02 PM ls19 6be

286 Jul 22, 2013 2:00 PM ls19 6nf

287 Jul 22, 2013 1:12 PM LS19

288 Jul 22, 2013 1:09 PM LS19 6SG

289 Jul 22, 2013 1:05 PM LS19 6JQ

290 Jul 22, 2013 1:00 PM LS19 6NR

291 Jul 22, 2013 12:56 PM LS19 6LP

292 Jul 22, 2013 12:52 PM LS19 6JZ

293 Jul 22, 2013 12:50 PM LS19 6RQ

294 Jul 22, 2013 12:46 PM LS19 6LR

295 Jul 22, 2013 12:46 PM LS19 6NG

296 Jul 22, 2013 12:46 PM ls19

297 Jul 22, 2013 12:43 PM LS19 6SG

298 Jul 22, 2013 12:43 PM LS19 6EQ

299 Jul 22, 2013 12:39 PM LS19 6LU

300 Jul 22, 2013 12:38 PM LS19 6NE

301 Jul 22, 2013 12:34 PM LS19 6BH

302 Jul 22, 2013 12:33 PM LS19 6QR

303 Jul 22, 2013 12:31 PM LS19 6RA

304 Jul 22, 2013 12:29 PM LS19 6LR

305 Jul 22, 2013 12:26 PM LS19 6QP

306 Jul 22, 2013 12:21 PM LS19 6LT

307 Jul 22, 2013 12:20 PM LS19 6BN

308 Jul 22, 2013 12:19 PM ls19 6nr

309 Jul 22, 2013 12:19 PM LS19 6BA

310 Jul 22, 2013 12:17 PM LS19 6EU

311 Jul 22, 2013 12:17 PM ls19 6de

312 Jul 22, 2013 12:16 PM LS19 6EN

313 Jul 22, 2013 12:14 PM LS19 6JQ

314 Jul 22, 2013 12:13 PM ls19 6sb

315 Jul 22, 2013 12:12 PM LS19 6AX

316 Jul 22, 2013 12:09 PM LS19 6EF

317 Jul 22, 2013 12:08 PM ls19 6el

318 Jul 22, 2013 12:06 PM LS19 6LH

319 Jul 22, 2013 12:04 PM LS19 6QR

320 Jul 22, 2013 12:02 PM LS19 6SG

321 Jul 22, 2013 12:01 PM LS19 6

322 Jul 22, 2013 12:00 PM ls19 6de

323 Jul 22, 2013 11:58 AM ls19 6bj

324 Jul 22, 2013 11:57 AM LS19 6EF

325 Jul 22, 2013 11:56 AM LS19 6nh

326 Jul 22, 2013 11:56 AM LS19 6NE

327 Jul 22, 2013 11:55 AM ls19 6pn

328 Jul 22, 2013 11:54 AM ls19 6ne

329 Jul 22, 2013 11:53 AM LS19 6SD

330 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM LS19 6LU

331 Jul 22, 2013 11:52 AM bd10 0nx

332 Jul 22, 2013 11:51 AM LS19 6DZ

333 Jul 22, 2013 11:49 AM LS19 6SG

334 Jul 22, 2013 11:48 AM LS19 6en



335 Jul 22, 2013 11:46 AM LS19 6DZ

336 Jul 22, 2013 11:45 AM LS19 6NX

337 Jul 22, 2013 11:44 AM none given

338 Jul 22, 2013 11:39 AM LS19 6HS

339 Jul 22, 2013 11:36 AM LS19 6BH

340 Jul 22, 2013 11:35 AM LS19 6RL

341 Jul 22, 2013 11:34 AM LS19 6NH

342 Jul 22, 2013 11:32 AM LS19 6NH

343 Jul 22, 2013 11:31 AM LS19 6EF

344 Jul 22, 2013 11:28 AM LS19 6DD

345 Jul 22, 2013 11:25 AM LS19 6HH

346 Jul 22, 2013 11:24 AM LS19 6EB

347 Jul 22, 2013 11:22 AM LS19 6

348 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM LS19 6QN

349 Jul 22, 2013 11:20 AM LS19 6RJ

350 Jul 22, 2013 11:19 AM LS19 6EQ

351 Jul 22, 2013 11:18 AM BD10 0PJ

352 Jul 22, 2013 11:17 AM LS19 6BB

353 Jul 22, 2013 11:16 AM LS19 6EV

354 Jul 22, 2013 11:15 AM LS19 6EL

355 Jul 22, 2013 11:14 AM LS19 6HD

356 Jul 22, 2013 11:13 AM LS19 6JZ

357 Jul 22, 2013 11:12 AM LS19 6RQ

358 Jul 22, 2013 11:10 AM LS19 6PR

359 Jul 22, 2013 11:08 AM LS19

360 Jul 22, 2013 11:06 AM LS19 6LU

361 Jul 22, 2013 11:06 AM LS19 6PG

362 Jul 22, 2013 11:04 AM LS19 6NF

363 Jul 22, 2013 11:03 AM LS19 6JX

364 Jul 22, 2013 11:01 AM LS19 6HB

365 Jul 22, 2013 11:00 AM LS19 6NQ

366 Jul 22, 2013 10:58 AM LS19 6BG

367 Jul 22, 2013 10:56 AM LS19 6EN

368 Jul 22, 2013 10:55 AM LS19 6PA

369 Jul 22, 2013 10:55 AM LS19 6JQ

370 Jul 22, 2013 10:49 AM LS19 6LS

371 Jul 22, 2013 10:47 AM LS19 6PA

372 Jul 22, 2013 10:47 AM LS19 6LT

373 Jul 22, 2013 10:40 AM LS19 6SG

374 Jul 22, 2013 10:40 AM LS19 6EQ

375 Jul 22, 2013 10:37 AM LS19 6EB

376 Jul 22, 2013 10:36 AM LS19 6EF

377 Jul 22, 2013 10:36 AM LS19 6LL

378 Jul 22, 2013 10:34 AM LS19 6NH

379 Jul 22, 2013 10:32 AM LS19 6PN

380 Jul 22, 2013 10:31 AM LS19 6HD

381 Jul 22, 2013 10:30 AM LS19 6HD

382 Jul 22, 2013 10:29 AM LS19 6HF

383 Jul 22, 2013 10:29 AM LS10 6PN

384 Jul 22, 2013 10:25 AM LS19 6AX

385 Jul 22, 2013 10:24 AM LS19 6NE

386 Jul 22, 2013 10:21 AM LS19 6EH

387 Jul 22, 2013 10:21 AM LS19 6LH

388 Jul 22, 2013 10:21 AM LS19 6RG

389 Jul 22, 2013 10:19 AM LS19 6NE

390 Jul 22, 2013 10:17 AM LS19 6ES



391 Jul 22, 2013 10:16 AM LS19 6EL

392 Jul 22, 2013 10:16 AM LS19 6HB

393 Jul 22, 2013 10:13 AM LS19 6RA

394 Jul 22, 2013 10:13 AM LS19 6LU

395 Jul 22, 2013 10:10 AM LS19 6QP

396 Jul 22, 2013 10:07 AM LS19 6PH

397 Jul 22, 2013 10:07 AM BD10 0PS

398 Jul 22, 2013 9:59 AM LS19 6EH

399 Jul 22, 2013 9:54 AM LS19 6EN

400 Jul 22, 2013 9:54 AM LS196JZ

401 Jul 22, 2013 9:51 AM LS19 6LL

402 Jul 22, 2013 9:50 AM LS19 6QQ

403 Jul 22, 2013 9:48 AM LS19 6ND

404 Jul 22, 2013 9:43 AM LS19 6NH

405 Jul 22, 2013 9:41 AM LS19 6LT

406 Jul 22, 2013 9:37 AM LS19 6QB

407 Jul 22, 2013 9:33 AM LS19 6PN

408 Jul 22, 2013 9:33 AM LS19 6LL

409 Jul 22, 2013 9:30 AM LS19 6EU

410 Jul 22, 2013 9:27 AM LS19 6PZ

411 Jul 22, 2013 9:23 AM LS19 6BW

412 Jul 22, 2013 9:19 AM LS19 6EL

413 Jul 22, 2013 9:18 AM ls19 6ry

414 Jul 22, 2013 8:13 AM LS19 6RG

415 Jul 22, 2013 8:10 AM LS19 6EL

416 Jul 22, 2013 7:59 AM ls19 6rg

417 Jul 22, 2013 7:53 AM ls19 6LL

418 Jul 22, 2013 7:50 AM ls19 6sg

419 Jul 22, 2013 7:48 AM ls19 6rj

420 Jul 22, 2013 7:46 AM LS19 6NT

421 Jul 19, 2013 2:41 PM LS19 6LU

422 Jul 19, 2013 2:38 PM LS19 6QU

423 Jul 19, 2013 2:32 PM LS19 6RN

424 Jul 19, 2013 2:29 PM LS19 6SD

425 Jul 19, 2013 2:25 PM LS19 6EN

426 Jul 19, 2013 2:22 PM LS19 6QQ

427 Jul 19, 2013 1:56 PM LS19 6LS

428 Jul 19, 2013 1:54 PM LS19 6QG

429 Jul 19, 2013 1:51 PM LS19

430 Jul 19, 2013 1:49 PM LS19 6EN

431 Jul 19, 2013 1:46 PM LS19 6LR

432 Jul 19, 2013 1:31 PM LS19 6BG

433 Jul 18, 2013 4:14 PM LS19 6BE

434 Jul 18, 2013 4:09 PM LS19 6EF

435 Jul 18, 2013 4:00 PM LS19 6NE

436 Jul 18, 2013 3:54 PM ls19 6nt

437 Jul 18, 2013 3:51 PM ls19 6lt

438 Jul 18, 2013 3:46 PM ls19 6ef

439 Jul 18, 2013 3:38 PM ls19 6en

440 Jul 18, 2013 12:07 PM LS19 6BR

441 Jul 18, 2013 11:09 AM Ls16 7jl

442 Jul 12, 2013 11:59 AM LS19 6BJ

443 Jul 12, 2013 8:42 AM LS19 6NR

444 Jul 12, 2013 8:38 AM LS19 6QB

445 Jul 11, 2013 9:48 AM ls19 6en

446 Jul 11, 2013 9:41 AM LS19 6RG



447 Jul 11, 2013 9:09 AM LS19 6LR

448 Jul 11, 2013 8:56 AM LS19 6NJ

449 Jul 10, 2013 2:25 PM LS19 6LG

450 Jul 9, 2013 8:49 PM LS196JJ

451 Jul 9, 2013 4:51 PM LS19 6QY

452 Jul 8, 2013 8:47 PM LS19

453 Jul 2, 2013 7:22 PM ls19 6dn

454 Jul 2, 2013 3:16 PM LS19 6BS

455 Jun 27, 2013 10:53 AM ls18 1EP

456 Jun 26, 2013 12:34 PM LS19 6EL

457 Jun 23, 2013 8:38 PM LS19 6NJ

458 Jun 23, 2013 8:25 PM Ls19 6nj

459 Jun 22, 2013 8:45 PM LS19 6EL



231 alternate comments

None until infra village identity first time buyer affordable
greenspa

ce 

1

1

x 1

0

I don't believe rawdon should be developed further as it will lose its whole identity as a village!x 1

rawdon needs housing in sensible areas. not on areas that will take away our beautiful countryside x 1

rawdon has sufficient housing to maintain its village feel and to keep separate from Yeadon and horsforthx 1

0

1

Rawdon already has a wide variety of housing types 0

rawdon needs affordable housing. this might be first time buyer ir family but not large luxury housing or detachedx 1

rawdon should not be overdeveloped and green areas conserved x 1

1

1

1

1

1

x 1

x 1

1

1

x 1

x 1

x 1

0

1

In order to maintain Rawdons identity as a village and to limit the level of urban sprawl I feel strongly that development within Rawdon should be limited to small sitesx 1

x 1

1



The unique character of Rawdon would be adversely affected by any further developmentx 1

1

x 1

1

0

1

1

1

x 1

x 1

1

x 1

x 1

0

1

0

1

x 1

1

1

1

1

should have first time buyer and houses with a special price for those who have lived in the area for all their lives as young people cannot afford thisx 1

1

1

1

1

x 1

1

x 1

Smaller retirement housing (not flats) to free up family housing 0

1

1

1

0

1

x 1

1

1

1

x 1

1

1

1

x 1

1

0

1

1

1

x 1

1

1

1

1

1



x 1

1

Rawdon needs minimal no of good quality housing to safeguards countryside and preserve village characterx 1

1

1

x 1

1

1

1

1

x 1

including social housing to be provided by the authority, too many council houses transferred to private ownershipx 1

Rawdon has been built up enough. We need to protect our precious greenfield and greenbelt e.g. Billing, Cragg Wood Rawdon Beck and other spots.x 1

x 1

No further housing should be allowed to be built there are too many derelict brown sites that should be usedx 1

1

x 1

x 1

x 1

Rawdon is a village and would be ruined with more housing x 1

x 1

x. 0

without additional employment oppertunities housing is best sited near south leeds motorway exitsx 1

0

Don't need any schools full, keep fields and semi rural feel x 1

0

x 1

1

1

safeguard the surrounding countryside from further encroachment x 1

1

x 1

1

1

x 1

1

1

1

0

1

1

we need housing already here not to be taken by people buying up and renting out at extortionate prices 0

1

Rawdon is a mature village and needs very little development x 1

rawdon has sufficient housing any additional building will spoil the village effectx 1

1

0

1

1

1

x 1

0

x 1

1

x 1

1



x 1

0

0

1

x 1

1

x 1

1

1

1

x 1

0

1

1

No new housing developments should be built in Rawdon, it will spoil the village of Rawdonx 1

x 1

1

x 1

1

1

1

x 1

1

0

x 1

x 1

x 1

x 1

1

Rawdon needs green spaces for families to be outdoors x 1

x 1

x 1

1

1

1

1

1

1

x 1

x 1

1

1

1

1

1

0

1

x 1

Rawdon needs high quality, select properties not flats 0

0

1

1

1

x 1

x 1

1



x 1

each site to, as far as possible, to provide a sense of community with provision for young singles, families and pensioners 0

1

x 1

1

1

There should only be limited development as there has been a lot in the last 20 years 0

any new houses should match the size of adjacent houses 0

0

x 1

1

1

1

1

x 1

1

1

0

1

0

1

1

x 1

5-6 bedroom houses for blended or extended families 0

x 1

1

Rawdon will lose its identity and become part of the Leeds conurbation if building is not restricted to brownfield sitesx 1

x 1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

x 1

1

1

1

1

x 1

1

1

x 1

x 1

1

x 1

x 1

1

x 1

1

x 1

1

x 1



1

1

x 1

1

0

x 1

x 1

1

1

Rawdon is a beautiful village and building on the few remaining green and brown sites would spoil it and make it just another overcrowded villagex 1

58 19 1 4 10

131 alternate comments

renovation village brownfield greenspace

x

if housing HAS to be built, on small brownfield sites only x

x

x

small sites not spoiling countryside preferably brownfields x

x

x

x

under duress if we have anything it should be small scale to retain the nature of the village

x

x

prioritise the preservation of greenbelt land over new houses in rawdon x

x



x

only small brownfield sites, not carving up fields and green areas x

x

x

x

x

x

brownfield with assessment for impact to infrastructure/environment/road access x

x

extremely limited building to avoid damage to the environment x

x

x

x

size is not the issue, location is what I'm worried about

development of small sites only that fit in area large scale developments are not supported by infrastructure

a65/ring road must be improved before any more houses are built

x

There should be a freeze until facilities (ie doctors, dentists, schools) can cope

x



maximum of 2 houses on any of the 9 sites proposed

If building goes ahead only small sites should be used

small parcels of brownfield land should be redeveloped x

10 year programme to build 200 low rent houses each year

Quality and character of build is more important than site size

x

Traffic congestion is experienced throughout the length of Rawdon with A65 and school traffic at peak periods

small site only therefore more restrictive on size and not interfering with the areas of natural beauty

x

the size of site is less important than careful design and appropriate sites



until all of the sites in Aireborough and its environs are sold out and the infrastructure improved, build should stop

x

x

x

Only small brown belt sites - certainly not green belt status. x

Infill sites have not been mentioned at all, but these are usually small.

Large housing estates are not attractive to anyone. They seem to remain under construction for years, and the homes seem to be very crammed into the available space. Even when complete they seem to struggle to sell, and there are always many for sale boards up around them permanently. Fewer, smaller, individually styled properties seem to be much more desirable to buyers of all budgets.

6 2 20 6 131

greenbelt greenfield ok none unusable

you need to explain terminology - many wont understand x

x

x

x

x

we should not loose the Rawdon Billing. This is used by so many people use this locally for leisure it would also be a blot on the landscapex

but not sure I know the difference between green field and green belt x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x



x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

rawdon is already congested and needs no more houses x

x

x

x

x

x

Rawdon is sufficently built up as it is. It already merges with Yeadon on one side and horsforth on the other.x

x



x

x

no sites are suitable as we don't need any more houses x

x

No more houses should be built on any sites in Rawdon x

Infrastructure, esp the road network in and around Rawdon cannot support any further developmentx

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

access roads must be considered with developments as we have nearby an airport, crematorium in a congested areax

x

x

x

x

Rawdon needs no MORE housing, local amenities already over stretched x

x

x

x

x

x

10 3 51 20 107

rawdon and surrounding areas have enough new housing

Rawdon does not need any new housing, for each new house adds one or two cars to the streets, + the place is already overwhelmed with traffic









I do not think there should be any more housing built around here-see answer to question 2. If the greenfield sites of Rawdon are built on then its country appeal will be lost as it becomes engulfed in the never ending sprawl of Leeds. Trying to cram more housing into what small areas are left within existing sites would again require better infrastructure than we have, and add to the problem of overpopulation.

Houses should be built with traditional materials but include solar panels for electricity and heat. Water tanks underground for "brown water" to flush loos.





Any materials 'in keeping' but should be eco-friendly

Rawdon is a traditional hamlet and this should be maintained - not red brick and modern garish structures that are completely out of place. Leave architecture like this in Leeds City Centre.

to suit the situation of the site and surrounding buildings

It would depend on the nature of the area. But in general traditional materials are more in keeping with an area, and modern materials and architecture can look dated and not wear well in years to come.

Categories 3. Categories transport schools doctors other

ensure no additional impact on already busy small roads x

maintain a "green feel" to developmentensure new builds fit with existing build - aestheticsx x

better public transport more double yellow lines near schoolsx

more doctors x x x

more bus routes x x

enough medical and dental provision to avoid long waits for appointments for current rawdon residentsavoid clogging up current roads by improvements to themx x

more doctors/dentists x x

adequate provision of school places - primary and secondaryincreased, permanet protection for remaining green spacesx x x

infrastructure such as access, roads etcx

x

new roads - and there is no where to put them. rawdon is trapped by the a65, the a658, green lane + the ring road, +it is a bottleneck. so why make things worse by increasing the traffic?x

there must be adequate off street parking x

house size should be small for 1st time buyers/small familiesoff street parkng should be consideredx x

road layout at guiesley nr leisure centre should be put back to originalin my opinion the area has reached saturartion point in housingx

near to existing amenities, shops etcsafe routes to schools for children / sufficient school placesx x

health establishment - more doctors etcx x x

rail link / trolley bus down a65 to leeds x

more off street parking to avoid dangerous congestion etc x

Sustainable housing Enviromentally friendly - eco housingx x

natural enviroment x x x

adequate medical dental practicesadequate highways and public transportx x x

doctors x x x

pressure on leeds to keep local librarymore facilites for young people/teenagersx

nhs provision - doctors and dentists should be consideredschool spaces are required x x x

open up rail station at rodley/calverley, provide adequate parking and accessinvest in schools, healthcare centres to serve additional new incomersx x x

x

better public transport better schools x x

x

alternative to cars on the road. The A65 and Brownberrie lane are ques from 7:30am onwards and the same at the end of the daythe infrastructure of Rawdon Village does not appear to be able to support more housingx x

housing should be in keeping with surrounding dwellings x

childrens playground facilities off the town st areamore housing for the elderly x

more doctors surgeries thoughts to be given to the traffic, increased traffic provlms would be createdx x x



infrastrure  - transport links infrastrure  - traffic flow x x

links between buses and tranis should be improved to take pressure off roadsavailability of school places shold be reviewedx x

speed restrictions on Leeds road narrowing of footpaths (pavement) for safer road parkingx

good traffic management, unlike guiesley - nightmaredepending on amount - new schoolx x

traffic calminf measures on rat runscycle lanes x

more b paid fopr by developers greater local school provision x x

increase in bus stops and bus routes x x

better bus services school places x x

build more schools build more surgeries (doctors and dentists)x x x

transport infrastructure improvements desperately needed x

improved rail service and increased parkingmore bus stops and busses needed on kirkstall roadx

suitability for older retired/infirm residentsprice range to include part-ownership/neutral for older peoplex x

x

more schools x x

doggy bins x x

traffic should be limited quality materials must be used x x

railway station x

bypass to built round it x

circular bus route between rawdon & yeadon x

space in local doctors make sure that the infrastructure can cope developmentx x x

no x

resident street signs and fines/notices if unadhered tox

more bus routes and stops x

mustn't spoil provacy/views/lives of people living in the areamake sure adequate services - already overwhelmed in this area x

public transport and cycling facilities should be improved x x

reduce on street parking move/improved public transport x

more primary school places improved bus service x x x

rail link to airport x

stop public transport through rawdonlet police know where rawdon is x

additional school places required x x

amenities - open spaces, fottpaths, shops, restaurants, GPsquality of construction and layout x x

dont over populate x

infrastructure - Rawdon village can't take more traffic x x

enforced on street parking restrictionsincreased school & health provisionx x x

transport provisions avoid a65 x x

more school places x x x

houses to maintain existing styles schools to be developed x x x

consideration of existing residencesx x x

careful considerationof the extra traffic and controls neededstyle of housing x x

off road car parking keep green spaces x x

park and ride to Leeds resident only parking areas x

bus stops/services x

x

no wind turbines x

greenbelt is not utilised conservation areas are protected x x

x x

better public transport links within rawdonanother post office x x

Improve public transport drainage x x x

Road Safety Audit under Highways Act 1980Impact on infrastructure (schools, doctors etc)x x x

recreation spaces x x x

traffic control x x x

better roads x x x

more traffic islands more traffic lights x

better public transport residential streets not used as rat runsx

doctors/dentists x x x

increase school and medical etc provisionplanning permission for lower density of dwellingsx x x x



doctors x x x

road improvements schools x x

x

x x

good parking with all properties it would be good to have more detached bungalowsx x

Improve public transport doctors/dentists x x x

no airport expansion leisure facilities x x

x

doctors overstretched x x x

better road maintenance x

canada road already nightmare x

x x

x

shops x x

x

x

railway station x x

doctors x x x

traffic control x x

off road car parking schools x x

x

x

room on the A65 x x x

x

adequate off street parking x x

careful consideration of neighboursimproved safety of town st x x

adequate off street parking x x x

roads x x

limit development x x

protect creamatorium shops x x

x

Rail link to Leeds, Bradford Harrogate new stations neededBus park and ride facility to ease A65 congestionx

yellow lines on corners at junctions i.e. High Street/Cemetery Road by the Albert x

water mains improved off street parking x x x

improve traffic control improve leisure faciltities x x

x

x

Improve public transport airport access x

x

x

x

traffic restrictions - no more build upsfacilities for children - playing areasx x

school and shops x x x

more medical clinics needed more traffic calming measures neededx x x

chemist & small supermarket maybe x x

more doctors surgeries better roads x x x

infrastructure x x x

land for people to grow vegetables and children to playbus stops and small food shops x

A65 needs updating/widening or diverting x

more doctors faciltities x x

Rawdon cannot cope with any additional traffic. Roads already gridlocked x

3/4 story buildings not in keeping with area x

more doctors/dentists are needed roads need to be widened/extended/new roads built to copex x x

adequate transport facilities and infrastructurestrict control over airport use and servicing needsx x

community facilities schools x x x

better access to airport x



limit impact on over crowded A65 schools x x

sheltered accomodation x x x

off road car parking bus stops/services x

Better all round facilities e.g banks post office at Rawdon cross roadsIf LCC want to extend Rawdon by population then it needs provisions stores/supermarket.Ideal location Green Lane Dyeworks sitex

off road car parking no blocks of flats x x

off road car parking doctors/dentists x x

Public transport to reduce road trafficcar parking to avoid roadside parkingx

room on the A65 x

loss of beautiful countryside the wildlife it would affect x x

Disabled access x x

A658 needs improvement - less airport traffic x

More medical facilities Measures to ease gridlock on local through roads especially A65x x x

Allp proposed buildings will affect schoolsMore facilities needed doctors/dentists/NHS clinicx x x

impact on traffic flow to be properly addressedschools, doctors x x x

schools x x

x x

no large developments in character ie no' affordbale housing'x x

small population increase all large green spaces should not be developed x

should not add to congestion roads x x

should not add to congestion should not extend beyond current urban boundryx x

recreation spaces x x x

x x

in keeping with local area x x

no large developments x x

schools x x

ammenites x x x

x x

widen alternate routes x

impact on traffic flow to be properly addressedroads x

ammenites x x

existing comercial to residential traditional materials to maintain look and feelx x

doctors x x x

maintain primium/ high quality reputation of Rawdonx x

no development on greenfield or greenbelt x x

x

public transport x x

public transport x

public transport x x x

x x

green space within large developmentsadequate off street parking x

ammenites x x

better access to airport new primary school and supermarketx x

impact on traffic flow to be properly addressedadequate off street parking x

schools x x x

HGV ban on Layton Lane x

doctors/dentists x x x

roads x x x

x

a 65 inadequate, moer houses would mean more traffic which is ridiculous x

no change to planning regs brownfield only x x

doctors x x x

improved public transport eg more frequrnt busesimproved parking to access shops/amenities in Rawdonx x x

x

affordable and green houses improved bus network/regularity x x

school improvements greenbelt and agricultural land not affectedx x x

not on A65/Green Lane protect billing and Layton Lane x x



sufficient natural landscaping (imaginative plantings) in new builds x

playing area for kids x x

must have larger gardens, no tarmac frontsx x

family hiuses foremost traditional materials to be used x x

residents only parking near schools x

improved alternative routes to Leeds Bradford Airport - to avoid Rawdon completelyx x

increased bus services RESTRICTIONS ON rAWDON TOWN ST - TOO MUCH TRAFFICx x

more facilities for increased population - ie doctorsincreased control of local traffic, ie traffic lights/crossingsx x

meet needs of present and future school demandbuild with materials in keeping with local environmentx x

developer should contribute to provision of revised traffic managementdeveloper should contribute to public transport, more user friendly/affordablex

consideration given to increasing school places in the areaallocating/protecting greenbelt - eg creating new parks and recreational spacex x

additional school provision improvements to local amenities and transport infrastructurex x x

playing area for kids x x

mobile fish and chip x x

more bus stops, routes and buses x

shops x x x

more shops/facilities improved public transport x x

schools, nurseries childrens paly x x x

shops x x x

congestion x x

railway station x

better public transport rate incentives for small individual shops to be openedx

doctors and dentists road planning to reduce congestionx x x

x x

x x

x

high quality design affordable housing to be shared equity or discounteed market valuex x

better transport links x x x

installation of wind-terbine on billing for rawdon residentsAccess bus providing integrated connection to horsforth rail stationx x

doctors/dentists x x x

repair existing roads additional school places and medical facilitiesx x x

greenbelt sites should be protected x x

improved road and footpath maintenance on existing streetsspeed reduction measures to be introducedx x

public transport x x x

x

extra roads over aire valley x

x

adequate parking x

not spoiling the space and landscape x

new housing not to overshadow or squeeze existing housesx x

doctors x x x

Improve public transport leisure facilities x x

x

x

more community events - Greenacre Hall etcmore children's play areas/seats and gardens for seniors x x

x

off road car parking housing should blend with surrounding areax x

x

x

health services x x

new roads to be built to revieve trafficx x x

infrastructure - roads and access number of units per site x x

shops x x x

Bus lane isonly to be put into system - guided bus lanes x

More GP surgeries, dentists etc (GP surgeries already overstretched)More schools would be needed x x x

more crossings for use of children e.g. Quaker LaneExtend local schools for more spaces for local familiesx x



adequacy of bus services enough school places? x x

geographical location minimal disruption x

better transport links x x

proper parking facilites for existing housing x

Shops to service the sites x x

better access roads and link roads to the airport via other routes x x

Services - refuse/road maintainance/transport links - train stationA65 at peak times - how long will it take to get into Leeds in a morning?x x

parking provision - Canada road is a nightmare to drive along at timesx

new roads there is way too much traffic x x x

x x

single entry/exit to and from sites to minimise traffic issuesbuild where existing access can best copex

GP services x x x

parking must be available ie no new restrictionsno impact on current servcies

more bus services more doctors/dentists x x x

spread over a mix of locations x

water supplies x x x

Expansion of school places Access to GP services x x x

upgrade of existing school facilitiesnew roads x x

needf more services for more residencesmore bus stops and busses neededx x

some co-ownership property to enable young professionals i.e. teachers to live in areagood bus services x x

nearer rail network sufficient parking x

no loss of green field and green belt x x

convienient health clinic a better bus service for the "village" areax x x

better traffic management eg traffic lightsparking must be off road x

parking on new housing sites x

off road parking for two cars no high density housing or flats x

More local shops bigger schools to accommodate more childrenx x x

consider teh built enviorment - ie new schools shops etcconsider the impact on natural enviroment - birds natural enviromentx x

A65 widened and imporved improved public transport buses and trainsx

x

Maintaining the character of rawdon x x

taffic is controlled on A65 x x

x

x x

no on street parking x x

x

how will the ring road and A65 cope with extra trafficmore school places needed to cater for increased familiesx x

schooling considered x x

more childrens crossings x

x

new schools provided or money for existing ones to expandmore doctors, dentists etc to care for exlarged communityx x x

Railway from Horsforth to be extended to airportAbandonment of proposed 20mph scheme in Rawdonx x

Possible increased traffic on A65 has to be consideredreliable bus service to leeds and more frequent services to bradford are needed. along A65 to leeds is 30 mins yet leeds to ripon is every 20 mins!x

Fewer pubs and charity shops x x x

small new shops/police patrols round new sitesgood access to main roads from new developmentsx x

x x

more bus routes are needed x x x

safety x x

No more houses should be built on any sites in Rawdon x

Infrastructure, esp the road network in and around Rawdon cannot support any further development x

linit on height of buildings consideration on traffic flow x x

of the cost of upkeep of Woodlands drive as do all other residents x

greater train links - airport non use of green belt x x

parking x x

access to ham road a65 (gridlocked in rush hour)x

open space; trees ect so not a concrete jungleif possible walking distance from schools (esp primary)x



x

consider where children could attend school - Rawdon schools are fulladd shops, community buildings and activitiesx x x

x

not too much traffic on small roads x x

x x

there should be non built x x

Improve public transport mroe car parking, too much on road parking at presentx

adequate parking provision establish community buildings as part of worksx x

only a small percentage of affrodable housingaffordable housing to be sold to first time buyers not housing associationsx x x

another bus route up to Larkfield ie overlane x

not affordable housing not built on the Billing x

plus what will be done about extra trafficx x x

Improvement of local infrastructure to alleviate existing issuesMaintenance of demographic/affluence of areax x

circular bus service, Guiseley - Yeadon - Rawdon x x

increased parking at horsforth station and more trainsAstronomical car parking in leeds city centre to encourage park and ridex

1 mini supermarket walk in medical centre x x x

x

x

more buses x x

any new site should incorporate sufficient parkingmaintain public footpaths i.e. free accessx x

Dentists x x

Better road structure i.e. roundabouts/traffic lightsparking provided x x

better public transport adequate school places and improvement in high schoolsx x

better transport infrastructure, roads, public transportmore doctors/dentists x x x

if family housing, more youth orientated activites, parks, schools extra curricularmore control on parking around schools on the local streetsx x

bus stops x

x

adequate dental/medical provision x x

more police patrols parking facilities for school x x x

Footpath links x x

gardens need to be provided parking x x

no building - x

Schooling - cut off points to local schools x x

Improve A65 particularly Horsforth roundabout x x

x

x

room on the A65 x x x

carefully planned road access/networkimprove local amenities to reduce travel to larger towns (doctors, shops, etc)x x x

Padestrian crossings public transport x

x

infrastrcture of schools, doctors, etcparks and green spaces made availablex x x x

another doctor practice x x x

few priorities, as any building rawdon small quanitity x

better transport links x x x

schools, doctors etc to be built x x x

x

traffic calming x x x

are the schoolable to cope with extra demand x x

more lighting on streets more landscaping/ grit bins x x

speed bumps x x

x

bus stops x x x

rawdon needs more shops, nothing in rawdon x x

x

All dwellings must have services access x x

proper public transport arranged in advance of buildingincrease in school places and provision of more Dr's and NHS facilitiesx x x



ASSESSMENT OF AVAILABLE SCHOOL PLACES BOTH PRIMARY AN SECONDARYASSESSMENT OF MEDICAL SERVICES AND IMPACT THEREONx x x

adequate parking provision x x

substantial developer contribution towards local road networksno "super executive' type houses for millionaires x

x

doctors x x x

maintenance of gap between Rawdon and Horsforthschool provision x x x

public transport must be approvedtraffic congestion must be eased x x

x

The infrastructure should be in place and proven - ie when developers put in plans they should match it with budgets for schools, doctors etcEVERYONE in the area should be aware and no just within a mile radius x

development of roads to reduce traffic problems x x

social infrastructure (schools, doctors, dentists) needs extra provisionNew trffic measures to ease road congestion urgently requiredx x x

a stratergy to deal with the excessive traffic on all Rawdons roads x

Childrens play areas upgrade schools x x x

additional schools leave green spaces and local walks alonex x x

that local schools and medical services can copeno loss of greenbelt nor threat of urban sprawlx x x x

x

More school places ASlternative route to LBA x x x

Local infrastructure already at capacityThe A65 and the Horsforth roundabout/ring road would require significant investment.x x

Sufficient parking - at least 2 places per householdLow density x x

Improved local facilities x x

Schools and local medical facilitiesRailway station x x x

Not to be built on greenfield or greenbelt sites-only redevelop and improve brownfield sitesSmall, traditional style sites in keeping with the area.x x

Do not impose on any green land or current greenbelt x

Decent sized gardens or green space surrounding x

traffic congestion A65 and Harrogate Roadloss of wildlife habitat x x

Improve recreational facilities x x

Developers to improve park facilitiesEvery home to have trees planted in gardens or developer pays for trees plated elsewherex

only use large plots so as not to cramm x

333 162 81 170

Greenfield sites Cragg Wood Knott Lane Ivy House
Layton 

Lane

Canada 

Road
All sites

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

I think that the whole area has had as much development as it can stand, the roads are congested particularly horsforth roundabout which has been made worse with the latest work done to itx

x



x

x x

x

x

x

x

Woodlands drive should absolutley considered for protection Rawdon village is now full and should not have further housing. both have struggling infrastructure as it isx

x x

x x x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

conservation area (little London) + old rawdon high street

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x



x

x

x

x

x

no but ensure developers contribute to local amenities and jobs - to offer "on the job" training to youth/unemployed

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x x

x x

x

x x

x

x

x

x

x

x x

x

x



x

x x

x x

x

x

x x x

x

x

x

all suggested sites should be protected from development x

Site near top of New York Lane  Site near Knott Lane  Site near Airedale x

x

x

x

x

x

x x

x

x

x

x

what is left of a lovely village should now be left without any further development

x

x x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x



x

x x

x

I strongly believe that Rawdon itself should be protected. as a resident of 30 years rawdon is in danger of becoming heavily over crowded. traffic is already awful

x

rawdon is small village, any development would put further strain on local services and increase traffic problems

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x x



x

x

6 & 7 congestion here is a problem now let alone with housing either side of knott lanex

x

x

x

x x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x x

x x

x

x

x

All areas! As the existing roads and services are not adequate x

x

x

x x x



x

x

x

x x

x

All sites should be protected.  Enough traffic on A65 with the developments in Guiseley & Menston x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

All sites in Rawdon should be protected from building in Rawdon x

x

x

x x

x

x

x

x

x



x

x

x x x

yes - letter explains what must not be developed into housing and sound engineering reasons why there must be no development x

x

x x

x

x x

everywhere else not covered already apart from a few single infills x

x

x x

x

x x

x

x

x

x

x

All of it! We moved here because there are areas of natural beauty and places of safety for wildlife. More development will destroy this. x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x x

x

x x

x

x

x x

x

x

x

x
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x

x

x

x
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x

x

x

x

x

x

x x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x x

x

110 27 28 9 42 24 44

development at Sandoz site - large site mixed housing in appropriate position and brownfield

riverside mills and cragg wood nurseries only two properties however (already being built!)

Naylors factory site on green lane?  why doesn't the council restore the derelict house at the entrance to micklefield park on the a65 for use as apartments





I am not sure what is proposed for the other sites but I would be against the loss of allotments, nurseries etc. Area 9 could be sympathetically developed to provide facilities for the proposed Redrow site (ex Sandoz/Clariant)

No the infrastructure isn't coping now with all the extra housing and business premies erected in the past. With all othe rbuilding work to be yet carried out in Guiseley and Menston especially enough is enough. The A 65 is already bottlenecked and needs less traffic not more. Also extra housing needs extra schools etc NO THANK YOU





None - traffic levels are already at a very high level on A 65 - I am sure that no one looks at this from a local or council level - what will happen to Rawdon on further big developments





Only the development of brown field sites - if we are starting to have to look at green belt then we are FULL and cannot possibly accomodate more housing which is NOT for local people but is to solve the housing crisis of an over population of immigrants and to resolve inner city issues.

Brownfield sites.  The Clariant site is a prime example. Self contained, not impacting on existing dwellings and with good road links.

No.  Rawdon is a pleasant place to live which would be ruined by over-development

Not suitable for 

housing

This site should 

be protected 

from building

This site is 

suitable for 

another use 

Response 

Count

74 158 4 430

39 395 0 452

80 194 0 434

48 131 3 425

68 92 4 420

90 147 3 437

89 156 3 438

52 83 1 376

34 66 5 374

458

28

10. The map shows several sites on which Leeds City Council is deciding whether to allow or prevent development. What are your views on the suitability of these sites for 

housing?

answered question

skipped question



proposals entirely due to the greed of developers - can't parish council do more to point out large areas in south leeds availiable for meeting govt housing targets













































Large housing estates are not attractive to anyone. They seem to remain under construction for years, and the homes seem to be very crammed into the available space. Even when complete they seem to struggle to sell, and there are always many for sale boards up around them permanently. Fewer, smaller, individually styled properties seem to be much more desirable to buyers of all budgets.













I do not think there should be any more housing built around here-see answer to question 2. If the greenfield sites of Rawdon are built on then its country appeal will be lost as it becomes engulfed in the never ending sprawl of Leeds. Trying to cram more housing into what small areas are left within existing sites would again require better infrastructure than we have, and add to the problem of overpopulation.
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Only the development of brown field sites - if we are starting to have to look at green belt then we are FULL and cannot possibly accomodate more housing which is NOT for local people but is to solve the housing crisis of an over population of immigrants and to resolve inner city issues.
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I do not think there should be any more housing built around here-see answer to question 2. If the greenfield sites of Rawdon are built on then its country appeal will be lost as it becomes engulfed in the never ending sprawl of Leeds. Trying to cram more housing into what small areas are left within existing sites would again require better infrastructure than we have, and add to the problem of overpopulation.


