
To Jonathan Redhead c/o T&A 

Dear Jonathan 

You may remember I spoke to you at the recent planning meeting in Menston. 

I am the chap who has applied for village green status for Derry Hill. 

As part of my research in the pursuance of this aim I have been following the public submissions (objection 

letters) on the BMDC web site for the proposed building site. 

A question crossed my mind while doing this. 

What is the function/purpose of these objection letters? 

I am looking for material to support Section 15 of the Commons Act 2006 allowing local people use of the 

fields for lawful sports and pastimes “as of right”    i.e. without permission force or secrecy for at least 20 

years. 

While screening the letters one cannot fail to note the number of references to the drainage issues on the 

Derry Hill site. 

Both surface water and sewerage appear to be a hot topic. I know the Environmental Agency (as a statutory 

body) was not consulted by BMDC before the 27th of September and I have read the planning report 

submitted on the day.  On page 83, article 6 of the Human Rights Act it states, “right to a fair and public 

hearing.  The Council must ensure that it has taken into account the views of all those who have an interest 

in or whom may be affected by the proposal. “ 

It appears there are responses about drainage issues from BMDC to various groups including the Parish 

Council, Menston Community Association and Menston Action Group.  However as approximately one in 

five objection letters are on the subject of drainage and are from individual members of the public, some 

with personal flooding issues, they have had no response whatsoever.  

After the referendum, which I am sure you are fully aware of, and all the letters and representations it is 

blatantly obvious BMDC are not listening. 

Why is this?   

As the subject of flooding is so important surely some response would be warranted! 

I also understand that this issue is the most likely one to stop a planning application if the mediation is so 

great as to make the development of the field non-viable. 

Please find attached cutting from press on Oct 14th 2010 and note the reference to scanning.  This does not 

mean reading in the true sense of the word. 

I believe none of the representations made by villagers on the proposed development have been read thus 

making a total mockery of the democratic process. Could you possibly look at the BMDC website to see for 

yourself? 

I do not believe it was just chance the Environmental Agency was not consulted. 

What do you think? 

Best Wishes 

Dr Steve Ellams   


