Address: 5, Chiltern Avenue, Huddersfield, HD3 3pf

About the application

Application number: 2025/93043

What is the application ||Prior notification for change of use from
for?: commercial/business/service to 4 dwell

Address of the site or

. 14B, Holly Bank Road, Lindley, Huddersfield, HD3 3JE
building:

Postcode: HD3 3JE

User comments

Type of comment: An objection

Do you wish your comments to be published on the website anonymously?

No




| wish to object to this proposal for the following reasons.

1. Loss of a Registered Nursery

The October 2025 Lindley Ward Profile — Childcare Sufficiency shows a gap of 47
childcare places and a ratio of 2.55 children per place for under-5s, demonstrating
clear pressure on local childcare capacity.

The applicant’s planning statement relies on older borough-wide averages and ignores
this up-to-date ward-level evidence. As a result, the true local impact of losing a
registered nursery has not been assessed. The evidence submitted does not meet the
requirement to show that the loss of this childcare facility would not harm local
sufficiency, and it directly conflicts with Kirklees Local Plan Policy PLP48, which seeks
to protect community facilities.

2. Daylight and Amenity

The planning statement acknowledges that the proposed bedrooms fail the Council’s
45-degree daylight guideline and asks for this to be relaxed. In modern living, many
residents work from home and will often use a bedroom as a workspace. Inadequate
daylight can affect mental wellbeing, concentration and productivity. A bedroom that
already performs poorly against daylight standards will be even less suitable as a
daytime working environment. The applicant’s claim that “curtains are closed at night”
is irrelevant to this reality and does not justify providing substandard daylight for future
residents.

3. Noise and Living Conditions

The submitted noise survey records very loud band-practice levels (up to and above
93 dB) and includes a failed sound-insulation test (55 dB achieved where 60 dB is
required). The assessment relies on mitigation and assumes windows remain closed.
In reality, residents and the band will need to open windows for ventilation, especially
in warm weather, which could significantly reduce the effectiveness of the proposed
measures. The report contains no outdoor noise measurements, so the impact on
external amenity areas—and on internal noise levels when windows are open—has
not been assessed. Together, these gaps create a clear risk of unacceptable living
conditions and future complaints.

4. Community Value vs Private Benefit

The proposal removes a functioning community childcare facility and replaces it with
four private flats. While the band identifies benefits for its own organisation, these
cannot outweigh the loss of a wider community service or the unresolved concerns
about daylight and noise.

For these reasons, | respectfully ask the Council to refuse the application.




