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Bahá´í Faith
“When calamity striketh,
be ye patient and
composed. However
afflictive your sufferings
may be, stay ye
undisturbed, and with
perfect confidence in the
abounding grace of God,
brave ye the tempest of
tribulations and fiery
ordeals.”

www.bahai.org

Apology deserved 
— not more 
‘consultation’

THIS Society believes that
Rotherham Metropolitan Borough
Council and its officers should be
more honest with the people they
serve!

Recently they have been ‘consult-
ing’ about their plans to seize parts of
the Green Belt at Bassingthorpe
Springs, yet on their website are min-
utes of the Steering Group, estab-
lished over a year ago, where planners
have met the landowners and house
builders to design the urban village.

If it is true that, unless the Local De-
velopment Plan makes five years of
house building land available immedi-
ately (for 5,000 houses), then the LDP
won’t be approved, then people need
to consider the implications of that.

At the outset it was stated, by coun-
cillors and officers, that Green Belt
land would only be encroached on at
the end of the 12 year planning pe-
riod. The people living in Greasbrough
deserve an apology for that misinfor-
mation, not more ‘consultations’.

Peter Hawkridge, Secretary Rother-
ham District Civic Society

Drivers are so
inconsiderate

AFTER returning from Sheffield I
was cut up by an ambulance on
the Centenary Way roundabout. It
had no alarm or lights flashing.

As I followed him up Alma Road I
looked in my mirror and noticed a
white van about two inches from my
rear bumper.

I knew then I was back home.
K Wiliams, Lister Street, lifton

IPSA is hypocrisy, 
not democracy

THERE’S people who believe the
earth is flat, contrary to all the evi-
dence from space that it is round.
There’s people who think from
1979-1990 Maggie Thatcher saved
the UK. These people make it their
life’s work to encourage this myth
even when the evidence shows no
such thing happened.

In 1979 the International Monetary
Fund placed the UK in sixth place in
the world. When Maggie was thrown
out of 10 Downing Street sobbing her
heart out in 1990 she looked more like
a rust bucket than an Iron Lady.

Some people think that the political
levy of a few pence that ends up in
the Labour party coffers shows that
Labour is run by the union bosses. The
same people think that the £25 mil-
lion donation to the Conservative
party by the hedge funds is OK. Even
when they know that in the last
budget the Chancellor gave the funds
£146 million in tax breaks.

So now we know who runs the Tory
party and decides policy. The best
myth that we are supposed to swallow
is I.P.S.A is independent, yes the Inde-
pendent Parliamentary Standards Au-
thority who work out MPs’ pay and
expenses etc. It’s that independent it
relies on MPs for its wages. Talk about
democracy, it’s more akin to hypocrisy.

R Billups, East Avenue, Rawmarsh

I FEEL obliged to put pen to
paper to contest certain com-
ments made in the letter ‘Town
With No Pride’. To make the very
comments about the ground care
staff having no pride in their work
leads me to believe this person
has not taken the time to speak to
these people. Had they taken the
time to speak to them, they would
have learned that the vast major-
ity of the workforce takes great
pride in their jobs.

The current remit of cutting the
grass on a five weekly rota, as op-
posed to the previous fortnightly cut,
has left them browbeaten and with
low morale. Cutting the grass is
tremendous hard work, but cutting it
once every five weeks and hoping to
leave a good finish is nigh on impossi-

ble. They are not allowed to double
cut it as the timescales involved do
not allow for it, and they like many of
us are just following orders to get the
job done.

I agree with many points raised by
No Pride, at the best Rotherham just
looks maintained and at worst shabby.
Many areas are now being left to na-
ture, relaxed maintenance areas, as
they are called, for bees and butter-
flies to thrive or just another area to
save costs. I will let your readers de-
cide.

As to the wild flower areas, they are
spectacular, but I will reserve final
judgement to see what we are left
with when the flowers are all gone.
We are all suffering one way and an-
other in these hard times and if the
ground care and cleansing is the very
best service Rotherham Borough

Council can provide us with at this
moment in time, then surely there is
no shame in publishing a statement in
the Advertiser informing us what is
happening and why.

It would cut down complaints by
the hundreds and, remember, we may
for the time being have to accept the
service provided, but we don’t have to
like it.

If you do feel strongly enough to
complain, please don’t shout at the
grass cutters, they are hot, sweaty and
tired, and have heard it a million times
before, and are just doing the job they
are paid to do.

Why don’t you call in and see your
local councillor when they are holding
their surgery? The voice of the people
still counts for something.

John Manley, North Anston,
Sheffield

Don’t blame the grass cutters

Council puts landowners before the public
I REFER to the article by

Gareth Dennison (Who Pays the
Bill? Confusion as action group
may have to pay costs, July 26)
and would like to put ‘flesh on
the bones’ for the reader to
make sense of what can happen
to our public amenities if advice
from RMBC Highways and Plan-
ning Departments is followed.

The loss of this public amenity
was motivated by the desire of a
landowner to extend his home onto
the public highway. Mr Watson ad-
mitted, under cross examination
during a public inquiry, that he had
intended to acquire land outside the
existing boundary of the property he
intended to purchase in late August
2010, not caring whether it was pub-
lic highway or not. 

The encroachment and conse-
quent loss of this public amenity was
brought to the attention of RMBC in
January 2011 but rather than pro-
tect the highway, pursuant to its
statutory obligations, RMBC granted
retrospective planning permission,
and advised Mr Watson that all he
had to do was make an application
under the Town & Country Planning
Act to stop-up the highway!

It is clear (or should have been
clear) to any experienced
planning/highway officer that the
stopping-up procedure cannot apply
where the development is com-
pleted and there is an obstruction to
the public highway. Notwithstanding

this, retrospective permission was
granted, in the knowledge that an
application under the procedure
would be unsuccessful. 

As a consequence of the retro-
spective permission granted, a part
of the extension built without per-
mission was now obstructing Stub-
bin Lane, a public highway.

In failing to protect Stubbin Lane,
in breach of s130 of the Highways
Act 1980, RMBC forced the local
community to meet the challenge to
protect a public amenity, important
to local heritage. HOSL incurred the
cost of instructing barrister Naeem
Siraj to attend the inquiry to object
to the stopping up application.

RMBC offered no objections at the
inquiry, following the withdrawal of
the only concern it had, on the first
day, regarding the deliberate burying
of a water hydrant on Stubbin Lane.
Accordingly, RMBC seemed not con-
cerned that a part of a public high-
way was being absorbed into private
ownership, or that an extension was
obstructing a public right of way.
This would set a dangerous prece-
dent and give encouragement to all
landowners seeking to extend their
homes at the expense of the local
community.  

The Secretary of State deter-
mined, by a decision letter dated
March 2013, that the application
could not be granted under the pro-
cedure provided for under s247 of
the Town & County Planning Act
1990. This is because the highway

was already obstructed and the
work completed, in breach of the
prerequisites. How could RMBC ad-
vise Mr Watson, following the grant
of retrospective planning permis-
sion, that all he had to do was apply
for the stopping-up order, when they
should have been aware that the
procedure required the public high-
way not be obstructed by the pro-
posed development?

Following the public inquiry,
RMBC refused to take action to rem-
edy the obstruction. As a conse-
quence, it became necessary for
HOSL to serve on RMBC a notice
under s130A of the Highways Act
1980 compelling RMBC to serve no-
tice on Mr Watson to remove the
obstruction. Accordingly, despite
being made aware of the continuing
obstruction, it has required the local
community to incur further cost to
compel RMBC to undertake its statu-
tory obligations.

It seems to members of this com-
munity, that RMBC is unconcerned if
public amenities are lost to satisfy
the aspirations of private landown-
ers. This community feels that RMBC
has no excuse in failing to protect
public amenities. This is a breach of
its statutory duty but one thing is for
sure, HOSL, with its significant mem-
bership, will remind RMBC every
time if fails in its obligations. We
shall not go away. 

Sandra Horridge, 
secretary Hands off Stubbin Lane

Community Action Group

Kiln grant for
school is pottty

AFTER reading the article “Pupils
are all fired up” I realise I am
growing old and have indeed be-
come Victor Meldrew in the flesh.
I think the world has gone mad
when money for a kiln to be used
by little kids in a school has been
granted and many more worthy
causes have not been so fortunate
in their bid such as the charities
that are helped by Children in
Need for example.

I have successfully used clay that
hardens in air in many primary schools
so I have to ask why the staff at Bram-
ley Sunnyside Infants felt it was neces-
sary to have the use of a kiln, bearing
in mind the age of the children? Is it a
case of one-upmanship, I wonder? I
hope that each time the members of
staff use this kiln to fire pots etc for lit-
tle kiddies to take home, they think
about those people who have been
denied a desperate Lottery grant and
are still waiting to get “lucky”. 

Old miserable ex teacher.
Name and address supplied

Guest & Chrimes is 
Rotherham’s history

GUEST and Chrimes ‘eyesore’ —
Burgess, Millers, RMBC et al let’s
not punish the old girl for our own
economic decline.

When the land was purchased your
eyes were wide open to the listed
building on site and you were willing
to take it on. Just because you don’t
want to or can’t afford to fix her right
now shouldn’t mean you raze the
building in haste!

You can’t get that kind of hard
earned history back again. And any-
way, my personal opinion: last time I
went to a function at New York Sta-
dium that building looked really cool
with a car park and fancy modern stuff
around it as contrast.

Let us hope English Heritage stick to
their guns. 

Julie Anne Stribley, 
Canklow Road, Rotherham 

FOLLOWING your article covering the
pointless junketfest by members of RMBC
to Romania, at tax payer’s expense — I be-
lieve this cost in the region of £12.5k — I
thought I would enlighten the readers on a
few more interesting figures, and also
question what benefit this visit offers tax-
payers under the SMART initiatives (Spe-
cific, measurable, achievable, realistic,
timebound).

The real problem is that while politicians
scrabble around in the dust to close the barn
doors the impact of mass immigration is being
felt more keenly than ever. Since 2001 approx-
imately 500,000 immigrants have been
granted scarce social housing at a cost to the
taxpayer of £8 billion.

This represents one in 20 of all publicly-
owned houses and flats occupied by people
who were given entry into Britain under the
last Labour government’s open door policy.

It is not surprising then that people are con-
cerned about the next influx and the further
downgrading of services; schools, the NHS,
housing…. and it seems RMBS, better known
as the Wheel Tappers and Shunters Social
Club, is leading the way, rather than protect-
ing the interests and welfare of Rotherham
taxpayers as they should.

Rotherham taxpayers do not want obfusca-
tion and obduracy on this issue, they want to
know what is happening and why they are not
being protected and they will not tolerate
grand house building schemes to house these

people at the expense of their way of life. 
Councillors who fail to recognise this will be

punished by the voters who wish order to be
restored to this crazy immigration system and
the burden on their lives eased.

The first step should be to defy the govern-
ment and Brussels and close the borders of
Rotherham if needs be to 29 million Romani-
ans and Bulgarians, most who will require so-
cial housing from January 1, 2014.

The message is clear that the only way we
will stop this insanity is to vote out these peo-
ple in future elections as the voters of Raw-
marsh did. Only then we will be able to begin
to redress the damage that Labour has done
to this town.

Allen Cowles, Whiston

Close the borders of Rotherham...


