Not all members of the University want Heslington East

As a member of the university I am opposed to the University’s proposal to violate the Greenbelt, especially as 30% of the proposed development is clearly non academic. The University makes many claims for sustainability on its new campus but ducks the bigger issue as to whether the introduction of thousands of people to a site well away from any planned housing is in the best interest of current or future citizens of the city. It is easy to say that people will be encouraged to walk or cycle to the new campus but the thousands of new staff and students are unlikely to live within cycling distance let alone walking distance - unless there is further erosion of the Greenbelt. The Universities plans no realistic proposals to reduce traffic overall, rather the University want to reduce traffic in their own environs by moving the problems elsewhere. For example the proposal to close Heslington Lane will generate even longer journey distances for thousands of people over many decades. In other words significant environmental costs generated by University expansion will be for others to pay and that cannot be fair. 

If the University cannot come up with an environmentally sensible scheme for expansion others will have to encourage it to do so by making alternative suggestions. There is no real urgency for the expansion so there is time for debate and thought. Unlike most other employers the University of York cannot take its business elsewhere. There is no academic urgency.  So maybe the university should be the good citizen it claims to be and to allow proper consultation and debate about how it can expand its activities (a very different thing in itself than expanding its footprint). 

The University uses a significant part of its site for its Science Park. This rather grand name really describes property development at Heslington. The Science Park is not needed for academic purposes. Although claims may be made that it is vital to have the Science Park on campus, the most successful science park in the UK (Cambridge) is not adjacent to the university. In other words the university made a choice to use land that could have been used for academic expansion for commercial purposes but that decision could be reconsidered. The Terry’s site is looking for employment uses and what more appropriate use than a Science Park. The new housing already on Bishopthorpe Road and new housing inevitably to be built on part of the Terry’s site could provide homes for many of those working Science Park - walking and cycling to work would be possible. The Science Park at Heslington would then become available quite quickly for short term university expansion, but with job replacing job, that the academic expansion would be possible with no increased traffic. But what about further expansion? A few years ago the Ministry of Defense wanted to close Imphal Barracks. There was clearly no military need for a garrison at York and it was only retained after serious lobbying because of the fear of job losses. Maybe the Council, the University and the Ministry of Defense could put their heads together to plan for the University to take over that site as needs arise (again partly, job replacing job). The Imphal Barracks is conveniently adjacent to the existing campus, indeed one could walk or cycle between the two half of the campus without going on roads. Furthermore, the Imphal Barracks site is within walking and cycling distance of many new homes (all those built along the Fulford Road, those planned at the Barbican and those planned at German Beck) hence the impact of the development on traffic would be very much less than the proposed Greenbelt site. Even a Science Park at Terry’s would be only a short cycle journey across the new Millenium Bridge.
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