
 

 

IN THE MATTER OF THE NETWORK RAIL (HUDDERSFIELD TO 
WESTTOWN (DEWSBURY)) IMPROVEMENT ORDER 20[XX] 

 
 

______________________________ 
 

LETTER OF OBJECTIONS  
ON BEHALF OF DEWSBURY SAND & GRAVEL LTD 

______________________________  
 

 

To the Secretary of State for Transport c/o Transport Infrastructure Planning 

Unit, Department for Transport, Great Minster House, 33 Horseferry Road, 

London, SW1P 4DR (e-mail: transportinfrastructure@dft.gov.uk).   

 

These are the objections of Dewsbury Sand & Gravel Ltd (“the Objector”) to 

the Network Rail (Huddersfield to Westtown (Dewsbury)) Improvement 

Order 20[XX] (“the Order”). The Objector is the owner of the following 

interests: (1) a Lease of minerals and mining rights dated 19 June 2014 

registered title No.YY35778; (2) a lease dated 19 June 2014 registered as title 

No.WYK35646.These interests are held together for the purposes of the 

Objector’s use of the lands. 

 

Parts of these lands are identified as being required to be compulsorily 

acquired in the Order.  The following plot numbers identified on the land 

acquisition plans and the Schedule to the Order are those sought to be 

acquired from the Objector, namely Plot Nos.23-046, 23-054, 23-058, 23-

070, 24-006, 24-008 and 24-009 (“the Plots”).   

 

The address of the Objector is c/o the name and address of the writer of this 

letter. 
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The Objector uses the land to be acquired for the principal purposes of the 

quarrying, processing and distribution of sand & gravel. The Objector also 

has permission to import 228,000 tonnes of inert waste. 

 

9 operatives are employed on the site, with 15 HGVs used each day as 

hauliers operating transport facilities and there are 5 contractors providing 

services. 

 

By reason of the above interests of the Objector, the Objector makes the 

following objections to the Order. 

 

1. The use of compulsory purchase powers is unnecessary and no 

compelling case has been made to acquire all the land specified in the Plots 

from the Objector as the same is not necessary for the proposed rail line as the 

project underlying the Order can be achieved without the acquisition of all of 

the Objector’s land. Plot 23-054 will not be used for the new railway line. 

 

2. The Order fails to consider that the acquisition of the Plots will mean 

that a viable business will cease and 9 operatives and 15 hauliers, plus 

contractors will be dismissed or have their contracts terminated as the 

business cannot operate on the retained land without the Plots. This is 

contrary to the advice underlying Compulsory Purchase Process and the 

Crichel Down Rules: Guidance (MHCLG July 2019) at paras 12. 13 and in 

particular 19. The termination of these contracts and employments will have 

an economic impact on the local community. 

 
3. The acquisition of the Objector’s land will effectively extinguish a 

viable business in the mineral processing sector, as it is not possible to 

relocate it. 
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4. Contrary to the advice in Section 9 of the NPPF to promote sustainable 

transport (paras 102(d) and 108(c)), the effect of the acquisition of the 

Objector’s business will be to extend journey distances and times to meet the 

business requirements of existing customers from alternative sources which 

are some 45 and 46 miles away. 

 
5. Contrary to the advice in the NPPF at section 17 (para 204(e)) to 

safeguard existing sites for the processing of minerals, the manufacture of 

concrete and concrete products, and the processing and recycling of 

secondary aggregate material, the acquisition of the whole of the Objector’s 

land will cause such activities to cease or be severely curtailed. 

 
6. The Order fails to have regard to the Planning Practice Guidance 

(Minerals) of the Department of Housing, Communities and Local 

Government, para 006, ref ID:27-006-20140306, that planning authorities 

should safeguard existing storage, handling and transport sites, and 

accordingly the Network Rail is failing to ensure that the land used by the 

Objectors, and not essential for the Order, will remain available for existing 

purposes.  

 

7. The use of compulsory purchase powers is unnecessary and no 

compelling case has been made to acquire all the land from the Objector as 

Network Rail has failed to minimise the acquisition of land contrary to the 

advice in Compulsory Purchase Process and the Crichel Down Rules: 

Guidance (MHCLG July 2019).  Network Rail has gone beyond what is 

necessary or essential. 

 

8. Without prejudice to the other objections herein, Network Rail has 

failed to engage in any substantive way for the acquisition of the interest of 



 

 

4 

the Objector and accordingly Network Rail has failed to show a compelling 

case. 
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