DRAFT LETTER TO YOUR LOCAL COUNCILLOR (please delete)

Your Name Here

Your address Line1 Here

Your address Line 2 Here

Town Here

Postcode Here

Dear Sir/Madam, 

In your role as a Kirklees Councillor, we would be grateful if you could please give your considered response to our questions and the information contained, which are a real concern to many of your own electorate. 

As a matter of courtesy, please be aware that a copy of this email has also been sent to Huddersfield Town. 

In 2003 when Huddersfield Town FC was in administration, its supporters raised some £120,000, of which £60,000 was used to maintain the club’s existence by helping to cover the cost of administration. 

In exiting administration the sitting judge stated that it was the supporters of the club that were its most prized asset. With this in mind various Huddersfield Town supporters groups have tried to keep an active eye on the financial side of HTAFC and at times have asked appropriate and relevant questions of those who run the club. 

Some of those questions were thankfully answered and allayed some of the fears supporters had. Other answers, however, led to further questions and some of those answers contradicted previous responses. 

Questions of KSDL, and the stadium shares in particular, are at the forefront of supporters' minds. 

Ken Davy, when he took over ownership of the club, stated that the shareholdings in the stadium company - 40% Town, 40% Kirklees Council and 20% rugby league club - would remain unaltered. 

In 2005 a lack of communication between Ken Davy and the supporters, plus the announcement of some startling financial figures, led some supporters to start questioning once again what was occurring with our football club. 

It was discovered that the football club's shares in KSDL had been transferred to a holding company in 2003 by Ken Davy. His response was "with KSDL’s debts of £8m, I sought to protect Town from these debts" and he added "the finances of KSDL are far from robust". The message from those in charge seemed to be that HTAFC and The Giants should be distanced from KSDL because of its financial vulnerability. 

As you may be aware Huddersfield Town will soon welcome a new chairman (Dean Hoyle). It is our understanding and hope that Dean Hoyle would be happy to take this financial vulnerability on board and keep intact the original partnership agreement and the goodwill that went with it. 

On behalf of Huddersfield Town Supporters Association, and the supporters of Huddersfield Town in general, we feel that it is now appropriate to ask you to address the following issues and we welcome your considered response: 

1) When Dean Hoyle is chairman of HTAFC, how can the football club be adequately represented on the board of Kirklees Stadium Development Limited, given that four of the present directors are drawn from Huddersfield Sporting Pride - a company that is technically KSDL’s parent company, and HTAFC is not a partner of? 

2) When Ken Davy moved Huddersfield Town's 40% share to protect them from KSDL's debts, who became responsible for these debts, and what was Kirklees Council's view on the movement? 

3) If the Joint Venture agreement is (as stated) 'set in stone', and HTAFC were in danger of losing its 40% shares and the right to play in the stadium if certain debts weren't renegotiated after administration, how can it be possible for an individual to merely move the shares to avoid further debt? 

4) KSDL's role is to manage, maintain and procure the stadium on behalf of its partners. The Galpharm Stadium was originally built with Huddersfield Town, the Giants and Kirklees Council in mind, and community spirit was always at the forefront of the initiative and this is still being emphasised, e.g. the planning application for the HDOne project.

With HTAFC not being part of Huddersfield Sporting Pride, and in May consigned to being merely a tenant in the whole scenario, can this still be the case? 

5) The whole of the Stadium site is the subject of a 150 year lease from Kirklees Council, which KSDL will seek to convert to freehold once the scheme progresses. This can be found on Page 11 of the planning document for HDOne at: 

http://www.kirklees.gov.uk/business/plan....64_T06_0004.pdf 

Why is Kirklees Council allowing this, and how will Huddersfield Town benefit if you do? 

6) In 2003, supporters were led to believe that the stadium shares being valued at £2 was with a view to them being part and parcel of the football club, and to reduce the financial impact on the incoming consortium, so that the football club would benefit. 

If this was not the case, and considering that the 2003 accounts for Huddersfield Sporting Pride show KSDL being valued at £15 million, how did the administrator come to this valuation? As a co-owner/partner in the stadium didn't the £2 valuation strike you as odd? 

7) It may be, of course, that some of the answers to these questions are to be found in the Joint Venture/Shareholders Agreement but this is not in the public domain. Why not? 

8) Why aren't any minutes published for an organisation (KSDL) with public responsibilities, and with a public authority (Kirklees Council) as a partner? We formally request, under the Freedom of Information Act, minutes of all KSDL meetings between December 2002 and December 2004, inclusive?
Yours faithfully,
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