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Summary 

Mr Cheek in his supplementary rebuttal [FWY/119 – para 5.5] asserts that the Promoters’ forecast 
of passengers who will choose to transfer from bus to NGT exceeds his assessment of the 
existing bus market within the corridor. 

 

Using his definition of demand in the corridor for a 2013 term time weekday the LTM forecast is 
actually that 16,328 passengers will transfer to NGT from the existing bus market. This is less than 
his estimate of the existing bus market. 

 

1. Demand forecast to transfer from existing bus passengers travelling in the NGT 

corridor 

 

1.1. Mr Cheek has used data from the Business Case review [C-1 Table 12.4] to present his 

view that the promoters forecast 28,715 passengers per day [923/02 Appendix 2 - Table 9] 

will transfer from existing bus services to NGT.  

 

1.2. Mr Cheek has set out his calculation of the LTM daily flow [923/02 Appendix 2 - Table 9] 

however he has transcribed one number incorrectly. The inter peak value for full transfers 

should be 1426 [C-1 Table 12.4] and not 1921. I observe that this correction has been 

made in the errata to Table 18 issued by Mr Cheek on 6 June.  When the correct number is 

used in Mr Cheek’s calculation the daily transfer is 24,822 a reduction of 3,891 compared 

with the value calculated by Mr Cheek. 

 

1.3. Mr Cheek has derived his estimate of demand transferring from bus passengers by adding 

forecasts of ‘Transfer from bus’ with ‘Existing bus trips that interchange with NGT’ [C-1, 

Table 12.4]. This latter category itself comprises passengers who currently: 

 

- Interchange and use a bus services operating along the NGT corridor; for example a 

passenger travelling from Halton Moor on the service 5 might interchange onto service 

12 at Corn Exchange in order to travel on to Belle Isle. In the NGT scenario this trip 

might interchange instead from service 5 to NGT at Boar Lane. 

- walk along the corridor, but are forecast to use NGT. For example a passenger from 

Halton Moor on service 5 may walk from the bus stop at the Rail Station to Leeds Met 

University. In the NGT scenario this passenger may interchange onto NGT instead of 

walking. 



 

1.4. Only the first of these are passengers who currently use bus services operating along the 

NGT corridor. We have undertaken additional analysis of the forecasts to distinguish these 

two groups and identified that the daily forecast comprises 3,429 that transfer from bus 

services operating in the NGT corridor and 3,467 that are forecast to walk along the corridor 

in the absence of NGT. In the context Mr Cheek has defined of bus passengers currently 

using bus services operating the corridor, this implies that the number of bus passengers 

transferring is reduced to 21,335 (ie 24,882 – 3,467). 

 

1.5. Mr Cheek’s analysis of the existing bus market within the corridor is defined as passengers 

who board at bus stops in the corridor between the end points of the NGT route. This 

excludes passengers who use services in adjacent corridors and are forecast to transfer to 

NGT. For example, someone living between Meanwood Road and Headingley Lane may 

currently choose to walk to Meanwood Road to catch a bus. I have analysed the LTM 

forecasts further to distinguish the daily demand using services that operate on adjacent 

corridors i.e between Burley Road and Meanwood Road1. The bus demand on these 

services is forecast to reduce by 4,378. These passengers are included in the definition of 

transfer from bus [C-1, Table 12.4] and should therefore also be excluded in comparing 

forecast impacts specifically on the NGT corridor. Excluding this demand reduces the LTM 

2016 forecast of diversion of bus passengers from services operating in the NGT corridor to 

16,977 (21,355 – 4,378). 

 

1.6. Finally I would observe that Mr Cheek has analysed data for 2013. I have explained in my 

evidence (APP 5-2, Section 5) that, reflecting development along the corridor, bus demand 

is forecast to increase over time. Comparing daily flow forecasts [derived from C-1-8, 

Tables 48 and 49] this implies a growth of about 1.3% per annum between 2016 and 2031. 

Assuming similar economic trends apply since the recent recession between 2013 and 

2016 this would imply 4% growth over this period. This would imply that, should NGT have 

been operating in 2013, the forecasts would have been that 16,328 (4% reduction) of the 

passengers who currently board bus services operating along the NGT corridor would have 

transferred to NGT. 

 

1.7. I conclude that 16,328 existing bus passengers travelling in the NGT corridor (as defined by 

Mr Cheek and in 2013) are forecast by LTM to transfer. 

 

2. Existing demand travelling in the NGT corridor 

 

2.1. Mr Cheek presents evidence that the First Bus demand in the NGT corridor is 17,570 

passengers per day [923/02 Appendix 2 – para 3.3.3]. 

 

2.2. At Paragraph 3.4.3 of Appendix 2 to 923/02, Mr Cheek states that the current total bus 

demand on the corridor is 23,064, although I cannot reproduce this calculation from the 

data given in Appendix 2. 

                                            
1 I would observe that Mr Cheek’s definition of demand using services operating in the corridor may also exclude use 
of services operating adjacent to Belle Isle, but  as there is ambiguity I have not sought in addition to analyse this. 



 

2.3. Mr Cheek then adds 3% to the demand to account for passengers who are not recorded 

[923/02 Appendix 2 – para 3.5.3]. 

 

3. Conclusion 

 

3.1. In conclusion, I have set out that the existing bus passengers boarding services within the 

NGT corridor as defined by Mr Cheek forecast by LTM to transfer to NGT is 16,328. This is 

about 2/3rds of the demand that Mr Cheek has estimated to travel in the corridor.  

 

3.2. Mr Cheek’s definition of demand is passengers who board services at stops along the NGT 

route. The services extend further and other passengers also use these services. After 

allowing for these other passengers the forecast are that about 1/3rd of total demand on 

these services would transfer to NGT [APP-5-2, 6.8]. 

  


