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16 October 2014 
 
Mr G Groom 
Persona Associates Limited 
1st Floor, Bailey House 
Barttelot Road 
Horsham 
RH12 1DQ 
 
 
grahamgroom@personnaassociates.co.uk 
 
 
Dear Mr Groom 
 
Headingley St Columba United Reformed Church, Headingley Lane, Leeds 
Rule 15 – The Leeds Trolley Vehicle System Order 
 
We wish to make a further representation to the Public Inquiry following comments made by Mr 
Barraclough on behalf of the residents of Headingley Castle last week which implied certain 
matters of agreement in relation to our property which are not correct and which, if followed 
through, would cause us great concern. 
 

1. It was suggested that our use of the 17 space car park was temporary.  This is not so.  
Most of the car park is on our land and has been used for this purpose since the church 
was built in 1966.  The remaining area of land has also been used for car parking since 
shortly after the church was completed.  We do not consider any of that to be temporary.  
This remaining area of land is now owned by Headingley Land Developments Ltd, and 
used with their full knowledge. 

 
2. It was implied that we have agreed mitigation with the Promoter for the line of the 

trolleybus to follow the DF2 route.  In particular double glazing and alternative parking 
were mentioned.  This is not the case.  No such mitigation has been agreed and, indeed, 
we were assured by the Promoter that the validity of our arguments against DF2 had 
been recognised, referring back to discussions when the route for Supertram was under 
consideration. 

 
3. We have been in discussion with the Promoter to mitigate the effects on the church for a 

scheme which follows the DF7 route.  An Agreement to deal with this is in preparation 
and is with our solicitors and those of the WYCA.  Despite our request for noise 
mitigation, this does not include double glazing as the Promoter did not deem noise 
mitigation to be necessary.  

 
 

4. The only reference to alternative parking in our discussions with the Promoter is in the 
context of a possible temporary requirement during the construction phase.  Should the 



church car park be inaccessible at a time, and for a period, that would cause problems to 
the ongoing life of the church and its many community users then temporary alternative 
parking will be made available. 
 

5. At no time have we considered that the proposed trolleybus scheme would follow any 
route other that DF7 and all our concerns expressed to the Secretary of State have been 
based on that proposal as put to us in the documentation we received.  Our agreement 
with the Promoter is only possible if DF7 is the route used.   
 

6. Should the scheme be amended to follow DF2 then we believe that all the concerns 
about the impact of the proposed trolleybus scheme on the church and its ongoing work 
and worship, as articulated in our initial Statement of Case, would remain.   
 

7. We believe that the alignment proposed in DF2, bringing it much closer to the church 
would threaten the physical structure of the building, increase noise, create problems 
with access and parking, and generally make everything we do as a church more 
difficult.  Our premises would become much less suitable for the community groups that 
use our premises, as detailed in our original Statement of Case.  There would also be a 
negative impact on our visual amenity and the quality of the setting of this place of 
worship.  In short, we believe that if the DF2 alignment is a used then this would lead to 
the closure of our church. 

 
8. Further, route DF2 would bring the alignment much closer to our Caretaker’s Lodge 

(which is a listed building).  The effect of this would be to subject our Caretaker to much 
increased noise and nuisance and reduce the parking space we have available to the 
Caretaker and church users at that end of the church building.   

 
 

As a church, we do not have the resources to employ a planning expert or barrister to make our 
case to the Secretary of State and to the Inquiry and to rebut erroneous comments by those 
presenting a case on behalf of others.  Rather we have had to use our own resources and we 
are concerned that this leaves us at a disadvantage in terms of the Inquiry.  We trust that this 
will not be the case and that these additional comments will be taken into consideration by the 
Inspector 

 
With best wishes 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
 
 

 
Sheila F Duncan 
Trust and Property Secretary 
 
 
c.c. T Gifford for the Promoter (by email) 


