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1. Introduction 

1.1. This rebuttal proof of evidence has been prepared on behalf of the West 

Yorkshire Combined Authority Metro and Leeds City Council (together “the 

Promoters”) to respond to particular aspects of the proof of evidence of Mrs 

Claughton (OBJ0726) which was received by the Promoters on 27/03/2014. 

1.2. It is not intended that this rebuttal proof should address points that witnesses 

for the Promoters have already covered in their evidence; however, cross-

references to relevant paragraphs of those witnesses’ proofs of evidence are 

given below, where appropriate.  

1.3. The Promoters consider that the main proofs of evidence prepared by them 

(and in particular paragraphs 5.1 to 5.6 of APP-16-3  the Appendices of Mr 

Caten address the compulsory purchase and compensation issues and 

paragraphs 5.15.2 to 5.15.4 and 10.14.1 to 10.14.12 in the main Proof of 

Evidence of Mr Smith address land take and traffic management 

arrangements), and submitted to the Inquiry on 1 April 2014, address the 

majority of matters raised. 

1.4. This rebuttal addresses the following points raised in Mrs Claughton’s proof 

of evidence: 

 Paragraph 2, line 1: Mrs Claughton was blighted at her previous 

residence as this was subject to a Compulsory Purchase Order in 

association with Leeds Supertram.  

 Paragraph 5, line 1: It is proposed that all traffic travel up Otley Road 

from Headingley in no specific lanes and continue around the Spen 

Road/Otley Road roundabout. 

 Paragraph 5, line 8: It is proposed that the width of the existing bus 

lane will be increased and two cycle lanes introduced width  

1.5. It is intended that this rebuttal proof should be a composite response by the 

Promoters to those new points raised in the evidence of Mrs Claughton.  The 
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name of the Promoters’ witness who is responsible for each aspect of this 

rebuttal proof is given at the beginning of each section below. 

1.6. Each of the Promoters’ witnesses who have contributed to this rebuttal 

confirm that they believe the facts and opinions they have stated to be true 

and where applicable, their evidence conforms to the standards and 

requirements of their professional bodies. 
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2 Response to Points Raised 

Rebuttal Argument 1: 

2.1. Response prepared by Mr Smith to Mrs Claughton’s assertion  (at  paragraph 

2, line 1) that she was blighted at her previous residence as this was subject 

to a Compulsory Purchase Order in association with Leeds Supertram 

2.1.1. A property in Eldon Terrace which is understood to have been owned 

at some time by Mrs Claughton was purchased by WYPTE in 

connection with the Leeds Supertram project. Mrs Claughton sold the 

property to a third party some time before compulsory powers were 

granted and the Promoters do not have details of, and are therefore 

unable to comment upon, the negotiations between her and the third 

party. 

Rebuttal Argument 2: 

2.2. Response prepared by Mr Smith to Mrs Claughton’s assertion (at paragraph 

5, line 1) that all traffic will travel up Otley Road from Headingley in no 

specific lanes and continue around the Spen Road/Otley Road roundabout. 

2.2.1. The existing layout of Otley Road past Mrs Claughton’s property is 

four lanes comprising two northbound general traffic lanes, a 

southbound general traffic lane together with a part time bus lane.  

2.2.2. With NGT proposals, widening of the southbound bus lane is 

necessary to comply with DfT guidance note LTN02/08 (G-04-78 

Section 6.22) to better accommodate cyclists. In addition a 

northbound cycle lane is considered necessary as general northbound 

traffic will be in a single lane.  

2.2.3. Contrary to the objector’s  contention that traffic would travel in no 

specific lanes, the Revised Technical Design Drawings (A-11) use 

colour coding to convey functionality and this is explained in the key 

on each drawing.  The proposals are for the following layout past 

property 236 Otley Road: 
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 Northbound general traffic lane accompanied by a northbound 

cycle lane 

 Northbound NGT only lane to allow the trolleybus to be in the 

offside Central) position on the carriageway on the approach to 

Lawnswood Roundabout.  

 Southbound general traffic lane 

 Southbound bus and cycle lane 

Rebuttal Argument 3: 

2.3. Response prepared by Mr Smith to Mrs Claughton’s assertion (at paragraph 

5, line 8) that it is proposed that the width of the existing bus lane will be 

increased and two cycle lanes introduced. 

2.3.1. The width of the existing bus lanes is currently substandard and to 

allow cyclists to safely share the bus lanes and not delay inbound 

buses and NGT, the bus lane needs to be widened.  

2.3.2. Additionally as part of wider complementary cycle proposals for the 

NGT scheme is seeking to introduced a northbound cycle lane.  The 

A660 is one of the busiest cycling corridors in Leeds and is 

experiencing year on year growth in cycle numbers; therefore the 

promoters are proposing to improve facilities for cyclists where 

possible. 

2.3.3. To accommodate these changes the promoters are proposing to 

widen the carriageway and to do this, and maintain minimum 

footways, a 1.8metre wide strip on the eastern side of Otley Road is 

required for the proposals.  This land would be taken from Mrs 

Claughton’s property. 

2.3.4. We have made numerous attempts to meet/discuss but to date been 

unable to discuss with Mrs Claughton the options from garden 
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reinstatement, which would include the provision of a realigned walled 

and replacement landscaping.  

 


