
3 Drummond Road 

Leeds LS 16 5LB 

6th Oct 2014 

From Margaret Thompson Obj/763 and on behalf of Richard Thompson Obj/764 

Dear Mr Whitehead 

I have consulted with Graham and I feel that your time and perhaps my case would 

be best served if I put it in a letter to you rather than ask to speak. Whether it 

should be called statement of case or just witness statement I don't know. I hope 

that you will grant me the courtesy of reading it. 

I am opposed to the NGT scheme. 

I have been privileged to attend many sessions of the current Inquiry. It is an 

experience quite beyond anything in which I have taken part before and I have been 

pleased to see that the submissions of the humble are accorded as much polite 

attention as those of the learned and educated. 

I have lived in the vicinity of the corridor of the A660 for all of my 69 years.         

I,along with the residents of at least 10 other cul de sacs along the route, have no 

egress from my home except via the A660 road. I am totally against the NGT scheme 

as presented to this Inquiry and do not agree that something needs to be done to 

speed commuter traffic through our suburb. 

To start at the beginning. The supertram scheme was mooted many years ago and I 

confess that I didn't really get involved-the received wisdom at the time was that "it 

would never get off the ground"-a viewpoint which has since proved correct. 

Then came NGT-this appeared a more serious beast and I began to take an interest. I 

attended display meetings which I have now learned were "consultation" meetings. 

There was absolutely NO sense of consultation-it was "this is the plan and this is 

what's happening." A sense of shock prevailed and residents in turn did consult with 

each other-most people said that they couldn't make head or tail of the plans either 

for their own area or for the rest of the city. The picture emerged of the destruction 

of our Conservation area. To be frank most people didn't believe what the 

Residents' Association were saying-that trees would go, the Otley Road pavement 

narrowed, more crossings put in, separate NGT stops. As realisation dawned we set 

about learning more. Not only was our area Far Headingley to be decimated but also 



Headingley itself, Woodhouse Moor and also the plan was to run a trolleybus 

between some houses on the Whitfield estate in South Leeds. 

All this against a changing economic and social landscape which has, for whatever 

reason, seen a reduction in car traffic in recent years along the corridor. And for 

what end and at what cost? Allegedly to ensure a quicker journey through our 

suburb for those who choose to live out of town. 

Commonsense would say that that aim could be achieved so much more cheaply by 

building on the success of the X bus services. No one in their right mind is going to 

travel from Skipton/Ilkley/Otley on an X84 which becomes non-stopping at the Ring 

Road to get onto a trolleybus at Boddington which limps its way from  stop to stop. 

A succession of X services to the various outer suburbs at present served by the 19, 

6,28 and 1 buses would make a big difference to speed of travel, as would short 

distance buses on the Lawnswood to University corridor. 

It seems obvious to the casual observer that what cause hold ups to public transport 

is the passengers!! What a dilemma! Good idea then to get them on quickly and 

keep the buses moving? And getting them on could be a whole lot simpler. The 

student population of Leeds may be blessed with academic prowess but many of 

them crumble when confronted with a bus which demands a ticket and ready cash-

poor souls! A system whereby fares are collected pre-boarding would make a terrific 

difference even if only implemented at a few stops 

What will be the effect of NGT on our area? We are not such mean  minded people 

that we would demand concessions for ourselves at the expense of others, however 

NIMBY- ism is in reality a direct concern for what you know and care about. From 

my home in Far Headingley I can walk to shops, churches, schools, arts centres, a 

cinema, pubs, restaurants, hotels, nurseries, various small businesses including a 

florist , hairdressers, a bespoke tailor, a dressing up shop and even if so minded to a 

tattoo parlour-a truly diverse community. How would NGT change all that? Well I 

would agree with Mr Longley that the viability of many of these small businesses 

would be questionable without the day time and evening on front parking now 

enjoyed. The loss of pavement space would affect ambiance-hard to believe that the 

British would take to pavement cafes, but they have. And although I know that the 

answer will be that a safety audit has been done, I really fear for the local and 

itinerant student population with much narrower pavements-we are a walking 

community. And the effect of the loss of trees-the number of which seems to alter 

on a daily basis incidentally-would be unquantifiable. Our local habitat supports 



sparrows, sparrow-hawks, herons, red kites, barn owls, bats, urban foxes of course 

as well as deer and many small mammals and rodents. The trees themselves will be 

home to a multitude of insects. Mitigation does not appear to be the offer of re-

planting in the same area with trees of the same species. 

As the Inquiry  has progressed I have been dismayed at the revelations of 

cost/benefit ratio figures, at the admittance that NGT will neither reduce congestion 

nor pollution, that the proposed trolley bus vehicles are not yet determined but 

would appear to be predicated on a nearly 2 to 1 standing/sitting ratio. I have also 

been dismayed at the way in which the "plans" seem to be undetermined as yet and 

are completely subject to consultation "outside the inquiry". This is not consultation 

it is divide and conquer of the worst sort. I accept that we cannot wait forever for 

the next best thing but neither can we proceed with such complete neglect of our 

heritage. 

I should  like an answer to this question-within the Inquiry.  

To the promotors: Within the last year did no one stop and say-hang on a minute-

this scheme is going to cause more congestion, going to cause more traffic 

accidents, going to cause more small businesses to fail, going to decrease active 

mode, going to destroy one of the jewels of Leeds-a conservation area at that and 

the cost/benefit ratio doesn't seem right, never mind the stated preference? And if 

not-why not-did no one have an overview until the Inquiry? 

To conclude I am totally against the NGT proposals and ask you, Sir, to reject this 

destructive and ill conceived scheme and demand that the applicant goes away and 

works with the many bus companies to provide a more cost effect and less 

destructive plan for transport in the corridor. One which takes account of the 

changing nature of society as well as the speed of emerging technology. 

 

Margaret Thompson 

 

Richard Thompson 

 

 


