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This objection to the trolleybus scheme is primarily concerned with the potential discrimination 

against the elderly, less mobile and disabled public transport users. 

o Although the trolleybus design is yet to be finalised, it seems likely that the seating to 

standing ratio will be of the order of 33% (compared with over 75% on conventional buses) 

resulting in virtual exclusion of the disadvantaged from this form of transport. 

o The reduction in frequency of feeder bus routes into the A660 (Numbers 1, 6, and 97 for 

example) will further isolate those unable to walk to trolleybus stops. 

o Additionally, the reduction in number of stops to ensure speedy trolley bus travel times 

will have a further discriminating effect as will the separation of bus and trolley bus stops. 

Moving a bus stop two or three hundred metres may seem of little significance to the 

promoters but can be adversely life changing for the less mobile. With the exception of 

sites where trolley bus stops are separated from normal traffic there seems to be no 

reason to prevent conventional buses sharing the same stops as trolley buses. This would 

avoid passengers having to make a difficult choice of which service to use. 

A secondary concern is the impact of the scheme on the environment.  

The northern section of the route passes through six conservation areas.  There are over 70 

Planning Applications relating to listed buildings of which many appear to be in conflict with 

local design statements and will damage the structural environment. (core documents A-09a-1 

to A-09c-62 and A-10-1 to A-10-17 refer). The considerable felling and lopping of trees will 

also leave areas environmentally damaged beyond the lifetmes of our grandchildren. 

The implementation of the scheme over the three year period (2017 -2020) will cause further 

environmental problems for those living on or near the A660 as traffic is diverted causing 

massive congestion on alternative routes (such as Spen Lane) which are already congested. 

Many areas of the case put forward by the promoters are suspect. 

Reducing journey times from Bodington to Leeds at peak times by 11 minutes is dependent on 

three factors: 

o More widely spaced trolley bus stops (i.e. less of them). 

o Priority routing where feasible. 

o Smart Card ticketing 
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A significant proportion of this time saving arises from reduced stopping time as a result of Smart 

Card ticketing. The promoter’s case anticipates that Smart Card will be put in place by existing 

bus companies before NGT comes into operation in 2020. Therefore, a considerable time saving 

will already have been achieved without the use of trolley buses. 

Many aspects of the promoter’s case of economic benefits and estimates of income have been 

comprehensively challenged in the Statement of Case put forward by First West Yorkshire Ltd. 

(TWA/13/APP/OBJ/923) and the Inspector is asked to take account of these and the insubstantial 

business case put forward by the promoters. 

As far as the impact on pollution goes, attention is drawn to the statement in the promoter’s 

Statement of Case quoted verbatim below: 

“13.7 Trolley buses submit zero emissions at source. However overall, once all the impacts 

of all highway traffic are taken into account there are no significant residual effects on air 

quality are predicted during construction or operation of scheme.” 

Surely the First West Yorkshire Ltd. proposals to introduce hybrid diesel/electric buses on a large 

scale would have an earlier and much greater impact on pollution. 

An integrated transport scheme for Leeds and West Yorkshire as a whole is sorely needed. 

Unfortunately, this scheme does not make a significant contribution to solving this need.  The 

inflexibility of a single route trolley system cannot be easily adjusted to the requirements of 

demographic change and the possible need for new routes and route adjustments. Any damage to 

cables as a result of storm or other reasons will result in major transport disruption. 

The procurement of the trolley buses is likely to be high in cost as there are no British 

manufacturers and the scheme requires a relatively small purpose built fleet. Maintenance of the 

vehicles, infrastructure and spare parts are also anticipated to be costly. 

This trolley bus scheme is not fit for purpose. 

It is discriminatory, environmentally damaging, has a poor suspect business case and does not 

work in co-operation with other transport providers to provide a viable and value for money 

solution. The inspector is urged to reject this scheme and not approve plans for yesterday’s 

technology to be installed tomorrow. 

 


