
Vanessa Allen  

To Me'McArthur, Stephen'Nigel.Wren@Leeds.gov.uk  

Jun 18, 2013  

Dear Ms Randall 

  

Thank you for you enquiries. Stephen is coming back to you re the timing, and has asked that 

I will pick up your other queries if that is ok. 

  

The engineering plans were on the website on the 11th June, however the landscape plans are 

just being done and not yet finalised which is why they are not yet on the website.  

I would hope however that at least some of the plans along the route will be available for us to 

show at Plans Panel on the 25th June. 

These are the plans which show where the trees are lost and where we are planting new trees. 

I am sorry if it was not clear to you at the public meeting the other week,  that the tree loss 

would be marked up on the landscape plans. 

We are holding a number public engagement events over the next few months which I can 

send you the details of, the first of these will be on the 26th June at the Heart centre in 

Headingly and  the landscape plans should be available for you to see then. 

  

A tree assessment has been undertaken which will mark out which trees are lost and which 

retained. These trees are assessed through an aboricultural assessment which will be included 

within the technical appendix of the Environmental Statement which will be available for 

public viewing when the TWAO submission is made in September. 

  

The widening of Headingly Hill has changed from the drawings at DF6 and will be 

explained in more detail at the Plans Panel. This is because we have been working hard to 

accommodate all concerns and cyclists were not fully accommodated in the previous 

drawings which is the reason for the further widening which is approximately 2mteres wider 

although this will differ along the route. 

  

Some of the walls on the southern section of Headingly Hill are to be demolished but are 

then to be rebuilt. These walls are to be rebuilt using existing materials, supplemented with 

matching new materials where required. These materials will be sympathetic to the 

surroundings and in Conservation areas/ within the settings of listed buildings will be in 

natural materials. In some instances theer is likely to be a visual improvement in the walls as 

at the moment some of these walls are in a poor condition. A policy to cover replacement 

walls is set out in section 2.4 of the Design Statement which Plans Panel are being asked to 

review at this meeting. As some of the walls are within Conservation Areas we are applying 

for a Conservation Area consent to cover these, these will be included within the application 



for the TWAO. A section covering these elements is included within the Plans Panel report 

paras 3.16-3.20. 

  

I appreciate your concerns in terms of having sufficient time to cover all the details along this 

section of the route. However the dividing of the section of the route was a decision by 

Planning in terms of how to most appropriately divide up the sections as there are many 

details to cover in each section. 

  

Finally the detail of the TWAO process is set out in the frequently asked questions on the 

NGT webpage, I will just send you a link to that now, the main sections relating to your query 

are qn 32-36. 

  

I hope this answers your queries please let me know if I can help any further? 

  

Kind Regards 

Vanessa Allen 

NGT Planning and Urban Design Manager 

0113 3481767 

  

  

  

  

  

  

From: Claire Randall [mailto:claire_rae@yahoo.co.uk]  

Sent: 17 June 2013 17:00 

To: McArthur, Stephen 

Subject: 25 June Planning Review 

  

Dear Mr McArthur, 

  

mailto:[mailto:claire_rae@yahoo.co.uk]


Thankyou for your call last week. 

  

I have some points which have come to my attention and hope you may be able to 

assist me with them. 

  

Firstly, the length of time allocated to speak.  When I mentioned to a friend that I 

would have 6 minutes they said that they had understood that on previous occasions 

this had been broken into 3 minutes for a supporting comment, and 3 minutes for one 

against.  It was my understanding from our conversation that I would have 6 minutes, 

which seems a much more suitable length of time in which to be able to summarise 

one's position, 3 would seem exceedingly short.  I should be most grateful if you 

would clarify and confirm in writing. 

  

I should like to convey my regret to the NGT plans draftsmen that there is a lack of 

detail on some important features on  the maps, at least on the sections of Headingley 

and Headingley Hill which I have examined with respect to my representation.  These 

being the absence of any trees marked on the plans, either existing mature trees, (of 

which there are a large number) (or indeed the locations of the proposed 

replacements) or any detail about their size and age, which I understand from the 

NGT team has been looked into. 

  

Far more detail is required to be able to make a meaningful response concerning the 

proposed route and its impact on the local environment and its architectural heritage.  

Vanessa Allen of NGT said at the recent public meeting in Headingley that details of 

areas of loss of existing trees that would occur would be included in the maps 

published June 11.  It must be made public what mature trees are under threat.  

Because some of the areas concerned are privately fenced off I have not been able to 

make an accurate tree survey and have only been able to make estimates based on 

views from a distance and Google Earth, which are exceedingly approximate.  If an 

accurate survey of the mature trees has not taken place, then I would like to ask NGT 

why not? 

  

A further important detail of information lacking from the planning drafts is the actual 

proposed amount of widening of Headingley Lane, some of which was included in the 

previous draft which I had seen but has been altered.  Several Victorian stone 

buildings contained behind the long wall on Headingley Lane are proposed to be 

demolished or partially demolished but there is no indication of the width or road 

widening looked for.  Neither is there any indication as to the fate of the wall and its 

several magnificent gateways, which I believe may have a listing status;  or indeed of 

the height of the build up which would be required on ground taken from the office 



park or the old Girls' High School, which would be considerable (in the draft plans 

this was in some places several meters). 

  

  

Another last query I would like to put is if I am correct in understanding that the 

section of the proposed route here in question is all the way from Alma Road to Hyde 

Park Corner?  This is an extremely feature rich locality in terms of architectural 

heritage and environmental character, possibly the most so on the entire route, and it 

will be a challenge to detail all this in six minutes, let alone three. 

  

If you have a URL or file that you would be so kind as to let me have concerning the 

detail of the process from hereon I should also be most grateful as I have heard 

something of the timescale for the planning review process, but do not have the detail 

to hand. 

  

Thankyou for your attention to these matters. 

  

Yours sincerely, 

  

Claire Randall 

0113 2740264 

07954 162520 

  

  

 


