
Claire Randall 
61, Queenswood Drive 

Headingley 
LS6 3NG 

25 January 2014  
  

  
Subject: New Generation Transport in Leeds  
Ref no.         TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/998 
  
  
Dear Secretary of State, 
  
Ref no.         TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/998 
I am writing to you to urge you strongly to reject the application by Leeds City 
Council and Metro for a Transport and Works Act Order to proceed with plans 
for the New Generation Transport trolleybus scheme in Leeds. 
  
Before I begin the statement of my case of objection to the NGT Leeds 
Trolleybus scheme may I draw attention to the fact that I have not received a 
response from NGT Metro to my objection as already submitted, thus I must 
request to reserve my right to add a further response to this in the event that I 
receive such a response.   
  
[As I was about to attach the documents and send this by email today The Leeds 
Trolley Vehicle System order arrived.  I clearly do not have time at this stage to 
read and respond to it.  My own and others personal objections are not 
addressed by this document individually I understand so I must reserve my 
response to it at this time .] 
  
  
I believe this entire scheme is ill thought out. 
  
It would be the largest single infrastructure project in Leeds for over forty years 
and yet while there have been some cosmetic attempts at public consultation, 
these have been brought into question by the actions of the Leeds City Council 
Executive Board and NGT Metro. 
  
Firstly, it has now come into the public domain and been admitted by Cllr 
James Lewis in the Yorkshire Evening Post that a full party whip was imposed 
on the members of the governing Labour group in Leeds City Council when 
votes have been taken.  Indeed I have spoken privately to two of my ward 
councillors who have already admitted to me that this was the case.   



[Text of full online article attached in Word format and hard copy with paper 
submission:  Cllr J Lewis Labour Whip.doc     ] 
  
http://www.yorkshireeveningpost.co.uk/news/latest-news/top-
stories/campaigners-battling-to-beat-the-leeds-trolleybus-1-6359563 
  
>>Coun James Lewis, chair of Metro, said there was a Labour whip 
  
  
Secondly, the so-called ‘Consultation events’ which have been run by NGT 
over the last year and a half have received as stated below in the response to my 
Freedom of Information request approximately 350 feedback forms.  (I did not 
request the email queries, although electronic editing and copying would be 
considerably faster than transcribing hand written forms.) 
  
[Relevant quotations below from the response to my FOI request in underlined 
italics, full document Doc 2 - F11145 Open XML Document received from 
Leeds City Council attached electronically and hard copy with letter] 
  
Your [my] request asked:  
  
I would like to ask you for a Freedom of Information request to see the written copy of 
the consultation comments made at the NGT 'consultations' over the last twelve 
months 
  
Having considered your request, I am of the view that it is a ‘manifestly unreasonable’ 
request as defined by Regulation 12(4)(b) of the Environmental Information Regulations. 
This is because it is clear that to provide all the consultation comments in question would 
place an unfair burden on the New Generation Transport team, and disrupt its ability to 
perform its core functions. 
  
  
I must remind the Inspector and members of the Enquiry that these are feedback 
on public consultation.  Has not this been part of the ‘core functions’ of NGT?  
If these responses are not to be made available for public consideration, will 
they be made available for the Public Enquiry?  One would hope so, but since 
an issue is made of the amount of time and expense that would be required to 
copy and check these responses, one must be in some doubt as to whether they 
will ever be copied into any digital format which can be reproduced for mass 
consideration. 
  
It is my view that to complain that: 
  
‘we calculate that to provide feedback forms alone would take upwards of 52 hours work. I 
believe it is, as such, clear that this is a manifestly unreasonable request.’ 

http://www.yorkshireeveningpost.co.uk/news/latest-news/top-stories/campaigners-battling-to-beat-the-leeds-trolleybus-1-6359563
http://www.yorkshireeveningpost.co.uk/news/latest-news/top-stories/campaigners-battling-to-beat-the-leeds-trolleybus-1-6359563


  
is in itself manifestly unreasonable, when millions of pounds have already been 
spent on consultants’ fees and development costs.  
  
I would assert that it is ‘manifestly unreasonable’ to claim that 52 hours is too 
much to spend on recording public views on this matter.  If the typists were to 
be paid twenty five pounds an hour to transcribe these, then the cost would only 
amount to £1,300 pounds.  I myself maintain that it is manifestly unreasonable 
to withhold this information when much larger sums have been routinely spent. 
  
It is asserted that: 
  
‘It is difficult to provide a strong argument as to why the release of individual survey 
responses would increase public participation in the consultation process.’ 
  
I must contest such an assertion.  What is the purpose of public consultation if 
this  information is not fed into the process of the Public Enquiry now that has 
been initiatied? 
  
Again: 
  
‘…and considering that your request would take considerably in excess of 18 
hours, I believe that the overwhelming public interest lies in ensuring that the 
New Generation Transport team are able to perform their core functions without 
disruption. ‘ 
  
This is clearly withholding information which is in the public interest and making the 
information publicly available should be a requirement of the ‘core functions’.  The amount 
of time allowed for transcribing FOI requests should not be infinite I accept, but for a project 
that is expected to run to at least a quarter of a billion pounds, and for a request which 
covers an entire series of consultations it should be allowed to be broken down to requests for 
each of the several consultations which took place.  I very much doubt that any set of 
comments from a single consultation would exceed 18 hours to transcribe. 
  
Indeed I would argue that the very volume which is considered to be a problem is the very 
reason why these comments should be made available to public view.  The comments were 
submitted in the understanding that this was a public consultation and so those who wrote 
them would expect some public record of them to be made. 
  
Withholding the comments shows a lack of transparency and fails to honour  
  
If the consultation response forms had been processed at the time of the receipt then the 
process could have been expedited quickly. The magnitude of the undertaking of planning the 
NGT scheme is immense and the amount of time and effort needed to assemble this vital 
evidence is paltry compared to the proposed overall cost of the scheme which is estimated at 
some £250 million. 
  



There were perhaps a dozen consultation events at which these responses were collected, 
hence an average of less than thirty forms per event.  I would ask how, if NGT did not copy 
these to a format such as Word or similar, they have been able to process them themselves? 
  
To me, clearly this information to be withheld from the Public Enquiry is in default of public 
duty and request that the Inspector instruct NGT to produce these documents and make them 
available in an electronic format for the public to have access to.  It is my belief, perhaps only 
an assumption at this stage, that it is likely these responses would show a strong resistance to 
the scheme from local people.  Perhaps I am mistaken, but the only way to find out is to make 
these documents available.  I am willing to take the risk that some might be in favour of 
NGT, but my understanding of human nature leads me to believe that NGT would likely 
show this information should it support their position. To withhold information of this nature 
would appear to be prejudicial to the proper expedition of justice and fairness in this case. 
  
  
As is commonly acknowledged by its proponents in Metro, this is 90% a road 
scheme and on 12 May 2013 at a public meeting in the Civic Hall Councillor 
James Lewis stated that 90% of the expenditure would go on road building, land 
purchases for road widening and so on.   
  
Doc 3 - Cllr J Lewis 2013-05-12 Civic Hall.mp4 
  
  
And it has been made clear by Cllr Richard Lewis of Highways and 
Development at the Public meeting at Headingley Heart Centre on 5 June 2013 
that ‘the whole NGT scheme is actually far more of a highways scheme than a 
scheme about a method of public transport’ 
[Video file:  Doc – 3a  Cllr R Lewis 5 June  2013-1.mp4 from Headingley 
Public Meeting] 
  
And yet the approximately £180million on road development would be for only 
about twenty special vehicles to have priority, and even exclusive, use.  Thus to 
promote it as a public transport scheme when it would be an excuse for road 
building is wrong.   And it has been publicly stated by Richard Lewis, one of its 
chief proponents that that is what it is. 
  
It has been claimed that a scheme of this nature is required because of ever 
increasing amounts of traffic flowing through Headingley.  The Department of 
Transport’s own statistics give a different picture. 
Data about the AADF (Average Annual Daily Flow) for the A660 between the inner and 
outer ring roads for the period 2000-2012 on the Department for Transport website at:  
http://api.dft.gov.uk/v2/trafficcounts/countpoint/id/17374.csv 
shows that the traffic count for all motor vehicles in 2012 was 2,500 daily lower 
than year 2000 and almost 4000 less than the peak in 2002.   
  

http://api.dft.gov.uk/v2/trafficcounts/countpoint/id/17374.csv


I do not have the software to display this document or print it out but the 
relevant data of Average Annual Daily Flow AADF for each year are as 
follows, included in the table below [Doc 4 – Daily Traffic Flow] 
  
  
  
2000 
2001 
2002 
2003 
2004 
2005 
2006 
2007 
2008 
2009 
2010 
2011 
2012 
  
  
  
  
  
Doc 4a - traffic growth in leeds 2001-2011.pdf  
  
also supports this data, showing a decline from 2005 figure of 153 to 141 in 
2011 on 16 hour two way flows, base of 100 in 1979. 
  
Councillor Richard Lewis of Leeds City Council, one of the chief promoters of 
NGT said at a public meeting in Headingley in May of 2013 that he believed 
that congestion charging would be implemented in Leeds within a decade.  Why 
spend most of that decade building an obsolete system which would destroy the 
well loved character of the route it would destroy when congestion charging is a 
real option and ‘peak traffic’ seems to have already occurred?  This is all 
unnecessary and already out of date thinking.  There are a myriad of options 
which could help public transport which have not been considered. 
  
The architects of the NGT scheme claim to have walked the route and looked at 
it on the ground in detail, yet I see in TWAO Document Ref. A-08c-7 
  
A-08c-7 Historic Environment TA FINAL 
  

  
All motor vehicles 

21176   
21544   
22782   
21069   
20428   
17968   
18703   
18281   
16611   
16923   
17038   
17180   
18810   

Pedal Cycles 
503 
721 
717 
713 
576 
202 
395 
736 
634 
634 
638 
703 

1205 



3.33 Woodhouse Lane, Headingley Road and Otley Road form the main 
corridor of the A660, which has been a major road between Leeds and Otley for 
over 200 years. There was very little settlement along the North Line corridor 
between Clay Pit Lane and Weetwood before the middle of the 19th century. 
Along its length it is variously called Woodhouse Lane, Headingley Road and 
Otley Road and has a long history of use for innovative passenger transport 
systems conveying commuters between the outlying suburbs and Leeds.  (My 
emphasis) 
  
Headingley Lane is a part of the scheme which would see major impact 
(detailed below) and yet the designers seem unable to even get its name right.  
There is no Headingley ‘Road’ in the vicinity.  Whoever wrote this section 
clearly was not well acquainted with the locality and the person responsible for 
compiling and proofreading this document was not either.  It is a matter of some 
concern that those designers who would destroy and change significant parts of 
our local environmental heritage do not even know the correct names for them, 
or in another case cannot correctly spell the name of the suburb, Headingley, 
which would suffer the greatest impact from the proposed development.   
  
This on top of previous documents and correspondence which repeatedly spelt 
Headingley 'Headingly' (sic), three times in one mail, when the staff member in 
question had been working for NGT on this project for at least nine months and 
probably longer. (*copy in Word format attached and hard copy will be sent. 
[Doc 5 - Vanessa Allen – Headingly]  Originl Email will be forwarded if 
required); and reference was made to 'Cumberland Avenue', rightly 
'Cumberland Road' by an NGT designer at the Plans Panel Day October 2013.  
This demonstrates a negligent and disrespectful attitude to the locality and its 
community, which is sadly congruent with the Council’s intent to impose this 
regardless of what the local people think. 
  
At the 5 June 2013 Public Meeting in Headingley already cited it was asked of 
Cllr Richard Lewis whether the trolleybus would be stopped if the local people 
didn’t want it, and whether we would be asked.  Cllr Lewis said there would be 
no local referendum but avoided answering the substantive first part of the 
question.  Afterwards I approached him where he was talking with about a half 
a dozen or more of the audience and asked him: 
  
Myself (Claire Randall): Somebody said to me just now that she noticed that 
you, nobody answered the question of, while you did say about there would be 
no referendum, there was actually no reply to ‘What if the local people don’t 
like it, is it going to be stopped?’ and there was no answer to that. 
  
Cllr R Lewis : ‘I’ll give you and answer ~ Absolutely’ 



  
[Transcript of audio recording of me questioning Cllr R Lewis after the formal 
part of the Public Meeting.   
Doc 6 - Cllr R Lewis 2013-06-05 Headingley Public Meeting.wav    (audio) will 
be sent as attachment and audio file on disc with documents] 
  
And yet we face a party whip in Council which is determined to enforce this on 
the local people and NGT who will not disclose the findings of their 
consultations.  I will address these issues more at the end. 
  
  
If NGT are capable of making multiple errors in referring to these places we 
must ask if they have made other errors or mistaken assumptions.  The 
judgements as to the degree of impact must also be questioned in a similar way 
since they are to a large extent subjective evaluations with which local residents 
may not concur.   
  
Following references to: 
TWAO Document Ref. A-08c-7  p60/1 
  
5.6  Leeds New Generation Transport Environmental Statement – Historic Environment 
Headingley Conservation Area, these will be setback and reinstated as close as possibly to 
the original alignment and once this work has been completed, the effects should not be 
significant. 
  
One must question the assertion that ‘the effects should not be significant’.  This 
is a judgment with which many local people would disagree.  For instance the 
widening of Headingley Lane would involve the loss of several buildings of 
historic character, cramping the front curtilage of Rose Court mansion and Rose 
Court school where the proportions of the original building designs would be 
compromised.  The south wall along Headingley Lane is already built up in 
amounts ranging from a few feet at the east end by the Rose Court mansion to 
several meters above the school.  Should this road be widened the build up of 
the widened section would of necessity be significantly more than this as the 
hillside is steep.  The architecturally and historically significant site of the 
former Leeds Girls High School would be substantially compromised with both 
the loss of several meters width for the road and the reinstated wall would tower 
over the site.  The loss of the existing mature trees along this section would 
mean that it would be more visible.  The new foundation material for the build 
up on the south facing side of this wall would clearly be of modern materials. 
  
  
  
  
2.14 Effects from the operational phase of the scheme may arise as a result of the adverse or 



beneficial impacts upon the special architectural or historic interest of a designated site (or 
undesignated site of national importance) and its setting, character or appearance. This is of 
relevance to Leeds NGT particularly due to its close proximity to listed structures and 
conservation areas passing through the Leeds city centre. 
  
  
2.16 These changes could lead to the following effects on the historic resource: 
¡ increased visual intrusion both to and from sites/buildings of national or regional importance; ¡ 
alteration to the historic setting/character of a designated site or undesignated site of national 
or regional significance; 
  
This would relate to the loss of curtilage of Rose Court mansion where it is 
proposed that the listed gate piers should be moved back at least some 3 meters. 
  
Application Reference: 13/03877/LI 
Rose Court Headingley Lane Headingley Leeds LS6 1BN 
Listed building application for setting back of the twin piers to the north of Rose 
Court (TN088) 
 
 
I have not been able to gain access to measure the distance from the piers to the 
frontage of the house, however a loss of 3 meters (and probably more) would 
bring the piers into close proximity to the front of the listed mansion.  It must be 
understood that the listing of a building does not merely cover the bricks and 
mortar, but also the curtilage, the defining space around it which maintains the 
proportion of the original design.  The character of a listed building is affected 
by the proportion of the defining and surrounding space.  The loss of most of 
the space at the front of Rose Court mansion would remove what is presently 
and was designed to be a driveway large enough for some kind of horse drawn 
vehicle to gain entry and stand in front of the porch of the mansion.  The 
widening of the road and the setting back of the gate piers would leave too 
small a space for any kind of vehicle, even a small car, to enter.  It should also 
be noted that due to the gradient of the slope over this small area, the set back of 
the piers would mean that they would be so close to the building that the 
gradient would be increased by a factor of about two times, thus making access 
for any kind of vehicle, however small, problematic. 
  
As with many of the features on the route which are planned to be changed, the 
designers have failed to take account of the impact of their proposed changes. 
  

The magnitude of impact would be ‘Moderate’ 
in that it would produce   
  



(Table 2.2)  ‘Moderate change to baseline conditions. Change such that the value 
(significance) of the 
asset is affected. Changes such that the setting of the asset is noticeably different.’ 
  
and the residual effect would clearly be ‘Significant’ whereas the designers 
claim (see below) it would be ‘Not Significant’ 
  
  
5.7              The main significant effects are those associated with the construction of 
the off highway corridor and the loss of trees within the Conservation  
5.8              Areas of Headingley, Far Headingley and West Park. Whilst these 
impacts will be mitigated through replanting and landscaping to be incorporated 
into the townscape and landscape design, this mitigation will not take effect 
until the planting has matured. 
  
It must be understood that a huge number of the trees which NGT proposes to fell are of 
significant age being well over a century and many of Victorian or earlier planting.  There are 
a large number which have tree preservation orders on them. 
  
I would draw attention to 
  
5.9              >>, this mitigation will not take effect until the planting has matured. 
  
  
Given the age and size of these hundreds of trees (at least some 314 counted off the NGT 
landscape designs in the north section alone) it is clear it would take several generations, even 
a lifetime or more for ‘mitigation’ to take effect.  This is simply not acceptable and all 
excuses to make it seem so are hollow shams which entirely ignore the value of mature trees 
for all their benefits, not only the monetary values, but also psychological as I shall show 
later. 
  
Conservation Areas – Leeds City Centre, Headingley, Far Headingley and West  
Park(excluding off highway section) 
Summary of Impact:  Removal of trees: effects on special architectural or historic character. 
At the  Junction of the Headrow this is more important in terms of impact upon the 
townscape. 
  
Mitigation:  Replanting in townscape and landscape design 
  
Level of Effect:  Minor to moderate 
  
Adverse/ Beneficial:  Adverse 
  
Permanent/ Temporary:  Permanent 
  
Residual Effect:  Not significant 
  
The conclusion that the ‘Residual Effect’ would be ‘Not significant’ must be 
seriously questioned.  Hundreds of mature trees would be lost and the special 
architectural landscape would be affected, and yet the NGT document asserts 



that the effects would be only ‘Minor to moderate’ although it admits the effects 
would be ‘Adverse’, and that they would be ‘Permanent’ and yet claim that the 
residual effects would be ‘Not significant’. 
  
Given that hundreds of century plus and Victorian trees would be lost forever to 
be replaced only by container grown replacements which would take a century 
and more to achieve the stature of those proposed to be felled the assertion that 
the residual effects would not be significant is plainly false.  It would take at 
least a generation for the replacements to achieve even a moderate size and 
maturity.  These are residual effects which are plainly significant and it should 
be acknowledged as such. 
  
Rainwater runoff is adversely affected by tree loss.  It takes many years for the 
root structures of mature trees to develop and the container grown replacements 
would not stabilise themselves or the soil for a fair number of years.  
  
On the same page a similar assertion is made with respect to  
  
Headingley Conservation Area (excluding off highway section) 
Total or partial demolition and set-back of unlisted boundary structures: effects on special architectural or historic character 
  
and yet while it is acknowledged that the effects would be ‘Adverse’ and 
‘Permanent’ despite the attempts at mitigation, it is nonetheless claimed that the 
level of effect would be ‘Minor’ and the residual effects would be ‘Not 
significant’.  I would argue that a reasonable person would see that permanent 
adverse effects are indeed significant, and repositioning and rebuilding of 
buildings and features of architectural character are not ‘minor’, but rather 
would involve a great deal of intrusive engineering works and loss of features 
and local character. 
  
  
This is a disproportionately expensive and damaging project for a time saving 
for someone starting beyond the ring road of only 13 minutes or so on the 
length to the city centre.  (I believe this is the latest estimate or close to that.)  
Much less for those in Headingley or Hyde Park, who would be likely to find 
standing room only with fewer than 50% capacity being for seating, if what 
Alderman Townsley says is correct.   
Don Townsley is a former Leeds city councillor for Halton in the 1980s and 
1990s and now an honorary alderman, he is also a chartered engineer and 
transport consultant with over 50 years in the industry. 
  
Don Townsley : “NGT trolleybuses are likely to be bi-articulated with 200 
mostly standing passengers” 
  

http://hydeparkandwoodhouseonline.com/?p=2494
http://hydeparkandwoodhouseonline.com/?p=2494


Regarding the YEP feature on 9 January one particular item does concern me 
and that is where the ‘Metro spokesman’ in the final column refers to 
‘companies interested in building the articulated 200 passenger vehicles’. Now 
ftr and most other 18 metre two section artic buses are typically reputed to 
carry 53 seated with 60 standing passengers plus 1 wheelchair and 2 buggies. 
The terrible artists impressions (no photographs) in Metro literature and press 
releases so far show 18 metre two section buses but this comment suggests that 
double artic vehicles are the intention, and have been all along. No wonder they 
are short on detail and have not published any photographs. The Swiss built 
Hess LighTram (pictured) of which there are three in Lucerne is a 24.7m long 
double-articulated trolleybus with a capacity of around 192 passengers of 
which only 68 have seats. Heaven help us with two of them together down Park 
Row and along Boar Lane! The standard Volvo/Wright Gemini 10metre long 
double decker as used in Leeds (standard or hybrid) takes 89 of which all but 
21 are seated whilst the 12 metre long 3 axle version will take 125 of which only 
44 stand. Two of these either hybrid or fully electric would more than equal the 
Hess and would be separate to avoid adding to congestion and could run more 
frequently. Most times in the day you do not need a 200 capacity monster but 
you do need a regular and short wait frequency. 
  
Doc 7 - Don Townsley 200 seater bi artic.doc  (Word copy attached of text in 
internet page     http://hydeparkandwoodhouseonline.com/?p=2494   ) 
  
Claims have been made that a modal shift would occur for a significant number 
of travellers, but it is my understanding that the statistics more properly relate to 
examples of through journeys rather than stopping ones as in the case of the 
trolleybus, and also with trams which are a smoother ride.  The prospect of 
standing in a jolting trolleybus which stops numerous times is not one which 
many commuters would relish I imagine, but would probably prefer a 
marginally slower but more comfortable journey either in their car or seated on 
a bus.  Regular bus services could be speeded up considerably simply by the 
introduction of an oyster card type system or the reintroduction of conductors.  
Speeding up ordinary buses would have a significant effect on improving traffic 
flow along the A660. 
  
I was very interested to read 
  
Myth_ Park-and-Ride will encourage public transport use.pdf   
(file attached:  Doc 8 - Myth_ Park-and-Ride will encourage public transport 
use.pdf and hard copy with letter) by the Public Transport Users Association of 
Victoria Australia which stated. 
  

http://www.yorkshireeveningpost.co.uk/news/latest-news/top-stories/will-250m-trolleybus-scheme-solve-leeds-s-transport-woes-1-5296067
http://hydeparkandwoodhouseonline.com/?p=2494


The most striking difference between Melbourne and 
Toronto is the number of people arriving at the station by 
feeder bus or tram. Astoundingly, over 25 times as many 
people get to the station this way in Toronto as in 
Melbourne. This disparity helps explain the success of 
Toronto's public transport system, which in 1991 carried 
one-quarter of all trips in Metropolitan Toronto, and one-
third of all work trips. As in Melbourne, around 80 per 
cent of Torontonians don't live within walking distance of 
a railway station. But in Toronto this 80 per cent slice of 
the population has a fast, frequent feeder bus network to 
access the rail system. In Melbourne this 80 per cent does 
not use public transport much at all, except perhaps in 
peak hour to commute to work. 
  
It seems that the conclusion of this study is that many more people will use 
trains, or other main line systems if there is a good feeder bus system serving it.  
Park and rides will automatically tend to attract car drivers in the morning who 
will fill up the spaces in the car park all day and vacate them at the end of the 
working day.  So during the intervening daytime there are likely to be few or no 
spaces.  Having huge car parks is in effect a covert way of encouraging car 
usage.  If the aim is to get people out of their cars and onto public transport then 
they should be encouraged to leave the car at home while they commute.  A 
well connected network of feeder buses is essential to this concept, not huge car 
parks which encourage usage.  At the same time I understand that a new 
shopping centre adjacent to Kirkgate Markets, Victoria Gate has been 
negotiated by Cllr Richard Lewis recently, which could have as many as 800 car 
parking spaces.  One has to wonder at the contradiction between encouraging 
more cars into the city centre and complaining that we have to do something 
about it. 
  
The existing bus services along the A660 are already excellent.  Outside of rush 
hours all traffic flows well and uncongested.  To seek all this road widening and 
destruction for a few hours a day when non residents wish to get from outside 
the ring road to the city centre is in my view an overreaction.   
  
I have watched rush hour buses go past me with plenty of empty seats on many 
occasions.  If the trolleybus went ahead some of the bus users would be taken 



by that and then such services as the nos. 1 and 6 have been admitted by local 
bus operators to be likely to have a reduced service.   So all that would have 
been achieved would be the very expensive moving of people from one bus 
service to another, which is slightly faster, but only because it is prioritised at 
the other’s expense. 
  
The uncompetitive and arbitrary nature of how it is planned to work is 
something that concerns me greatly.  Maintaining a false advantage is 
prejudicial to other bus services, and detrimental to other private vehicle users 
who would be placed in stacking blocks in such places as Woodhouse Moor, 
wasting fuel, creating pollution and contributing an estimated increase in fuel 
tax revenue of over a million pounds per year I understand by the Exchequer’s 
own estimate.  The crossing of traffic lanes such as on Lawnswood roundabout, 
the Otley Road at Alma Road and on Headingley Hill would have an adverse 
affect on traffic flow, and in some places cause danger to the sensorily 
impaired. 
  
Far better to find ways of introducing flexible rechargeable electric buses.  
There are problems in the current 1985 legislation which need to be addressed 
about the powers that local authorities have towards bus companies.  Trying to 
circumvent this with a trolleybus system because this is allowed technically 
fails to really address the problem and is also attempting to implement 
technology which is obsolescent.  Also, like it or not, no-one can argue that 
overhead cabling is pleasing to the eye.  It is not, and attaching it to listed 
buildings could damage them. 
  
There seems to have been no proper impact assessment made of the proposed 
works to my knowledge: documents have been written, but as I pointed out 
above the impact seems to be routinely dismissed when to those of us who live 
in this community it would be massive. 
  
There has been minimal graphic imagery of what some of the changes would be 
and a complete disregard of how such major works might be met by local 
people who are expected to see their local environment change beyond all 
recognition if this invasion were to take place.   And without even a proper 
statement of the size of the buses and the number of articulations.  This is 
speculative at best. 
  
On my own road, Queenswood Drive, which is the closest parallel route to the 
A660, we could expect an increase in rat running by drivers attempting to avoid 
the traffic stacking measures intended for the Otley Road/ Headingley Lane/ 
Woodhouse Lane.  This would cause an increase in traffic congestion here, 
along with more pollution emissions.  The traffic would either feed onto the 



Kirkstall Road in the valley, which already gets more congested by traffic in 
rush hours than the A660 despite road widening a few years ago or feed back 
into the A660 lower down..  At peak times I always avoid the 19 bus which 
goes via Kirkstall Road because it gets stuck in jams there, while the local 56 or 
services on the A660 keep moving at a better pace.  The trolleybus with its 
prioritisation and traffic stacking would make the A660 similar to the Kirkstall 
Road for all traffic users but the trolleybus.  Despite claims by Metro, it is my 
own experience that the Kirkstall Road in the valley suffers worse congestion at 
peak hours (and thus worse air quality) than the A660 despite its recent 
widening a few years ago. 
  
The A660 is virtually one continuous series of conservation areas along the 
entire route from the University to the ring road.  This is some of the finest 
Victorian and Edwardian heritage that Leeds has.  On the Leeds Girls’ High 
School block alone five listed building applications have been submitted to alter 
walls, entrance pillars and curtilage spaces for the purpose of road widening.  
These walls, pillars and spaces are listed because of their historical and 
architectural importance.  And yet: 
  
TWAO Document Ref. A-10-11 
The application seeks consent for the set back of up to 300m of non-listed 
curtilage along Headingley Lane. This set back is proposed to be from between 
5-10m from the 
original location. Forms part of TWAO application A-10-11, planning direction 
number CAC011 along with heritage statement report number TN076. 
  
5 to 10 meters set back of up to 300 meters of 19th century stone wall would 
radically alter the appearance in this conservation area requiring massive and 
obvious building up of the land, not to mention the disruption to traffic flow and 
the community that would be inevitable during building period. 
  
The aspect and proportion of all these buildings is integral to their aesthetic and 
essential to their value.  Moving the entrance pillars of Rose Court Mansion 3, 
5, or more, meters closer to the mansion itself would destroy the space and 
proportion, cramping in the building so that it could no longer be properly 
appreciated.  To a greater or lesser extent this is the case with the other listed 
building and conservation planning applications along much of the route, 
especially on Headingley Hill.  The old Leeds Girls’ High School site is rich 
with 19th century stone buildings and others of character and the principle 
deterrent to development of these in recent years has been the uncertainty over 
whether it would suffer from road widening.   Much of this length of wall and 
the associated 19thC buildings may not be actually listed, but is of immense 



architectural and historic interest.  There are at least 11 Conservation Planning 
applications on Headingley Lane and the Otley Road, including: 
  
13/03979/CA | Conservation area application for the demolition of the red-
bricked gatehouse building. (TN084) – The Lodge 31 Headingley Lane 
Headingley Leeds LS6 1BN 
  
I am objecting to this destructive proposal which seeks to make way for road 
widening. 
 
 
This is a fine house of good character at least a century old and apparently 
structurally sound, set proportionally well in the contour of the land.  It would 
be better to see it brought back into use and retain the character of the area 
rather than be demolished and have the wall set back up between 5 and 10 
meters thereby utterly changing the character of the area beyond all recognition. 
  
All along this section there are many mature trees which greatly enhance the 
amenity.  If the site along Headingley Lane could be free of planning blight and 
could receive some listing protection for its historical status then it could be 
redeveloped profitably for residential use or business. 
  
To lose all these buildings, trees and antique structures would be a major loss to 
the heritage of the community. 
  
13/03958/CA | Conservation area application for the demolition of the 
outbuilding adjoined to the north of the building and curtilage. (TN075) – 31 
Headingley Lane Leeds LS6 1BN 
  
I object to the proposed demolition of these buildings. 
  
They are some of the oldest on Headingley Lane, built from traditional local 
materials.  They have great character and should be listed and retained so that 
they can be redeveloped.  It is my belief that the prime reason these buildings 
have been allowed to decay is because the uncertain future and planning blight 
which has hung over the whole of this site due to endless ruminations about 
widening the road for the Supertram or trolleybus. 
  
These destructive speculations should be cast aside and the redevelopment of 
the site within listed building guidelines should be encouraged, thereby 
retaining as much of the heritage character for the area as possible, without 
destructive road widening. 
  

https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRX63EJB0I400
https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVQH5JB0I400


 13/03980/CA | Conservation area application for demolition of the northern 
section of the building. (TN094) – 35A Headingley Lane Leeds LS6 1PF 
  
I am writing to object to this application because this house built in original 
local stone materials in the nineteenth century, has great character and is a 
significant part of the visual amenity of the area.  It should be freed from the 
planning blight which has beset this whole site for so many years and be 
allowed to be redeveloped within conservation and listed building guidelines, 
restoring it as it deserves to be and converted to a residential property or small 
business.  It should be retained as part of the heritage which characterises the 
area.  Within its curtilage and locality there are also a number of fine mature 
trees which would be lost if the wall had to be set back.  Since established trees 
are sensitive to building excavation and construction several yards away from 
their trunks the tree loss would not be confined to the road expansion area.  Also 
it is not made clear how far the walls are intended to be set back and thus how 
much of this building would be demolished.  In 13/03959/CA |  Conservation 
area application is made for 5-10m set back of up to 300m of non-listed 
curtilage along Headingley Lane.   This is an immense amount and could take 
up a huge amount of this building.  It seems that the conservation planning 
applications are making greater demands than was apparent from the NGT 
drawings which were made available to the public. 
  
  
13/03959/CA | Conservation area application for 5-10m set back of up to 300m 
of non-listed curtilage along Headingley Lane. (TN076) – Curtilage To The 
South Of 35A Headingley Lane Leeds LS6 1BN 
  
I am objecting to this conservation planning application because of the 
following reasons. 
 
 
On the NGT design drawings I was of the understanding that the proposed 
setback was in the region of 3-4 meters.   That was bad enough.  The very 
concept of setting back such a long section of wall on such a steeply sided hill 
with so many buildings of architectural interest and antiquity in the way is 
flawed in terms of overall design.  It does not work with the proportions of the 
land and the planning authorities should be working on retaining and restoring 
some of the richest local heritage we have. 
  
To extend an already ugly and ill proportioned plan from 3 to 5 or even 10 
meters would project a platform out over and above the old High School 
grounds and look utterly bizarre, dwarfing all the original 19th century buildings 
like some giant flyover which would require a massive built up wall that would 

https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRX6F4JB0I400
https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVR5GJB0I400
https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVR5GJB0I400


tower over the surviving lower buildings it would abut.  The existing wall is 
already high on the natural contour of the land which was built up when this 
was constructed in the 19th century.  The designers have not thought about the 
impact on the context of existing surroundings but only used them as if they 
were a blank canvas for their plans.  The proposed road would look entirely out 
of place and utterly change the character of our community forever.  It must not 
be allowed to proceed. 
 
13/03878/LI |  
Listed building application for set back of up to 70m of associated curtilage 
along Headingley Lane and up to 65m of associated curtilage down the western 
extent of Buckingham Road. (TN089) – Buckingham House Headingley Lane 
Headingley Leeds LS6 1BL 
  
This is a massive proposed change to the character and appearance of the 
area.  This appears to be a listed building or its curtilage.  If all these 
conservation and listed building applications on Headingley Lane were to be 
implemented, one of the finest Victorian areas of character would be altogether 
diminished. 
 
This kind of destruction to heritage is not acceptable to local residents who wish 
to retain the heritage and architectural history of our local environment. 
  
  
  
13/03879/LI | Listed building application for set back of up to 55m of 
associated curtilage along Headingley Lane and up to 80m of associated 
curtilage down the eastern extent of Buckingham Road. (TN090) – Ford House 
Buckingham Road Headingley Leeds LS6 1BP 
 
Amongst other things, this application would take the children's playground at 
the northern end of the school grounds.  In terms of proportion and aesthetics 
the building up of the road above the school would look obviously incongruous 
and disproportionate.  
 
Again this is a massive proposed change to the character and appearance of the 
area.  This appears to be a listed building or its curtilage.  If all these 
conservation and listed building applications on Headingley Lane were to be 
implemented, one of the finest Victorian areas of character would be lost almost 
altogether. 
  

https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRTQ45JB0I400
https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRTQBAJB0I400


 
 
 
13/03873/LI | Listed building application for demolition of 45m section of 
listed wall. (TN071) – 62 Headingley Lane Headingley Leeds LS6 2BU 
 
 
 
I object to the destruction of this wall for the proposed trolleybus route road 
building 
 
 
This is an old wall that seems to have listed status judging from the 
application.  It is the boundary for an ancient field. 
 
If it was lost, not only would it strip Headingley of another part of our history 
and landscape but it would change the character of the area beyond recognition 
for an entirely speculative road building program for the unproved trolleybus 
system. 
 
Traffic volume last year was almost 4,000 a day less than it was ten years before 
as previously quoted.   
  
http://api.dft.gov.uk/v2/trafficcounts/countpoint/id/17374.csv 
  
There is no need for road expansion as proposed. 
  
A secure future without threat of demolition would allow this section to be 
developed in keeping with the local character, retaining original buildings and 
proportion, rather than having several meters width of it demolished along a line 
of hundreds of yards, including all or part of certain buildings, and a children’s 
playground, to be replaced with an artificially built up road which would tower 
over the remnants.   The Rose Court Primary School whose curtilage is built 
into the hillside would have the new embankment built right up to its buildings. 
  
All along would lose its proportion and character, and it would be obvious. 
  
There are at present several access points to the site along Headingley Hill, but 
the proposed build up of a widened road would make these too steep to be 
practicable, so the moved entrance gates and pillars of which there are several 
magnificent pairs would be unusable, merely empty facades. 
  

https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRTKTQJB0I400
http://api.dft.gov.uk/v2/trafficcounts/countpoint/id/17374.csv


Restricted access from roads to the south west of Headingley Lane would have 
their own knock on consequences for traffic flows in the Woodhouse and 
Burley areas.  Similar problems would arise with blocking off of road access to 
Weetwood Lane further up the Otley Road. 
  
The proposals for road widening on Headingley Hill would change the character 
of the area to its detriment forever, as they would to all the consecutive 
conservation areas along the northern route.. 
  
The environmental damage that would be caused by this development would be 
immense.  A proposed bypass round the centre of Headingley would destroy all 
or most of several stands of mature woodland.  A total of at least 314 mature 
trees have been counted on the NGT landscape drawings as being identified for 
felling between Holt Park and Millennium Square.  Amongst these trees are a 
fair few with preservation order tags on them.  I know these trees.  There are 
magnificent, sixty or seventy foot tall creatures many of which are a hundred 
and fifty or more years old, and most quite healthy.  I know people whose lives 
revolve around this land.  David and Brenda Stephenson, caretakers at St 
Columba’s Church would have their lives taken over by the road works if this 
were to happen.  The peaceful woodland behind their lodge would be 
exchanged for chainsaws and bulldozers, then a road and cable poles.  They 
would lose the lives that they have made for themselves serving the community 
in this place between the busy road and the serene woods.  Sandwiched between 
two roads St Columba’s and its community would have the lifeblood squeezed 
out of it. 
  
The church itself, which relies on income from rental of its hall would almost 
certainly fold as they would be required to give up usage of their car park for 
the purposes of the construction for an unacceptably long period.  Even when 
the work was finished and the heavy plant gone the church and its community 
would have lost forever their peaceful view onto the meadow which would be 
replaced by trolleybuses passing every few minutes which make it much less 
attractive for those who wish to use the space for cultural and spiritual purposes.  
The impact would be entirely adverse and detrimental.  Groups who use this 
space would have to find alternatives while construction was in progress and the 
church would suffer lost income.  I understand that the car park may even be 
requisitioned beyond the time of building the adjacent road and used for 
vehicles over the longer period of construction.  This is unacceptable.   But all 
along the route people are expected to give up their way of life because NGT 
‘requires’ their land or their access. 
  
There is not one inch of derelict or brown field waste land along the proposed 
Headingley bypass, it is all either beautified by nature or filled with useful 



buildings and facilities or antique buildings which should be retained and 
restored in character with the existing historic nature of the area.  Even two car 
parks with some thirty or so valuable spaces would be lost. 
  
13/03964/CA | Conservation area application for the demolition of boundary 
walls to the north of 2 Shire Oak Road. (TN079) – Shire Oak Road Headingley 
Leeds 
  
I am objecting to the demolition of this wall as it is a long standing part of the 
visual amenity, probably built for the Vicarage in the 1880s with a mature 
hedge including mature trees, the whole of which contributes to the character of 
one of the finest streets in Headingley. 
  
Trees do not seem to be included in these conservation planning applications, 
and I believe that in the vicinity of Shire Oak Road there are trees with 
conservation orders on them.  I object most strongly to removal of any mature 
trees, and most especially those which have conservation orders.  Replacement 
with container grown saplings can never match trees of genuine antiquity even 
should they be 3 or 4 meters tall.   It is my belief that to suggest that they can is 
a morally bankrupt and fraudulent assertion.  Destroying a present good, the 
century plus Victorian trees, for the speculation that replacements may or may 
not come to fruition a lifetime from now is a preposterous plan and is nothing 
more than casting away the inheritance of our forebears achievements. 
  
In the vicinity of this in Shire Oak Road in front of Headingley Hall retirement 
home several beautiful mature trees would be lost and a road with the trolleybus 
put through.  Not only would the visual amenity and sound buffering from the 
busy nearby road be lost, but the elderly and infirm residents of Headingley Hall 
would be put at some considerable risk should they be out walking when a 
trolleybus passed by. 
  
In Wood Lane a fine Victorian house, Oakleigh, built about 1880 is ‘required’ 
for the Headingley bypass, in between green space and trees in the grounds of 
Lupton flats and the gardens and fields all along to St Columba’s.  This house is 
in good repair and occupied by some seven residents, including two children 
who go to the local Shire Oak School and one person who has lived there for 
about twenty years.  There is also a superb copper beech in its front garden, 
probably of the same age as the house, and fine Yorkshire style stone walls. 
  
13/03952/CA | Conservation area application for the demolition of house and 
part of boundary wall. (TN065) – 6 Wood Lane Headingley Leeds LS6 2AE 
  

https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVVGSJB0I400
https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVOXQJB0I400


There are several reasons I object to the destruction of this fine Victorian house 
dating from approximately 1880-85. 
  
Firstly it is occupied by some seven residents, including one who has lived there 
for twenty years and two children who go to the local school Shire Oak. 
  
It was possibly the first house built on Wood Lane and set in its mature garden 
gives a quality to the local environment and heritage which is above much of 
that which is around especially the nearby Arndale Centre. 
  
Not the least reason to preserve this functional and attractive building are the 
two mature trees in the front garden, especially the magnificent copper beech, 
which were probably planted at the time of building and thus would be about 
130 years old, in their prime and adding great character to the area which could 
not be replaced with container grown trees. 
  
Destroying this beautiful building for a speculative trolleybus bypass would be 
nothing short of vandalism. 
  
  
13/03965/CA | Conservation Area application for demolition of two boundary 
walls to south of 6 Wood Lane. (TN080) – Shire Oak Street Leeds LS6 2AE 
  
I am objecting to the demolition of these walls as they, along with all the other 
walls and buildings (such as 6 Wood Lane itself) contribute to the character and 
gestalt of the conservation area.  There are also in the vicinity several trees 
which are fine specimens.  This area is all well kept and a welcome contribution 
of mature visual amenity so close to the busy and drab Arndale Centre. 
  
  
  
These are not the only residents who are ‘required’ to sacrifice their way of life 
for the needs of the trolleybus road building scheme.  Houses between West 
Park roundabout and the ring road would have at least one traffic lane’s worth 
of land taken from their front gardens.  The claims by Metro, NGT and Leeds 
City Council that the trolleybus would increase house prices are certainly 
spurious when factors such as this are taken into consideration.  Not only are 
these gardens to be sacrificed to the requirements of the road building, but a 
large number of the trees along the short dual carriageway to the Lawnswood 
roundabout would also be lost.  This would be environmental degradation to a 
fine and mature residential area.  It is my understanding that house prices have 
already fallen as a result of this threat, and one can easily see that these houses 

https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVX4FJB0I400


would be far less attractive with a trolleybus route passing through what used to 
be their front gardens. 
  
Many local businesses along the route would suffer and be put in jeopardy 
because of the disruption to normal passing trade.  Businesses at Hyde Park 
Corner would lose their premises. 
  
The trolleybus road scheme does not try to integrate with the existing 
environment and communities but rather rides rough shod over them ~ the very 
trees which NGT and Metro wish to cut down are the self same trees which 
make a significant contribution to improvement of air quality locally.  Yet 
enthusiasts for NGT and a Headingley bypass make much of the pollution 
caused by traffic in Headingley while at the same time wanting to clear cut the 
trees which are so useful in mitigating it.  And the claims that three for one 
planting will make up for the loss of stately Victorian beeches and limes are 
really unacceptable.  Whether it be in capacity for capturing CO2 or their 
contribution to local wildlife habitat and ecology or simply in their beauty and 
presence and the environmental space and character they create, these hundreds 
of trees along our route are part of our local world and are not expendable to 
someone else’s requirements.  I am also inclined to ask where the space for 
three for one planting is to be found?  If these three hundred or so trees were 
lost to road widening then the land the trees were on is gone and there would be 
less to squeeze the new trees onto.  Besides which, as the trees grew they would 
crowd in on each other and would have to be thinned out, so a century from 
now, when we are all dead and gone, our inheritors would have at best 
something comparable to what we have now, except those of us who lived in 
the early parts of that century would never see its fruition. 
  
Within the last twenty four hours news has arisen of apparently a new park for 
Headingley to compensate for the loss of so much green.  I have yet to see this 
proposal but it is hard to imagine where this land could come from.  Headingley 
Hill would be lost to the trolleybus, and Woodhouse Ridge is further away and 
more properly part of Woodhouse. 
  
Saying that these proposed new plantings are the next centuries ‘Victorian 
plantings’ and that we would be creating a wooded future for generations is 
disingenuous. To sacrifice a known and present good for a speculative one a 
lifetime away is throwing away the heritage of our community and not 
acceptable.  This is an important and vital point of ethics.  Not least when those 
who would impose this sacrifice do not even live along the route. 
  
There is much life left in most of our local trees, and if here and there isolated 
specimens die then good forestry does not clear cut a whole wood, but simply 



takes out the old wood and replants on an individual basis, preserving the 
ecology for local wildlife 
  
I have been a professionally qualified Art Therapist for over thirty years, (Dip 
A.Th. Herts College of Art and Design 1982) and this has led me to certain 
understandings about the way people relate to their environments.  If the feeling 
of relation to environment is lost, then so is the feeling of participation.  It is my 
belief that if the destruction of old Headingley and the rest were to take place, 
there would be a collective grief that would fall upon our communities that we 
had lost all that we had known and which had been there all our lives.  What 
NGT and Metro say they require are not mere brownfield sites, derelict or 
disused.  They are useful, aesthetic, functional and well adapted places which 
but for the threat of the trolleybus would be carrying on and thriving as they 
have done for so many years.  NGT threatens the heart of our communities 
because it wishes to destroy the environment which is our home. 
  
I have a friend who lives on Alma Road who has asked me to represent his case 
and who suffers with anxiety and mental health issues, but he is presently 
maintaining a stable life.  I fear for his mental health should a juggernaut of 
destruction, tree felling and heavy plant be unleashed a few yards from his front 
door.  There are several planning applications around Alma Road: 
  
  
13/03963/CA | Conservation area for the demolition of boundary wall to South. 
(TN078) – 5 Alma Road Leeds LS6 2AH 
  
I am writing to object to the proposed demolition of the wall on the boundary of 
5 Alma Road as this and other stone walls contribute greatly to the character of 
the area.  Also there are mature trees adjacent to the wall which greatly enhance 
the area. 
  
13/03955/CA | Conservation area application for demolition of building’s 
southerly extension and southern curtilage. (TN069) – 40 Otley Road 
Headingley Leeds LS6 2AL 
  
The loss of the enclosed curtilage behind the wall would have a detrimental 
effect on the amenity and proportion of the space here, especially as it would be 
taken by road, trolleybus and overhead cable.  The wall gives character to the 
area and is congruent with the character of Alma Road 
There are also two fine cherry trees which enhance the space on a busy road and 
should be retained. 
  
  

https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVV32JB0I400
https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVPSOJB0I400


13/03968/CA | Conservation area application for demolition of boundary wall 
to front. (TN083) – 42/44 Otley Road Headingley Leeds LS6 2AL 
  
I am objecting to the demolition of this wall as it, along with all the other walls 
and buildings (such as 42/44 Otley Road itself) contribute to the character and 
gestalt of the conservation area.  There are also in the vicinity several trees 
which are fine specimens.  This area is all well kept and a welcome contribution 
of mature visual amenity so close to the busy and drab Arndale Centre. 
  
  
There are also along the route many applications for attachment of trolleybus 
cable fastenings to listed buildings and buildings of character.  These buildings 
would be permanently disfigured by these attachments and should not be treated 
in this way. 
  
If all these applications were to go through the area would be unrecognisable 
afterwards.  It is disgraceful the way Metro and NGT want to destroy the fabric 
of our community 
  
Research at the University of Washington has shown that mental health is 
significantly improved by encounters with nature: 
  
http://depts.washington.edu/hhwb/Thm_Mental.html 
[Full text copied to Word Document 
Doc 9 - Mental Health and Function - Washington University and hard copy 
supplied with letter.] 
  
Wolf, K.L., and K. Flora 2010. Mental Health and Function - A Literature 
Review. In: Green Cities: Good Health (www.greenhealth.washington.edu). 
College of the Environment, University of Washington. 
  
  

Mental Health & Function  
Encounters with nearby nature help alleviate mental fatigue by relaxing and 
restoring the mind. Within built environments parks and green spaces are 
settings for cognitive respite, as they encourage social interaction and de-
stressing through exercise or conversation, and provide calming settings. 
Having quality landscaping and vegetation in and around the places where 
people work and study is a good investment. Both visual access and being 

https://publicaccess.leeds.gov.uk/online-applications/centralDistribution.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=MRVY6MJB0I400
http://depts.washington.edu/hhwb/Thm_Mental.html


within green space helps to restore the mind’s ability to focus. This can improve 
job and school performance, and help alleviate mental stress and illness. 

Fast Facts 

• The experience of nature helps to restore the mind from the mental 
fatigue of work or studies, contributing to improved work performance 
and satisfaction.5,9,11,13 

• Urban nature, when provided as parks and walkways and incorporated 
into building design, provides calming and inspiring environments and 
encourages learning, inquisitiveness, and alertness.54,57 

• Green spaces provide necessary places and opportunities for physical 
activity. Exercise improves cognitive function, learning, and 
memory.40,41,42 

• Outdoor activities can help alleviate symptoms of Alzheimers, dementia, 
stress, and depression,25,28 and improve cognitive function in those 
recently diagnosed with breast cancer.29,30 

• Contact with nature helps children to develop cognitive, emotional, and 
behavioral connections to their nearby social and biophysical 
environments. Nature experiences are important for encouraging 
imagination and creativity, cognitive and intellectual development, and 
social relationships.18,19,58 

• Symptoms of ADD in children can be reduced through activity in green 
settings, thus “green time” can act as an effective supplement to 
traditional medicinal and behavioral treatments.22,23,24 

Contents: 
> Brain and Environment > Mental Fatigue Recovery * Nature as Urban Respite 
* Attention Fatigue and Recovery > Cognitive Function * Workplace * College 
Settings * Children > Mental Illness * Attention Deficit Disorder * Alzheimers 
and Dementia * Cognition and Illness * Stress Relief * Depression > 
Techological Nature > Nature in the Community * Physical Acitivity * Social 
Connections > Landscape Design & Planning * Park Design * 
Building/Infrastructure Design > References  
 
This study clearly shows that mental health and functioning is enhanced by the 
presence of nature, and mature trees must be one of the finest expressions of 
nature.  Beautiful mature trees within sight of a busy main road do more to 
soften the experience than anything else.  It is only reasonable to expect that 
sudden loss of this great wealth of mature trees that we are blessed with along 
the A660 would have a concomitant negative effect on the mental health, 
functioning and well being of all along the route whose accustomed natural 
surroundings might be lost to road construction.  Not only my friend with his 
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anxiety condition, but the elderly residents of Headingley Hall, some of whom 
might suffer with Alzheimer’s disease or other conditions of cognitive 
impairment, would be negatively impacted by the loss of their natural 
environment.  It is well known that a change of environment can cause 
confusion and distress in those suffering with these conditions. 
  
This study is representative or scientific thinking in the modern world, I could 
have referenced many similar studies and include one more further on. 
  
It is not unreasonable to believe that everyone would be affected to some degree 
by the loss of this natural support for our mental well being.  Some doubtless 
more than others, but for the loss of so many trees to take place, not least 
accompanied by massive upheaval and disruption with massive earth movers 
and mechanical diggers there would be a predictable wave of community grief 
that would be experienced.  I will return to this. 
  
There is a shortage of green space in Headingley, which while characterful is 
nonetheless heavily built up.  One of the largest green spaces is the sheep 
grange and the adjacent St Columba’s meadow.  An ancient and historic site 
which has historical associations with both Kirkstall Abbey and even possibly 
Saxon settlement, this would be entirely lost if the trolleybus were to cut 
through this.  The stone retaining wall bordering Headingley Lane at the top of 
Headingley Hill has a listed building planning application on it which would 
take a length out.  This whole section would change the local character and 
appearance so much that it would hardly be recognisable.  The route also would 
go right in front of retirement cottages on the other side of the field.  These 
elderly residents would see the quiet horse grazing field turned into a road.  And 
where would the horses go?  I know the lady who grazes the horses on those 
fields, she cares deeply for those animals and the local environment, where 
there are bats and owls.  Do her rights to carry on peacefully in her accustomed 
manner not mean anything in all this? 
  
As an alumnus of the Leeds College of Art I was dismayed to hear that the 
trolleybus route ‘requires’ land take from the front of its building.  While 
constrained by the limitations of the site, nonetheless the frontage of the College 
is attractive and well proportioned.  Loss of the frontage would, as with other 
examples along the route, entirely destroy the proportion and make the building 
quite unattractive.  This building should be the showcase for our local arts 
training.  Destroying its proportion would not only be to the detriment of the 
building and the College, but to the respect that other artists would have for the 
Leeds planners who could intend this kind of aesthetic vandalism on buildings 
and spaces along the route. 
  



A further example of the damage to spaces and aesthetic proportion is 
demonstrated by the proposed take of pavement in front of St Anne’s Cathedral 
in the city centre.  The vandalism of the NGT planners seems to have no bounds 
as they attempt to squeeze their trolleybus through all manner of spaces which 
were not designed for extra traffic lanes.  The widening of the road opposite the 
Art College is a further example, where trees planted a generation ago are just 
beginning to gain some presence but are now planned to be felled and the poor 
residents of the crowded back to backs are to be subjected to the loss of the 
buffer between themselves and the busy road. 
  
The loss of a mature tree standing alone on the corner of the Headrow would 
remove all greenery from that line of sight.  Belle Isle Circus would effectively 
be lost as a park once it became a thoroughfare for the trolleybus. 
  
The magnificent view of the Parkinson building which has been seen by so 
many generations of students since its building in the middle of the last century 
is to be marred by overhead cables, and numerous ‘exciting’ and ‘inventive’ 
design experiments would be inflicted on the road users of Leeds, endlessly 
trying to squeeze a quart into a pint pot and making the existing well loved 
cityscape suffer as a result. 
  
Perhaps the most absurd example of this is the attempt to run trolleybus lanes 
across the Leeds Bridge with general traffic.  The narrowest major bridge in 
Leeds is a pinch point which is a logjam waiting to happen if the trolleybus uses 
it.  All along the route, especially through the city centre the roads are not 
suitable and it would be necessary to delete and overwrite buildings, trees and 
pavements which have stood the test of time for generations. 
  
  
In the end the result of this Public Enquiry must lie on judgement as to its 
merits, but also on a judgement as to its flaws. 
  
The NGT Metro consortium makes many claims as to what it hopes to achieve, 
but firstly these are speculative, while the losses which would be inflicted on the 
local community and environment are not. 
  
The whole apparent purpose of the scheme is to save commuters a few minutes, 
perhaps 13 or so on each journey, and in itself that is not a bad aim.  But we 
must ask what price is being expected for such a small achievement.  Would a 
reasonable person think that all this expense, trouble, destruction and distress is 
worth it, especially as those ‘required’ to make the sacrifice of something which 
is entirely good in its own right are not those who would gain any benefit from 
it?  I would hold that a reasonable person would believe that there is an 



imbalance of supposed benefits to be gained when the cost to the community is 
weighed up. 
  
It is questionable who would stand to benefit by such a scheme, but if there are 
such people then they would be those who sweep down the A660 past 
Headingley as if it did not exist.  And that is the point.  The ‘First Suburb’ of 
Leeds as it once was is expected to take the hit and make the sacrifice for those 
who live elsewhere. 
  
The UN Declaration of Human Rights states 
  

Article 12 
No one shall be subjected to arbitrary interference with his privacy, family, home 
or correspondence, nor to attacks upon his honour and reputation. Everyone 
has the right to the protection of the law against such interference or attacks. 

  
  
Article 17 
(1) Everyone has the right to own property alone as well as in association 
with others. (2) No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his property. 
Deprivation of land or home for the purpose of the trolleybus road scheme 
would be in my view a violation of these two stated rights. 
To refer to the basis of all law.  A wrong is the doing of a harm to someone.  As 
in the Law of Tort, which comes from the Latin torquere: to twist. 
‘Do No Harm’ or the Golden Rule as it is known ‘Do unto others as you would 
have others do to you’, or more clearly in the negative ~ ‘Do not do to others as 
you would not have them do to you’. 
There is a clear sense of wrong about this amongst the community in 
Headingley.  Not only are people threatened with compulsory purchase of their 
gardens or with  eviction as in the case of the residents of no.6 Wood Lane, but 
the cherished natural environment that is dear to all of us is threatened.  A 
century and a half and more of history bound up in trees which are scientifically 
known to do us good at a neurological and biological level is being threatened.  
The very cognitive and perceptual basis that our community is built upon could 
be lost.  This is a serious matter of both rights and health and mental well being. 
  
  
Doc 10 - Univ Michigan Nature Cognitive Benefits.doc 
Attached and hard copy to be sent.  Transcript of 
http://ns.umich.edu/new/releases/6892 

http://ns.umich.edu/new/releases/6892


 
University of Michigan psychology research in the December issue of 
Psychological Science explored the cognitive benefits of interacting with nature 
and found that walking in a park in any season, or even viewing pictures of 
nature, can help improve memory and attention. 
U-M psychology researchers Marc Berman, John Jonides and Stephen Kaplan 
found memory performance and attention spans improved by 20 percent after 
people spent an hour interacting with nature. 
Researchers believe the findings could have broader impact on helping people 
who may be suffering from mental fatigue. 
"Interacting with nature can have similar effects as meditating," Berman said. 
"People don't have to enjoy the walk to get the benefits. We found the same 
benefits when it was 80 degrees and sunny over the summer as when the 
temperatures dropped to 25 degrees in January. The only difference was that 
participants enjoyed the walks more in the spring and summer than in the dead 
of winter." 
Kaplan and his wife, Rachel Kaplan, a researcher in psychology and the School 
of Natural Resources and Environment, argue that people are far more likely to 
be satisfied with their lives when their environment supports three basic needs: 
the ability to understand and explore; to feel they make a difference; and to feel 
competent and effective. 
Berman decided to test that theory by sending study participants on walking 
routes around Ann Arbor. Participants walked on an urban route down main 
streets and also on a route in U-M's Matthaei Botanical Gardens and Nichols 
Arboretum, taking in nature. When participants walked in the Arboretum, they 
improved their short-term memory by 20 percent, but showed no improvements 
after walking down city streets. 
 
The researchers also tested the same theory by having subjects sit inside and 
look at pictures of either downtown scenes or nature scenes and again the 
results were the same: when looking at photos of nature, memory and attention 
scores improved by about 20 percent, but not when viewing the urban pictures. 
  
  
There are those who say that Headingley, West Park, Weetwood, Woodhouse 
and Belle Isle should make the sacrifice for the rest of the city.   We should not 
ask anyone to do that which we would not be willing to do ourselves.  The 
A660 is not a passage of brown field sites but an immensely high quality 
environment with immense textural richness which cannot be manufactured or 
bought and which is the result of nearly two centuries of gradual evolution.  
What is being proposed here is radical surgery to a patient that would lose 
immensely more than it could gain by such a rashly thought out and simplistic 
scheme. 



Too much of the past has been rashly cast away in the name of progress only to 
be lamented a few years later when it is seen how temporary some of the 
modern technical fixes are.  There are apparently still those who remember old 
Bramley before it was destroyed in the sixties development.  We should be able 
to relate to the city on a human and natural level or else we become alienated.  
To forcibly impose such a reality on the local people is immoral and 
unacceptable.  The local people and their natural environment are the front of 
this. 
But aside from the paltry matter of the fact that the trolleybus would only serve 
a very narrow demographic, be very expensive and likely only shuffle existing 
passengers about from one service to another, the equally import fact is that a 
small elite of councillors and their well paid consultants are attempting to 
enforce on the people a wrong, a harm. 
They should remember that they are the trustees of the electorate and not our 
dictators.  They hold their position in trust to us and should follow our needs 
and wishes, not enforce their own agendas from on high with scant regard for 
popular opinion.  The only public consultation which has been published is 
several years out of date and the climate has manifestly changed. 
There are a wealth of other methods of improving transport in Leeds, from the 
locally produced electric rechargeable bus to an underground.  An underground 
has been much maligned by some, but we must think in the long term.  The 
trolleybus would be at best a short term solution until different technologies 
developed past it (it is so inflexible in its route I am astonished that it was even 
considered as an option for a route where the road widths are simply not 
adequate, as has been commented by many, and massive and disproportionate 
demolition for road widening would be needed.)  A tube would be a long term 
plan which when in place could serve communities all the way up to Yeadon 
Airport and would solve these problems permanently for the generations to 
come.    
There are too many reasons why this scheme would be wrong for me to detail 
here but I have expressed those most important to me.  May I say that I also 
endorse the submission of case by the A660 Joint Council which covers more 
technical matters than I have been able to. 
  
It is said that in the summing up at the Nuremberg trials the judge said: ‘this is 
what we stand for: justice, truth, and the value of a single human being.’  Many 
human beings would be adversely affected by this scheme, simply for the 
convenience of outsiders and no proven or guaranteed benefits.  It is admitted 
that other traffic would be slowed down and that more fuel would be burnt, 
more local fumes would be caused and hundreds of trees cut down, when traffic 
is less than the peak of a decade and more ago.  With all due respect, I must say 
this is a trainwreck, and a trainwreck which is being foisted on us by an 
executive who are out of touch with the general population of Leeds and their 



needs and wishes and are willing to sacrifice communities and their 
environments for their own political ends.  This is entirely without honour or 
merit and I ask you to reject it in its entirety. 
Claire Randall 
61, Queenswood Drive 
LS6 3NG 
  
  
  
The following friends and neighbours of mine have asked me to present their 
cases which they have submitted to be read at the Public Enquiry 
  
Adam Burrows  Ref no:      TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/1380 
Carol  Downing Ref no:       TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/655 
Suzanna Dunn  Ref no:   TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/1374 
Joanna Holland      Ref no:        TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/1375 
  
  
Claire Randall   Ref no.         TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/998 
  
List of documents and files attached with email version 
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Claire Randall TWAO Objection Statement 2014-01-30 
Doc 1 -Cllr J Lewis Labour Whip Quote 
  
Doc 2 - F11145 
  
Doc 3 - Cllr J Lewis 2013-05-12 Civic Hall 
  
Doc 3a - Cllr R Lewis Highways Scheme Quote 2013-06-05 
  
Doc 4 - Daily Traffic flow 
  
Doc 4a - traffic growth in leeds 2001-2011 
  
Doc 5 -Vanessa Allen - Headingly 
  
Doc 6 - Cllr R Lewis 2013-06-05 Headingley Public Meeting 
  



Doc 7 - Don Townsley 200 seater bi artic 
  
Doc 8 - Myth_ Park-and-Ride will encourage public transport use 
  
Doc 9 - Mental Health and Function - Washington University 
  
Doc 10 - Univ Michigan Nature Cognitive Benefits 
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