
On 21 /11/2013 I wrote 2 letters stating my objections to the TWAOs concerned with the 
above scheme. I received acknowledgements  (Ref TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/1137 and 
OBJ/1137)  and a promise from ngt to respond to the points I made. I therefore would like 
to reserve a right to restate my objections when I receive the promised reply. 
  
I would like the objections in the letters referred to above to serve as my statement of case.  
  
Yours faithfully  
  
Anne Bowers 
 



6 Ashwood Terrace 
Leeds LS6 2EH 
21 October 2013 

Secretary of State for Transport 
do Transport and Works Act Orders Unit 
General Counsel's Office 
Dept for Transport 
Zone 1/18, Great Minster House 
33 Horseferry Road 
London SWIP 4DR 

3 0  OCT  2 f::.. 5 

Dear Sir 

I wish to state my objection to the Application made by Leeds City Council on 19 th  
September 2013 for a Transport and Works Act Order to enable the NGT Trolleybus 
scheme to go ahead and to the 34 individual Planning Applications relating to the 
demolition or modification of residential properties, listed buildings and walls along the 
Northern section of the route. I gather that the TWAO submission and the Planning 
Applications will be considered in tandem but I am also making a response to the Planning 
applications to the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government. 

I do this because I am completely opposed to the NGT trolleybus plan on both personal and 
community grounds. I have been to many of the exhibitions and public meetings about the 
NGT plans and have spoken about the issue to people there, and to friends and neighbours, 
and have found only 2 people out of many hundreds in favour. Every single residents' 
association along the A 660 route is against NGT, as is the cycling community. 

It would seem extraordinary if in a time of national financial crisis the sums envisaged 
(both from central and local government) were to be spent to gain some considerable 
benefit, but it defies belief that they should be spent to gain almost no benefit, but, on the 
contrary, to seriously disadvantage communities and individuals along the route. 

Metro itself claims an improvement for (trolleybus users only) of a shortening of a mere 8 
minutes or so in the journey time from Holt Park to City Square. But against this must be 
set the following: 

• Metro itself admits that some bus services may be cut by as much as a half 
• some bus routes may be lost altogether 
• bus and trolleybus stops are at different places 
• many bus stops are being moved and there aren't many trolleybus stops 
• buses will be slower as the trolley bus has precedence 

In short, for the majority of people along this route, who are only near a bus stop, or who 
want the great flexibility of the variety of existing bus routes and stops, their transport will 
be much much worse! Metro do not seem to have made any attempt to quantify the losses 
to those using buses as well as the miniscule gains for trolleybus users. 



Interestingly, Metro does not claim that the trolleybus will improve congestion on the 
A660. On the contrary, they admit that there will probably be increased congestion, as the 
trolleybus will have priority at junctions, a factor that will increase emissions. 

Car drivers won't find much or any reduction in traffic and will find more holdups and the 
stacking created by trolleybus priority will lead to longer journey times and higher petrol 
consumption. 

Bus and car users are not the only groups who will be disadvantaged. Pedestrians are going 
to have a harder time, with much wider carriageways to cross (it's already virtually 
impossible to cross the A660 except at the very infrequent pedestrian crossings), more 
traffic and obstruction from the new lay -bys for stops. Pleasant green verges and wide 
pavements in some areas will vanish. 

Cyclists might be expected to benefit, but there will be a reduction in cycle lanes and 
cyclists will have to share lanes with trolleybuses and buses. 

Metro have claimed that up to 4,000 new jobs will be created ( the same number that has 
been mooted in previous schemes for the A660!), but personal discussions with high level 
representatives of Metro has completely failed to convince me of any rational basis for this 
figure- it seems to be an imaginative guesstimate pulled out of thin air. 

In addition to all the above disadvantages to most people who live along the route is 
massive destruction of the environment. I'm talking here about Headingley, the area where 
I live and the one I know best. It's one of the last pleasant places left to live in urban Leeds, 
where the mature trees, original curtileges and stone walls, occasional wide stretches of 
pavement or green verges, open spaces and tucked away green areas are important 
environmentally and add to the visual amenity and quality of life. The NGT scheme will 
destroy over 400 mature trees, the entire field next to St Columba's Church and part of 
Woodhouse Moor. There would be house demolitions, loss of gardens and verges, 
displacement of historic boudaries and all the ugly and unsightly visual intrusion of the 
overhead machinery connected with the trolleybus. It would make Headingley a very 
unpleasant place to live- quite apart from all the disruption caused by the works. 

In sum, the NGT scheme may effect some few minutes' improvement in journey time for 
trolleybus users. There are also completely unsubstantiated claims of growth in jobs. But it 
will make movement by foot, car, cycle or bus, worse, not better, for the people who live 
along this route, will not improve congestion and will create environmental destruction and 
loss of visual amenity (including in historic conservation areas) on a massive scale. 

Yours faithfully 

11 ILI 	 c\/6-  
Mrs Anne Bowers 

JoannaVincent
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