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PUBLIC INQUIRY - APRIL 2014 
 

 

PROOF OF EVIDENCE: 
WEETWOOD RESIDENTS' ASSOCIATION 

 

 

1.0 Weetwood Residents' Association (Objector No. 1354). 

1.1 We are a community association accredited with Leeds City Council.  The area we represent 

is well described in Core Documents D-3-5 and D-3-6 and comprises more than 600 households.  

We have addressed the subject of NGT at the last two of our Annual General Meetings and, during 

the preparation of this response, have involved about 30% of households by electronic distribution 

of drafts and all households by hand delivered Opinion Surveys.  The uniformly positive response 

to our work gives us confidence that we express here the views of the great majority of Weetwood 

residents.  In particular, we have specific authority from 18 individuals to speak on their behalf 

from the materials we have circulated. 

 

1.2 Weetwood residents have a vested interest in improvement of journeys on A660 and in 

proposals for improvement of traffic flow and public transport on it since, necessarily, the road is 

used for some part of the great majority of journeys that they make, by whatever mode. 

 

1.3 We shall through this presentation refer to, and will quote from, the Final Revised Statement 

of Case with two Appendices which we submitted on 12th March 2014. 

 

2.0 Material to be presented. 

2.1 We draw attention to a dichotomy in our material.   

• On the one hand, we are opposed to the granting of the Leeds Trolley Vehicle System Order: 

we reject the so-called NGT proposals; the trolley bus; and all its associated works.   

• On the other hand, the Order might be granted: against such a circumstance, we argue that 

some specific elements of the Proposals usually pertaining to local - Weetwood - effects, be 

modified. 

 



Weetwood Residents' Association Proof of Evidence Objector No. 1354 

MET/JPD 2/5 20140328 

2.2 While reserving that defensive, on-the-other-hand, position, we stress that it is the 

considered view of Weetwood Residents' Association that this TWAO application must be rejected.  

We are also firmly convinced that any alternative or modified scheme which involves separate - and 

duplicated - public transport provision on the A660 with one element running on a segregated track 

with signalised precedence must also be rejected. 

 

2.3 Our rejection of this scheme is based, at least in part and as set out in our Appendix B, on 

our assessment of the claims made for it: we find them somewhat less than convincing. 

 

2.4 Concerning the general case against the granting of the Order, we endorse, fully support and 

have contributed to the construction of, the convincing case already presented by the North West 

Leeds Transport Forum.  Much of the material in our Appendix B is subsumed into the Forum's 

case. 

 

3.0 Character of the A660. 

3.1 In our Appendix A, the NW sector of Leeds, with its relatively impermeable lateral 

boundaries, is characterised as a mature residential area, well serviced by schools, shops, small 

businesses, including educational, and leisure facilities, having little deprivation and no need of 

regeneration.  For all these services and the many residential enclaves along the road from Hyde 

Park outwards which have no other transit access, the A660 is seen to serve the sector as a local 

distributor road.  The out-of-area traffic that necessarily uses the road is a very minor proportion of 

the total and this proportion is unlikely to increase significantly.   

 

3.2 Thus, for the foreseeable future, any modification of the A660 road and its traffic flows 

must be aimed to ameliorate - and not detract from - its principal function of local distributor.   

 

3.3 This assessment leads directly to concern at the treatment of access to these services and 

residential areas in terms of parking and connectivity, particularly where right turns, both onto and 

from the A660, are involved.  The NGT plans generally disadvantage local, turning, traffic.   

 

3.4 We have expressed concerns regarding the interpretation of four aspects of street design in 

the NGT proposals which run contrary to the precepts of "The Manual for Streets" (Core 

Document E-4-15) and much else in national policies.  These are: 

• the impact on the safety of pedestrians, particularly school age children, of narrowing of 

pavements and increase of impedimenta on them occasioned by the duplication of stops and 
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overhead line provision; 

• the impact on the safety of cyclists of lack of segregation or narrowness of cycle lanes in 

respect of the nature of the trolley vehicles (these impacts on pedestrians and cyclists militate 

against pursuit of active mode movement); 

• the segregation of boarding points for the two public transport systems, necessitating 

duplication of street furniture and prior choice, and involving in most cases usurpation and 

displacement of the bus stops from positions that had evolved to be of most utility to passengers to 

positions inconvenient to those travellers who must (will) continue to use bus services; 

• the net reduction and displacement of casual (short-term, accessing local facilities, as 

opposed to long-term, commuter) parking spaces, changes which will have a negative impact on 

amenity and small businesses. 

 

4.0 Site specific concerns. 

4.1  We have examined the NGT plans for the Northern route against the above considerations 

and in our Final Statement of Case have made detailed comments about five sites.  Concerning 

Lawnswood Roundabout and the Alma Road/Grove Lane/St Anne's Road junction we shall refer 

only to the details in the Statement. 

 

4.2 In summary, the NGT line through Headingley runs behind the Arndale Centre and other 

large buildings where there are no potential passengers and alighting passengers are out of the 

centre: buses will continue to service the A660 frontages where there are always many potential 

passengers.  We suggest that the same principle as adopted at Woodhouse Lane/Blenheim Walk 

should be applied in Headingley, namely that all public transport (?including taxis) should run 

where it is accessible to passengers.  There are clear problems in allowing for all other vehicles, but 

the possibility of creating a largely pedestrian zone at the heart of Headingley should have been 

more actively pursued. 

 

4.3  We examine in some detail in our Statement the situation at two major junctions on the edge 

of "our" area at which, we argue, the NGT proposals could have improved overall traffic flows, but 

will achieve just the opposite, viz. the offset junction of A660 with Glen Road and Churchwood 

Avenue, and the junction with Weetwood Lane end.  The effects of the concerns set out at §3.4, 

above, will be examined. 

 

4.4  Weetwood Lane end.  The only justfication for the proposal for the closure of this junction is 

the requirement to provide space for a large trolley stop.  The junction currently works well and 
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safely for both inbound and outbound traffic, both at peak flow and at other times, though in the 

past we have argued for some minor improvements. 

In summary, the new pedestrian area will become an overspill for the 3 public houses adjacent, 

which is not desired by residents.  Vehicle conflicts will arise on the closed, cul-de-sac section.  

There will be a loss of significant numbers of both unrestricted, permanent, and off-peak parking 

spaces, threatening the viability of local shops, restaurants and Cinema, and potentially leaving the 

community significantly worse off. 

Relocation of the #28 bus stops further north on Weetwood Lane places them too near the crossing 

and entrances to the primary school, raising safety concerns: unification of the southbound stop 

with those for the ##1, 6 and 97 services should be considered. 

 

4.5   Glen Road/Churchwood Avenue crossing.   

We view the control of traffic at this junction as key to design requirements for the Thornbury 

Avenue and St Chad's Road junctions.  If NGT were not to progress, we would still press for similar 

changes. 

In summary, this junction is far more problematic, indeed dangerous, than the Weetwood Lane 

junction and its signalisation would be welcomed in principle – particularly if settings of pedestrian 

crossings at St Chads Road and Thornbury Avenue were phased to allow a “Green Wave”.  We are 

concerned that, as at other existing or proposed signalised junctions, the need to maintain capacity 

on the main road may lead to very low priority being given to the side road traffic – and hence long 

delays for this local traffic.  Although some of the detail on drawing 312694/TD/013 Revn. P4 is 

unclear, there would appear to be scope to improve the operation of this junction, e.g. by removal of 

cycle advance stop boxes on the side roads and by allowing a right turn into Glen Road. 

 

 

5.0 Summarising, Weetwood Residents' Association recommends that this TWAO must be 

rejected for the following reasons : 

 

1. It is unnecessary.   

2. It is unnecessarily expensive. 

3. It is unnecessarily destructive of amenity and environment. 

4. It will not improve the overall public transport offering on the route. 

5. It will not meet the aspirations of the City. 

6. It will not meet the objectives which the Proposers have set for themselves. 

7. The detailed proposals will lead to poorer accessibility to residential areas and 
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significant losses of amenity for residents and businesses at many points on the route, including the 

ones of specific concern for this Association. 

8. The project is simply not wanted, nor its need understood, by the great majority of 

the residents. 

 

M.E Thomas                                                                     Dr J P Dickinson 

Chair Weetwood Residents’ Association                        Weetwood Resident 

 

 

Illustrations:    Google Earth of 2 junctions; 

   3 shots A660 near Glen Road/Churchwood Avenue junction; 

   1 shot Weetwood Lane, near WPSchool. 

 


