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1. My Proof of Evidence focused on the consultation that has taken place for the NGT trolleybus 
scheme and looked at the promoters' Statement of Consultation (A-01-3) in detail. 

 
2. Since submitting my proof of evidence the promoters' have released the Phase 4 to 6 consultation 

feedback and this has been submitted to the inquiry.  A rough analysis of this was given by Sue 
Buckle during my Evidence in Chief, which showed less than a third of people who filled in the 
forms were in favour of the scheme and that those that were seemed to show very little knowledge 
of detail compared to those who were against who appeared to have tried to find out something 
about the scheme, however difficult that process proved to be. 

 
3. Mr Haskins confirmed in his rebuttal to me and in cross examination that Annex 5 of A-01-3 does 

refer to Phase 4 to 6, but that it only includes information about changes that took place as a result 
of consultation, as opposed to listing all that was mentioned during these consultation phases. He 
also agreed with me that the people and groups listed in Annex 5 were limited.  

 
4. My proof argues that appropriate and effective consultation was lacking in all phases; consultation 

did not conform to the Promoters' own Communications Management Strategy; biased approaches 
were adopted in much of the formal communication; A-01-3 does not contain feedback from the 
three most recent phases of consultation.  

 
5. Throughout consultation Phases 4 to 6 (November 2012 – July 2013) there was: lack of openness; 

inadequate responses to Freedom of Information requests; ‘whipped’ Labour Councillors on the 
full Leeds City Council votes as to whether to progress the scheme; no formal feedback; 
consultation built around false/unfounded assertions; lack of local knowledge displayed by 
Promoters; inadequate printed material; inadequate access to scheme drawings. 

 
6. The due consultation process has not been followed. Funding should be withdrawn and 

permission to proceed with the scheme should be withheld.  
 
 
 
 


