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Summary 
 
Introduction 
 
a) South Headingley Community Association would welcome improved public transport in Leeds 

and the easing of congestion along all routes into the city-centre, including along the A660 but 
easing congestion is not one of the Promoters' stated aims (A-01-2). We object to the scheme in 
the strongest possible terms and ask that it be refused because of inadequate consultation and the 
effect it will have on the environment and heritage of our community. 

 
Hyde Park and Woodhouse Communities 
 
b) Underneath the largely transient student demographic, the Hyde Park community is one of the 

most deprived in Leeds, with a high level of obesity which can be connected to the acknowledged 
lack of green space. To take away parts of an inner city park, especially in this context of 
deprivation and lack of green space and open space is clearly wrong.  

 
c) It could be argued that assets in the communities of Hyde Park and Woodhouse are being 

willfully neglected by Leeds City Council. 
 
d) The scheme would offer no benefit to the communities of Hyde Park and Woodhouse whose 

residents can walk into the city centre or use one of the frequent buses from Hyde Park Corner 
(nor any benefit to any of the other residents of Leeds either, as evidenced in other Statements of 
Case). The scheme offers Hyde Park and Woodhouse, instead, considerable reduction of 
parkland for road building and widening on Woodhouse Moor, and demolition of buildings for 
road widening and junction alteration at Hyde Park Corner.  

 
e) Hyde Park Corner and Woodhouse Moor add value to each other and to the communities of 

Hyde Park and Woodhouse and are central to both communities. 
 
Hyde Park & Woodhouse as a Car Park 
 
f) Hyde Park and Woodhouse Ward has the lowest percentage of households with car or van 

availability in Leeds (62%). In this area of very low vehicle accessibility, the streets in the 
communities of Hyde Park and Woodhouse are used as an unofficial car park for commuters to 
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the universities and Leeds city centre. Without introducing residents' parking permits on a large 
scale throughout the community, those commuters who currently do this are unlikely to stop, 
even if  the proposed Bodington Park and Ride is built. To date the council has not introduced 
parking permits on the scale needed in this ward (despite requests). The Promoters' commitment 
to reducing congestion can be questioned. If the Promoters really wanted to reduce congestion 
they would introduce parking permits throughout the ward and reduce city centre parking. 
However, reducing congestion is not one of their stated aims (A-01-2), even though the scheme 
has been marketed as a 'congestion buster.' Proposing to run the inbound trolleybus over 
Monument Moor, instead of along Headingley Lane, to preserve the right turn into Clarendon 
Road (so that it can be used by the car-owning students and staff of Leeds University) is further 
evidence that Hyde Park & Woodhouse ward has more value to the council as a car park than as 
a community. 

 
Woodhouse Moor 
 
g) *Woodhouse Moor is a park. 

*Woodhouse Moor has historic significance. 
*Woodhouse Moor is in the Headingley Hill, Hyde Park and Woodhouse Moor Conservation 
Area. 
*The Neighbourhood Design Statement adopted in 2010 for this area is clear about the value of 
the Moor to our community. 
*All of the park is marked as protected green space in Leeds City Council’s Core Strategy Site 
Allocation Plans. 
*None of the park should be lost to planning or highway infrastructure purposes. 

 
h) Woodhouse Moor is an historic park, a public park, there to be enjoyed by all. It is also a small 

inner city park, the most intensively used green space in Leeds, according to Appendix 4 of the 
Leeds City Council's Parks and Greenspace Strategy which sets out priorities to 2020. It has 
nearly 3 million visitors a year and is the second most visited park in Leeds, which makes sense 
given the low access to vehicles and small or non-existent gardens of its residents. The Moor is 
the garden for our inner city community. 

 
Hyde Park Corner 
 
i) *Hyde Park Corner is a characterful local shopping centre. 
 *Hyde Park Corner has historic significance. 
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 *Hyde Park Corner is in the Headingley Hill, Hyde Park and Woodhouse Moor Conservation 
 Area. 
 
j) In its character analysis of Hyde Park, The Conservation Area Appraisal states: "The heart of the 

area is Hyde Park Corner [which is] a vibrant local shopping and leisure area with independent 
shops, cafes, bars and takeaway food outlets. There is a good group of traditional shopfronts that 
define the special character of this area." 

 
Victoria Road and Headingley Lane 
 
k) The shops and houses in the triangular block at the north-west corner and Victoria Road (11-23 

Headingley Lane and Victoria Road) are owned by the Promoters and have been allowed to fall 
into disrepair. The Promoters propose demolishing these to facilitate junction alteration and road 
widening. The Headingley Hill, Hyde Park and Woodhouse Moor Conservation Area Appraisal 
and Management Plan, 2012, suggests restoring the streetscape here to retain the key view down 
Headingley Lane.  

 
l) The wider roads and significant mature tree loss; 17 trees on the right-hand side of Headingley 

Lane as you approach HPC going towards Leeds city centre according to M4931-121 Rev 4 (see 
Fig.2), should the scheme go ahead, would mean Hyde Park Corner becoming more polluted 
and less visually attractive. What is now a pleasant walk towards Hyde Park Corner would 
become a walk along a wide road with no mature trees on the right-hand side. 

 
The Crescent and Birdcage 
 
m) The alteration of traffic flow to prevent traffic turning right from Hyde Park Road onto 

Woodhouse Lane, left or right from Woodhouse Lane onto Woodhouse Street or Hyde Park 
Road and left from Headingley Lane onto Woodhouse Street effectively makes The Crescent 
shops of Hyde Park Corner and the Birdcage part of Woodhouse Moor into a traffic 
roundabout. 

 
n) Hyde Park Corner is extremely busy with pedestrian footfall in this area of very low vehicle access 

and few, small gardens. To widen Cliff Road and Headingley Lane would severely detract from 
the current enjoyment had by pedestrians at Hyde Park Corner and Woodhouse Moor and 
consequently from the quality of life and health and wellbeing of those living in Hyde Park and 
Woodhouse. 
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o) Instead of being a vibrant local shopping centre at a crossroads, connected to an historic inner 

city park, Hyde Park Corner would become a large traffic intersection. 
 
p) Have the Promoters carried out studies to see how these junction and traffic flow alterations will 

affect rat-running in Hyde Park and Woodhouse? 
 
Travel Between Leeds City Centre and Hyde Park & Woodhouse 
 
q) For anyone travelling home to Hyde Park and Woodhouse from the city centre by private 

vehicle, cycle or on foot, the journey is likely to be more difficult, more hazardous and less 
beautiful.  

 
Consultation Failure 
 
r) The Promoters have failed to consult properly with the Hyde Park and Woodhouse 

Communities, including not advertising consultation events satisfactorily, not running 
consultation events for a decent amount of time, not providing information clearly at 
consultation events and not providing further information when requested.  

 
s) Please also note: In their Conservation Area and Listed Building Consent planning applications 

the Promoters said that over 45,000 leaflets with general information about NGT were 
distributed from mid-November 2012 to those within a 600m band along the route. Many of 
SHCA's members live less than 600m from the proposed NGT route and did not receive a leaflet 
of general information about NGT. Even if they had, the leaflet was woefully inadequate and 
inaccurate in terms of content. 

 
Objections to Conservation Area and Listed Building Planning Applications 
 
t) SHCA's Objects to Conservation Area and Listed Building Planning Applications at the 

following places: 
 

• 62 Headingley Lane, Leeds LS6 2BU 
• 1 Kingston Terrace, Woodhouse, Leeds LS2 9BW 
• The Library Public House, Woodhouse Lane Woodhouse Leeds LS2 3AP 
• Pack Horse Inn, 208 Woodhouse Lane, Woodhouse, Leeds LS2 9DX 
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• Emmanuel Church, Cavendish Road, Woodhouse, Leeds LS1 3EW 
• Parkinson Building, Woodhouse Lane, Leeds LS2 9JT 
• Blenheim Baptist Church, Blackman Lane, Leeds LS2 9ER 
• 177 - 179 Woodhouse Lane, Woodhouse, Leeds LS2 3AR  
• 2 Victoria Road / 25A Headingley Lane, Leeds LS6 1BL 
• 11-23 Headingley Lane Leeds LS6 1BL 

 
Conclusion 
 
u) Taking into consideration the inadequate consultation, the huge and irreparable damage this 

scheme would cause to the character and environment of our community, especially to 
Woodhouse Moor and Hyde Park Corner, but also to other communities all along the north and 
south routes, for no benefit and at great expense to the city of Leeds, SHCA asks that you refuse 
to grant the Transport and Works Act Order. 
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Introduction 
 
South Headingley Community Association would welcome improved public transport in Leeds and the 
easing of congestion along all routes into the city-centre, including along the A660 but easing 
congestion is not one of the Promoters' stated aims (A-01-2). We object to the scheme in the strongest 
possible terms and ask that it be refused because of inadequate consultation and the effect it will have 
on the environment and heritage of our community. 
 
1.  Hyde Park and Woodhouse Communities 
 
1.1 Underneath the largely transient student demographic, the Hyde Park community is one of the 

most deprived in Leeds, with a high level of obesity which can be connected to the acknowledged 
lack of green space.1 2 Five local primary schools have less than the required statutory amount of 
outdoor space.3 To take away parts of an inner city park, especially in this context of deprivation 
and lack of green space and open space is clearly wrong.  

 
1.2 It could be argued that assets in the communities of Hyde Park and Woodhouse are being 

willfully neglected by Leeds City Council. For example the community tried for ten years to save 
the Royal Park School Building from demolition to turn it into a community resource, but 
witnessed neglect of the building by the council,4 and have seen Leeds University asked to 
withdraw their stated preference for the Section 106 money generated from the St. Mark's flats 
development to be spent on Monument Moor.5 Other neglect is highlighted by Caroline Hardie: 

 
This deliberate neglect of heritage assets can also be seen at 2 Victoria Road, 6 Wood Lane and the stone 
terrace on the Headingley Office Park site, which borders  Headingley Lane which have all been blighted in 
the same way for many years and are attractive historic properties which make a positive contribution to the 
streetscape, but which are now in poorer condition because they have been neglected due to planning blight. 
(4.8, The Historic Environment - Assessment of the Leeds New Generation Transport Environmental Statement, 
Caroline Hardie, Archaeo-Environment Ltd, 2014) 

 
1.3 The scheme would offer no benefit to the communities of Hyde Park and Woodhouse whose 

                                                
1 Letter from Cllr Illingworth to Director of Public Health England, re. last remaining playing field in South Headingley, 28th 
August 2013. 
2 Letter from Headteacher of Quarry Mount Primary School, Woodhouse, re. demographic and health, 22nd March 2013. 
3 Letter from Open XS Cluster of Schools in relation to Planning Application 12/02491. 
4 http://hydeparkheat.tumblr.com/ (Royal Park School: post-closure chronology) by John Davison. 
5 The Historic Environment - Assessment of the Leeds New Generation Transport Environmental Statement by Archaeo-
Environment Ltd (2014) (para 4.8) 
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residents can walk into the city centre or use one of the frequent buses from Hyde Park Corner 
(nor any benefit to any of the other residents of Leeds either, as evidenced in other Statements of 
Case). The scheme offers Hyde Park and Woodhouse, instead, considerable reduction of 
parkland for road building and widening on Woodhouse Moor, and demolition of buildings for 
road widening and junction alteration at Hyde Park Corner.  

 
1.4 Hyde Park Corner and Woodhouse Moor add value to each other and to the communities of 

Hyde Park and Woodhouse and are central to both communities. 
 
 

Please see Appendix 2: 
 

The Historic Environment - Assessment of the Leeds New Generation Transport Environmental 
Statement, by Archaeo-Environment Ltd (2014) 

•  
 
2.  Hyde Park & Woodhouse as a Car Park 
 
2.1 C-1-15/Table3.8 says that the Hyde Park and Woodhouse Ward has the lowest percentage of 

households with car or van availability in Leeds (62%). (NGT Strategic Fit – A Review, January 
2014) (See Fig.1) In this area of very low vehicle accessibility, the streets in the communities of 
Hyde Park and Woodhouse are used as an unofficial car park for commuters to the universities 
and Leeds city centre. Without introducing residents' parking permits on a large scale 
throughout the community, those commuters who currently do this are unlikely to stop, even if  
the proposed Bodington Park and Ride is built. To date the council has not introduced parking 
permits on the scale needed in this ward (despite requests). The Promoters' commitment to 
reducing congestion can be questioned. If the Promoters really wanted to reduce congestion they 
would introduce parking permits throughout the ward and reduce city centre parking. However, 
reducing congestion is not one of their stated aims (A-01-2), even though the scheme has been 
marketed as a 'congestion buster.' Proposing to run the inbound trolleybus over Monument 
Moor, instead of along Headingley Lane, to preserve the right turn into Clarendon Road (so that 
it can be used by the car-owning students and staff of Leeds University) is further evidence that 
Hyde Park & Woodhouse ward has more value to the council as a car park than as a community. 
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Fig.1: % Households Without Car Or Van Availabilty (C-1-15/Table3.8) 
 



  11 

3.  Woodhouse Moor 
 

3.1  * Woodhouse Moor is a park. 
 * Woodhouse Moor has historic significance. 
 * Woodhouse Moor is in the Headingley Hill, Hyde Park and Woodhouse Moor   
 Conservation Area. 
 * The Neighbourhood Design Statement adopted in 2010 for this area is clear about the value of 
 the Moor to our community. 
 * All of the park is marked as protected green space in Leeds City Council’s Core Strategy Site 
 Allocation Plans. 
 * None of the park should be lost to planning or highway infrastructure purposes. 

 
3.2. Woodhouse Moor is an historic park, a public park, there to be enjoyed by all. It is also a small 

inner city park, the most intensively used green space in Leeds, according to Appendix 4 of the 
Leeds City Council's Parks and Greenspace Strategy6 which sets out priorities to 2020. It has 
nearly 3 million visitors a year and is the second most visited park in Leeds, which makes sense 
given the low access to vehicles and small or non-existent gardens of its residents. The Moor is 
the garden for our inner city community. The most visited park in Leeds, Roundhay, has 6.5 
million visitors a year but has over 700 acres. Woodhouse Moor has only 60 acres (and is the 
second most visited) and the Promoters want to take some of that. In relation to the Core 
Strategy Leeds City Council says that the Hyde Park and Woodhouse Ward only fractionally 
exceeds the standard of 1 hectare per thousand people of parks and gardens (having 1.105 
hectares per thousand)7 so how can the Promoters be allowed to parts of Woodhouse Moor? 

 
3.3 Within the boundaries of Woodhouse Moor different parts of the park have acquired different 

nicknames. The Promoters propose running the trolleybus route over part of Monument Moor 
(See Fig.2 and Appendix 3 for photographs of Monument Moor), putting a new road through 
Little Moor, taking part of Cinder Moor to widen Cliff Road between Cinder Moor and The 
Birdcage, and have appropriated the land known as The Avenue on the west side of Woodhouse 
Moor, along Woodhouse Lane. (See Fig.3 and Appendix 4 for photographs of The Avenue) The 
Promoters also propose to use all of Little Moor and Monument Moor Temporarily. (Please see 
Fig.4 and Appendix 5 for a detailed plan.) 

 

                                                
6 A Parks and Greenspace Strategy for Leeds, Leeds City Council, 2009 
7 Inner Greenspace Background Paper, Leeds City Council, 2013 
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Fig.2  Monument Moor 

 

 
Fig.3  The Avenue 
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Fig.4  Works and Land Plans, Sheet No.5, Works Nos. 7 (part 2), 7c and 7d 

 
3.4 Please see Friends of Woodhouse Moor's Statement of Case (Appendix 8) for more detail on the 

proposed Woodhouse Moor land take and the open space appropriation which took place in 
January this year. 

 
3.5 With the proposed Woodhouse Moor land take and the open space appropriation the Promoters 

have acted with a lack of transparency and lack of proper consultation, as argued in the response 
to TWA/ A-01-3 in Dawn Carey Jones' Proof of Evidence (Appendix 9) and lack of regard for 
local planning policies, as argued in The Historic Environment - Assessment of the Leeds New 
Generation Transport Environmental Statement  (Appendix 2). 

 
 

Please also see: 
 

Appendix 7: Headingley Hill, Hyde Park & Woodhouse Moor Conservation Area Appraisal and 
Management Plan, Leeds City Council (2012) 
 
Appendix 3: Photographs of Monument Moor taken 4th March 2014 
 
Appendix 4: Photographs of The Avenue taken 4th March 2014 
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4.  Hyde Park Corner 
 
4.1  * Hyde Park Corner is a characterful local shopping centre. 
 * Hyde Park Corner has historic significance. 
 * Hyde Park Corner is in the Headingley Hill, Hyde Park and Woodhouse Moor    
 Conservation Area. 
 
4.2 In its character analysis of Hyde Park, The Conservation Area Appraisal states: 
 

The heart of the area is Hyde Park Corner [which is] a vibrant local shopping and leisure area with 
independent shops, cafes, bars and takeaway food outlets. There is a good group of traditional shopfronts 
that define the special character of this area. 

 
Victoria Road and Headingley Lane 

 
4.3 The shops and houses in the triangular block at the north-west corner and Victoria Road (11-23 

Headingley Lane and Victoria Road) are owned by the Promoters and have been allowed to fall 
into disrepair. The Promoters propose demolishing these to facilitate junction alteration and road 
widening. Please see Fig.5. The buildings to be demolished are coloured pink. 

 

 
Fig.5 Detail from A-05 Combined Plans Pack Technical and Landscape Drawings FINAL, drawing no. M4931-121 Rev 4. 
 
4.4 The widening of Headingley Lane, which would start much further north than Hyde Park 

Corner, increases further as Headingley Lane passes Grosvenor Road approaching Hyde Park 
Corner, to the point that the road would become approximately twice its current width until it 
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gets to the junction with Hyde Park Road. This widening would significantly detrimentally alter 
the streetscape of Hyde Park Corner, meaning the removal of a large part of one of the four 
corners and cutting this corner off from the others, creating a division and disjointedness, and 
also altering the view so that the funnelling effect of the streetscape before it opens onto 
Woodhouse Moor is lost. 

 
4.5 The Character Analysis suggests restoring the streetscape here to retain the key view down 

Headingley Lane (Caroline Hardie, 2014). See Fig.6. 
 

Statement of significance as derived from the  
Headingley Hill & Hyde Park & Woodhouse Moor Conservation Area Appraisal (Leeds City Council 2012) 

Item of 
interest 

and 
reference 
in CACA 

Nature of 
interest 

Level of 
interest 

Impact 

Dense 
street 
pattern 
(Hyde 
Park 
character 
area). 

Architectural 
interest 

Considerable 
 

The removal of the row of shops on Hyde Park corner will remove 
the sense of enclosure that they provide and open out the junction 
with Victoria Road and Headingley Lane. Otherwise the dense street 
pattern will be unaffected. 

Key view 
down 
Headingley 
Lane to 
Hyde Park 

Architectural 
interest 

Considerable Views towards [Seven listed Victorian detached houses on Hyde Park 
corner] will be improved by the removal of the advertisement 
hoardings and small row of shops, but the demolition of these shops 
will also open out the views from Headingley Lane towards Hyde 
Park corner and lose the sense of enclosure and funnelling before the 
streetscape opens up on Woodhouse Moor. Traditionally terraced 
houses would have been located here to continue the funnelling effect 
on the junction. The CACA suggests the restoration of the 
streetscape here. 

Fig.6  Excerpt from Table 1, The Historic Environment - Assessment of the Leeds New Generation Transport Environmental 
 Statement, Archaeo-Environment Ltd, 2014. 
 
 
4.6 The wider roads and significant mature tree loss; 17 trees on the right-hand side of Headingley 

Lane as you approach Hyde Park Corner going towards Leeds city centre according to M4931-
121 Rev 4 (see Fig.2), if the scheme goes ahead, would mean Hyde Park Corner becoming more 
polluted and less visually attractive. What is now a pleasant walk towards Hyde Park Corner 
from Headingley (see Figs. 7a to 7d and Appendix 6) would become a walk along a wide road 
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with no mature trees on the right-hand side. Figs. 4a to 4d show current mature trees on the 
right hand side between Grosvenor Road and Victoria Road. These would all be removed if the 
scheme goes ahead. 

 

 
Fig.7a  

 
Fig.7c  

 
Fig.7b 

 
Fig.

 
Fig.7e Headingley Lane looking towards Hyde Park Corner, 13th May 1935. Image © Leodis.    

 Figs.7a to 7e Headingley Lane looking towards Hyde Park Corner. 
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4.7 A-05/M4931-121 (see Fig.5) suggests that there is "Regeneration opportunity. Potential future 
building plot to repair urban grain" if the proposed alteration of the Victoria Road/Headingley Lane 
junction goes ahead, but the loss of the funneling effect and the road widening would mean there is 
a limit to how well the urban grain could be repaired. Page 22 of The Conservation Area Character 
Analysis (see Appendix 7) suggests that: 

 
The triangular block at the junction between Headingley Lane and Victoria Road is in need of sympathetic 
redevelopment in order to restore the streetscape. 
 

4.8 Any building work there should be specified before the scheme is potentially granted approval to 
make sure that it fits in with the rest of Hyde Park Corner. Policy N18b of the NPPF states that in 
a conservation area, consent for demolition will not be given unless detailed plans for redevelopment 
of the site have been approved. Such permission will be subject to the condition that demolition 
shall not take place until a contract for an approved scheme of redevelopment has been set. 

 
4.9 At the Victoria Road junction is a stone terrace which includes five Victorian listed houses and a 

Victorian listed church (Conservation Area Character Analysis, p.21). Opposite this terrace are 
billboards which have been there in one form or another for at least 84 years (see Figs.8, 9 and 10) 
and are an integral part of the character of Hyde Park Corner, as is the angle of the junction and the 
low lying sandstone wall with flowerbed. These billboards add to the character of this urban 
shopping centre. The sandstone wall is an attractive feature with the acute angle of the wall topped 
by the unusual domed coping stone. In recent years in spring and summer the space inside has been 
planted with flowers as a memorial to Jean Crowther who for many years ran the florist shop at 19 
Headingley Lane and has historical importance within the conservation area for local people. 
Removal of the buildings, billboards and wall at this junction, and alteration of the angle of the 
junction, will change the view from the listed buildings so that they look onto an expanse of widened 
busy road, rather than across to the historic billboards, wall and flowerbed.
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Fig.8  Victoria Road looking towards Headingley Lane and Hyde Park Corner, 27th February 1930. Image © Leodis.    

 

   
Fig.9  Victoria Road looking towards Headingley Lane and Hyde Park Corner, 27th February 1930. Image © Leodis.    
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Fig.10  Victoria Road looking towards Headingley Lane and Hyde Park Corner, 4th March 2014. 
 
4.10. The Conservation Area Character Analysis (page 22) suggests that: 
 

 There is a need to retain and restore stone and stone capped brick boundary walls and gateposts, together 
 with stone kerbs, flags and setts. This applies equally to back lanes where ‘wheel bin’ stores could be 
 incorporated. 

 
4.11. Policy N18a of the NPPF states there will be a presumption against any demolition of a building or 

parts of a building which makes a positive contribution to the character and appearance of a 
conservation area. 

 
 The Crescent and Birdcage 
 
4.12. The alteration of traffic flow to prevent traffic turning right from Hyde Park Road onto Woodhouse 

Lane, left or right from Woodhouse Lane onto Woodhouse Street or Hyde Park Road and left from 
Headingley Lane onto Woodhouse Street effectively makes The Crescent shops of Hyde Park 
Corner and the Birdcage part of Woodhouse Moor into a traffic roundabout (see Fig.11).  
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Fig.11 Detail from A-05 Combined Plans Pack Technical and Landscape Drawings FINAL, drawing no. 312694/TD/021Rev 3. 
 
4.13 Hyde Park Corner is extremely busy with pedestrian footfall in this area of very low vehicle access 

and few, small gardens. It joins Woodhouse Moor which as mentioned above is the most intensively 
used park in Leeds. To widen Cliff Road and Headingley Lane would severely detract from the 
current enjoyment had by pedestrians at Hyde Park Corner and Woodhouse Moor and consequently 
from the quality of life and health and wellbeing of those living in Hyde Park and Woodhouse. 

 
4.12. Instead of being a vibrant local shopping centre at a crossroads, connected to an historic inner city 

park, Hyde Park Corner would become a large traffic intersection. 
 
4.13. Have the Promoters carried out studies to see how these junction and traffic flow alterations will 

affect rat-running in Hyde Park and Woodhouse? 
 
 

5.  Travel Between Leeds City Centre and Hyde Park & Woodhouse 
 
5.1. For anyone travelling home to Hyde Park and Woodhouse from the city centre by private vehicle, 

the journey is likely to be more difficult because outbound traffic will be sharing the road with 
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inbound traffic at Blenheim Walk, whereas now outbound traffic goes up Woodhouse Lane. This 
could lead to increased rat-running in Woodhouse and Little London. 

 
5.2. For anyone walking between Hyde Park and Woodhouse and the city centre the journey will be 

characterized by wider roads and far less grass and mature trees, making what is currently a pleasant 
walk far less enjoyable. The walk to and from Leeds city centre is a major part of the lives of Hyde 
Park and Woodhouse residents. 

 
5.3. For anyone cycling between Hyde Park and Woodhouse and the city centre the journey would be 

characterized by wider roads and far less grass and mature trees, making what is currently a pleasant 
cycle far less enjoyable. Sharing lanes with articulated, quiet trolleybuses, would make the cycle more 
dangerous in places.8 Cyclists are far more likely to be injured by a trolleybus than a standard bus. 
Cycling to and from Leeds city centre is a major part of many of the lives of Hyde Park and 
Woodhouse residents. There are lots of cyclists in South Headingley, including a lot of students. 

 

6. Headingley Bypass 
 
6.1. The proposed Headingley bypass would take the only remaining public green-space in Headingley, a 

1km green corridor, incorporating the last remains of Headingley Moor, an ancient meadow, and 
approximately 90 mature and semi-mature trees, some of which are over 400 years old. This 
diversity of trees and habitat would be totally lost to living memory and it would be at least four 
generations before any re-planting brought back anything resembling even a small part of the current 
diversity. Approximately 45m of listed wall, (also in the Headingley Hill, Hyde Park and 
Woodhouse Moor Conservation Area) would be removed to accommodate the bypass. The 
environment and character of Headingley would be destroyed beyond repair by the scheme.  

 

7.  Consultation Failure 
 
7.1. The Promoters have failed to consult properly with the Hyde Park and Woodhouse Communities, 

including not advertising consultation events satisfactorily, not running consultation events for a 
decent amount of time, not providing information clearly at consultation events and not providing 
further information when requested. Please see the response to TWA/ A-01-3 in Dawn Carey 
Jones' Proof of Evidence for more details. 

                                                
8 http://newgenerationtransport.com/trolleybus-injury-statistics/ 
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7.2. Please also note: In their Conservation Area and Listed Building Consent planning applications the 

Promoters said that over 45,000 leaflets with general information about NGT were distributed from 
mid-November 2012 to those within a 600m band along the route. Many of SHCA's members live 
less than 600m from the proposed NGT route and did not receive a leaflet of general information 
about NGT. Even if they had, the leaflet was woefully inadequate and inaccurate in terms of content 
(see critique of the leaflets in Dawn Carey Jones' Proof of Evidence). 

 

8. Objections to Conservation Area and Listed Building Planning 
 Applications 
 
See Appendix 1 for SHCA's Objections to the following Conservation Area and Listed Building Planning 
Applications: 
 

Planning Application: 13/03873/LI, Listed building application for demolition of 45m section of 
listed wall. (TN071) 62 Headingley Lane, Leeds LS6 2BU 
 
Planning Application: 13/03875/LI, Listed building application for demolition and relocation of 
approximately 9m of listed wall and one gate pier. (TN077) 1 Kingston Terrace, Woodhouse, Leeds 
LS2 9BW 
 
Planning Application: 13/03890/LI, Listed building application for the fixture of a stud anchor for 
Overhead Line Equipment onto the façade of the building, approximately 6.8m or above from 
ground level in height, as part of the Leeds NGT scheme. (TN016) The Library Public House, 229 
Woodhouse Lane Woodhouse Leeds LS2 3AP 
 
Planning Application: 13/03915/LI, Fixture of a stud anchor for Overhead Line Equipment onto 
façade of the Grade II Listed building, approximately 6.8m or above from ground level in height, as 
part of the Leeds NGT scheme. (TN031) Pack Horse Inn, 208 Woodhouse Lane, Woodhouse, 
Leeds LS2 9DX 
 
Planning Application: 13/ 03941/LI, Listed building application for the fixture of a stud anchor for 
Overhead Line Equipment onto the façade of the building, approximately 6.8m or above from 
ground level in height, as part of the Leeds NGT scheme. (TN052) Emmanuel Church, Cavendish 
Road, Woodhouse, Leeds LS1 3EW 
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Planning Application: 13/03942/LI, Listed building application for the fixture of a stud anchor for 
Overhead Line Equipment onto the facade of the building, approximately 6.8m or above from 
ground level in height, as part of the Leeds NGT scheme. (TN053) Parkinson Building, 
Woodhouse Lane, Leeds LS2 9JT 
 
Planning Application: 13/03943/LI, Listed building application for the fixture of a stud anchor for 
Overhead Line Equipment onto the façade of the building, approximately 6.8m or above from 
ground level in height, as part of the Leeds NGT scheme. (TN054) Blenheim Baptist Church, 
Blackman Lane, Leeds LS2 9ER 
 
Planning Application: 13/03944/LI, Listed building for the fixture of a stud anchor for Overhead 
Line Equipment onto the façade of the building, approximately 6.8m or above from ground level in 
height, as part of the Leeds NGT scheme. (TN055) 177 - 179 Woodhouse Lane, Woodhouse, 
Leeds LS2 3AR  
 
Planning Application: 13/03953/CA, Conservation area application for demolition of building. 
(TN066)  
2 Victoria Road / 25A Headingley Lane, Leeds LS6 1BL 
 
Planning Application: 13/03956/CA, Conservation area application for demolition of shop 
buildings. (TN070) 11-23 Headingley Lane Leeds LS6 1BL 

!
!

Conclusion 
 
Taking into consideration the inadequate consultation, the huge and irreparable damage this scheme 
would cause to the character and environment of our community, especially to Woodhouse Moor and 
Hyde Park Corner, but also to other communities all along the north and south routes, for no benefit and 
at great expense to the city of Leeds, SHCA asks that you refuse to grant the Transport and Works Act 
Order. 
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Appendix 1: Objections to Conservation Area and Listed Building Planning Applications 

Appendix 2: The Historic Environment - Assessment of the Leeds New Generation 
Transport Environmental Statement by Archaeo-Environment Ltd (2014)  

Appendix 3: Photographs of Monument Moor taken 4th March 2014 

Appendix 4: Photographs of The Avenue taken 4th March 2014 

Appendix 5: Works and Land Plans, Sheet No.5, Works Nos. 7 (part 2), 7c and 7d 

Appendix 6: Photographs of the approach to Hyde Park Corner taken 16th March 2014 

Appendix 7: Headingley Hill, Hyde Park & Woodhouse Moor Conservation Area 
Appraisal and Management Plan, Leeds City Council (2012) 

Appendix 8: Friends of Woodhouse Moor: Statement of Case 

Appendix 9: Dawn Carey Jones: Proof of Evidence (Consultation) 

Appendix 10: A Parks and Greenspace Strategy for Leeds, Leeds City Council, 2009 

Appendix 11: Letter from Cllr Illingworth to Director of Public Health England, re. last 
remaining playing field in South Headingley, 28th August 2013 

Appendix 12: Letter from Headteacher of Quarry Mount Primary School, Woodhouse, re. 
demographic and health, 22nd March 2013 

Appendix 13: 
Letter from Open XS Cluster of Schools in relation to Planning Application 
12/02491 

Appendix 14: Hyde Park Heat, Royal Park School: Post-Closure Chronology by John 
Davison 

 
 
 
 


