
West Park Residents Association (WPRA)       CLOSING STATEMENT 

The Association has given long and careful thought to the proposed Leeds Trolleybus Vehicle System (LTVS) and 

the extensive documentation produced in support of the scheme. It has cooperated and worked with other 

resident groups in North West Leeds and most especially the North West Leeds Transport Forum (NWLTF). 

WPRA fully supports and endorses the submissions made by NWLTF, including their Closing Statement. 

In its own Closing Statement WPRA wishes to state that it is unable to support the Transport & Works Act Order 

(TWAO) for LTVS. This decision has been based on the following considerations: 

1 Despite the claim that LTVS is “plan-led”, there is no adequate, up-to-date and thorough review of 

Leeds’ transport needs, nor any thorough review of the means by which these could be addressed in 

relation to the various transport modes and different radial routes. Overall, for the A660 and for 

Leeds as a whole, the proposals lack any analytical basis on which this or any other transport 

scheme could be judged effectively. 

2 We have no confidence in the quality of work underlying this proposal.  The documentation produced in 

support of LTVS has been littered with errors, omissions, and mistakes. Some are trivial, but an 

indepth analysis undertaken by NWLTF has shown many errors or unwarranted assumptions being 

made which are fundamental to the Business Case. Many of these have been described in cross 

examination as “value judgments”, but they introduce uncertainties in the scheme outcomes across 

the spectrum from patronage, congestion, emissions and most importantly financial viability.  

3 We are concerned that unwarranted assumptions in the analysis have exaggerated the benefits of the 

scheme and that flaws in the Environmental Statement, and in the assessment of impacts on local 

communities, have underestimated the harm that it would do. The combination of these 

deficiencies means that the Promoters’ overall assessment of Planning Balance cannot be accepted. 

4 We are concerned that central and local government officials, political representatives and the general 

public are unaware that the business case and financial viability of the LTVS rests on unwarranted 

assumptions – most particularly about peoples’ perceptions about the attractiveness of the 

proposed system to potential users. 

5 There has been no meaningful and genuine consultation with transport users, or with local residents 

and businesses. There has been no opportunity for the meaningful engagement in the scheme 

development which appears to be a fundamental aspect of governmental advice in proposals of this 

nature. 

6 The Public Inquiry has demonstrated the inability of the NGT staff and consultants to respond to the 

cross examination sessions of the Public Inquiry in a manner which demonstrates a full and 

comprehensive knowledge of the proposals and its underlying detail.  As a result, we have no 

confidence that the proposal has had the scrutiny and attention to detail necessary to ensure that 

the LTVS offers value for money to justify major public funding and the concomitant call upon local 

government finances. 

Overall, we submit that the Secretaries of State can have no confidence that the scheme is capable of delivering 

the transport improvements needed for Leeds, or that the scheme would deliver benefits which in any way 

compensate for the damage that it would cause to the environment, heritage and character of north west 

Leeds. We therefore submit that it would be wrong and wholly unsafe to approve the TWAO. 

 

Presented by Douglas Kemp, Chair of WPRA on behalf of WPRA     24th October 2014 


