
OPENING STATEMENT FROM WEETWOOD 

RESIDENTS’ ASSOCIATION TO THE PUBLIC 

ENQUIRY. 

Sirs 

I speak as Chair of the Weetwood Residents’ Association – 

approximately 600 residences along the east side of the 

A660 Otley Road and the route of 7 active and frequent bus 

services. We are a Residents’ Association which is fully 

accredited by the City Council, has formal Articles of 

Association and has been in existence for some 27 years. 

We are controlled by our Residents through the elected 

Committee. 

We collaborated fully in the preparation of the 

Neighbourhood Design Statement of 2005 (adopted by the 

City Council as Supplementary Planning Guidance) and its 

2014 revision. These documents are available as Core 

Documents D-3-5 and D-3-6. It must be stressed however 

that these are, or will be, Council documents and reflect 

Council policies as well as the views and aspirations of the 

communities depicted. Where these conflict the 

communities have had to accept the force majeure of 

Council policy. 

We are an Affiliated member of the North West Leeds 

Transport Forum which was formed both to oppose the 

current plans and to try to open dialogue with the 

authorities to bring about sustained improvement in those 

public transport services which serve our community and 

neighbourhood. We fully endorse the views put forward by 

the North West Leeds Transport Forum. 



We oppose the granting of the TWAO and we oppose the 

current plans for the trolley system on several principles 

and many detailed points. We intend through presentation 

and through cross-examination to lay most of these points 

to the Inquiry and our earlier submissions, Statements of 

Case and Proofs of Evidence include all of them in detail. 

In taking our position as a Residents’ Association we have, 

at the very outset, tried to the best of our ability to gauge 

the views of residents and small businesses within our 

constituency. All residences were delivered of our Opinion 

Survey by hand in all cases and by electronic means in 

many cases. Returns were made as easy as we could and 

were properly controlled and evaluated. 

Several public meetings were arranged, complemented by 

our formal AGM’s. They were very well attended and the 

attendees were provided with our best analyses of the 

plans from NGT, were provided with our attempts to input 

our ideas for improvement to NGT and allowed full and 

open participation. 

WE ARE AS CONFIDENT AS WE CAN BE THAT WE DO 

INDEED REFLECT THE VIEWS OF THE STRONG 

MAJORITY OF RESIDENTS IN WHAT WE ARE SAYING 

AND DOING IN OPPOSITION TO THE CURRENT PLANS. 

It is because of this that we have been committed in 

applying our resolve, time, local knowledge, expertise and 

heart against the considerable public funded resources of 

Metro/NGT. We do this because it is our duty so to do. 

We will not qualify our many statements to you as merely 

opinion. We say very directly and unequivocally that the 

current plans for a trolley bus system along the planned 



route is wrong – and very damaging to our current public 

transport system, very damaging to the Public Purse and 

very damaging to our neighbourhoods. 

We submit to the Inquiry that the current plans:- 

 Are a waste of public funds. 

 Offer neither integration of public transport nor 

connectivity for journeys. 

 Are very unlikely to result in the modal shift from 

private to public transport. 

 Propose an outmoded technology which will lock the 

City into the past for another generation at least. 

 Are damaging to communities, local businesses, 

heritage and environment. 

 Degrade the current public transport offering on the 

route. 

 Are flawed by poor conception and lack of attention to 

key details. 

 Are mistaken in their choice of route. 

 Are harmful to other travellers along the route whether 

by active modes, private or commercial vehicles. 

 ARE ENTIRELY UNWORTHY OF A CITY WHICH HAS 

ASPIRATIONS TO BE “GREAT AND THE BEST” AND 

“EUROPEAN”. 

Our reasons for this view are, in brief:- 



 The scheme is unnecessary and significant 

improvements can be achieved by other means at 

much less public cost and in much less time. 

 It is unnecessarily expensive and carries significant 

on-going risk to the City’s purse. 

 It is unnecessarily destructive of amenity and 

environment. 

 It does not improve the public transport offering on 

the route. 

 It will not meet the declared aspirations of our City 

and its Strategy. 

 It will not meet the objectives which the Proposers 

have set for themselves. 

WE  INTEND TO JUSTIFY THESE POINTS IN FULL DURING 

THIS INQUIRY. 


