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1. Summary 

Introduction 

1.1. My name is Thomas Stuart Walker and I am a Partner with the practice of 

Gillespies LLP. I hold a Bachelor of Arts Honours Degree and Postgraduate 

Diploma in Landscape Architecture (Leeds Polytechnic) and a Masters in 

Urban Design and Regeneration (Manchester University). I have been a 

professional Chartered Member of the Landscape Institute since 1992. I am 

an Academician of the Academy of Urbanism. 

Summary and Conclusions 

1.2. In my introduction I have detailed my landscape and urban design 

qualifications, over 20 years professional experience as a Member of the 

Chartered Landscape Institute and experience of working on public transport 

infrastructure projects. I have also clarified my role and involvement with NGT, 

leading the Gillespies design and assessment team which has worked on 

NGT, since 2007.  

1.3. This document is my Summary proof. I have also produced a Main Proof and 

an Appendix for additional more recent design information. I also make 

reference to a number of the TWAO documents which Gillespies have 

authored. Namely the: 

 The Landscape Townscape and Visual Assessment LTVA (A-08e-1),  

 NGT Design and Access Statement Volume 1 (Principles and 

Components) (A-08k), 

 NGT Design Statement Volume 2 (the 1:1000 scale Landscape 

Proposals/mitigation Plans) (A-08k),  

 NGT Design Statement Volume 3 (Character Area Regeneration 

Synergy) (B-12) and; 
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 Updated photomontages included in the January 2014 updated TWA 

Environmental Statement and Supporting Documentation 

Environmental Statement Volume III Figures (B-7).  

 

Scheme Design Evolution  

1.4. In Chapter 3 I have set out how NGT broadly follows the alignment of the 

Leeds Supertram tram scheme which received powers via a Parliamentary 

Order in 1993 (renewed in 2000), following a public inquiry. Therefore the 

principle of a public transport scheme along the route of NGT has already 

been established.  

1.5. During the design process of NGT there have been a number of amendments 

and refinements to the scheme. These have been in response to operational 

requirements, the environmental assessment process (including the tree 

survey) and extensive consultations with Leeds City Council Plans Panel, 

residents, businesses, planning design officers at the City Council and key 

interest groups such as cycle groups, the Leeds Civic Trust and the Access 

Forum which represents people with a disability. Design change has continued 

in light of recent representations and objections and amended Landscape 

Plans produced and set out in Appendix 1 (App-10-3-1). 

1.6. The landscape and urban design proposals for NGT have been refined over 

the years to the point where the design principles and standards have been 

confirmed in the Design Statement Vol. 1 (A-08k) and outline design shown on 

the 1:1000 scale landscape plans contained in the Design Statement Vol. 2 

(A-08k) and Combined Plans Pack (A-05). Since the TWAO submission, 

further amendments have been carried out to the design in light of comments 

received. The revised landscape plans are included as appendix 1 to my proof 

(App-10-3-1).  
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1.7. It is through these documents that the Promoters have made a commitment to 

design standards and use of high quality materials and design measures such 

as: 

 natural stone paving in ‘city quality’ areas (P28-31 of A-08k),  

 soft grass carriageway treatment for segregated off highway sections, 

 a preference for building fixing of OLE where feasible and combining 

OLE support poles with lights to reduce clutter, and,  

 the creation of new tree avenues and tree replacement ratios.  

Landscape/Townscape 

1.8. In Chapter 5 I have set out the approach to, and commented on the results of, 

the Landscape/Townscape and Visual amenity assessment of NGT that 

formed part of the NGT Environmental Statement. The Townscape/Landscape 

and Visual amenity assessments were undertaken separately. 

1.9. Review of the townscape/landscape character assessment for the north route 

show that, due to mitigation, 20 of the 29 character areas will experience only 

small change to character in terms of non-significant beneficial effects or non-

significant adverse effects. Despite NGT passing through a large number of 

Conservation Areas and adjacent to Listed Buildings (which automatically 

raise the level of townscape sensitivity) its impact is limited to only nine 

character areas. Of these I believe that most would not have recorded 

significant adverse impact on character had the GLVIA Third Edition (G-4-22) 

been followed and when a longer timeframe beyond 15 years is taken into 

account when replacement trees reach greater stature. Only at the Bodington 

Park and Ride site, the off highway section behind the Headingley Arndale 

and at Hyde Park Corner do significant adverse character impacts persist in 

my opinion.  

1.10. For the south route landscape/townscape, mitigation comprising public realm 

enhancements, improved pedestrian facilities, OLE strategies to minimise 

clutter and new tree planting have been successful in reducing potential 
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effects to non-significant levels. It should also be noted that despite the park 

and ride and depot being situated on open fields the comprehensive 

landscape proposals reduce impacts and would improve bio-diversity..  

1.11. From review of the visual assessment of the north route it is clear that as NGT 

mainly runs in existing busy highway corridors that there are only isolated 

sensitive, mainly residential receptors, which will experience significant 

adverse change in visual amenity, and these will be reduced as replacement 

tree planting matures. I also note that six character areas have receptors that 

will experience beneficial effects on visual amenity as a result of 

streetscape/public realm enhancements. Only the off highway Character Area 

No. 13, behind the Headingley Arndale, has receptors that will experience 

residual adverse visual affects but these must be seen in the context of the 

benefits to pedestrians and cyclist and the existing planning allocation for 

Supertram.   

1.12. For the south route there are no visual receptors likely to experience residual 

adverse effects, and there are receptors in six character areas that will 

experience slight improvements in visual amenity.  

Trees 

1.13. In Chapter 6 I set out how the existing tree stock along the NGT routes have 

been surveyed in accordance with the most relevant guidance BS5837:2012  

(F-20). The survey evaluated tree condition and the effect of NGT on 

individual and groups of trees. In summary the results show that of the 453 

trees to be felled at least 260 trees are D or U category trees which have a 

limited life expectancy and which development would not normally be planned 

around. These number contrast with the 1717 specimen, 60 super specimen 

replacement trees, and 61,124m2 of woodland planting that is proposed. In 

my view, whilst the replacement planting is not always in the same local area 

due to physical constraints and obviously not of the same size as many of the 

trees being lost, when taken as a whole, these figures demonstrate the net 

gain for the corridors in the long term when the replacement trees reach 
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maturity. In effect NGT is replacing an ageing tree stock along the corridors 

and will ensure a legacy of tree cover for future generations.   

1.14. I then highlight that to give certainty the Design and Access Statement Volume 

1 (A-08k) in Section 2-10 sets out the size of replacement trees and 

specification for their planting. I note that the replacement specimen trees are 

classed as semi mature stock.  The Statement and Tree Survey also set out 

need for arboricultural method statements and watching briefs by arborists to 

ensure that the detailed design retains existing trees, considers trees at risk 

and will ensure that they are not damaged during the construction process.  

1.15. Finally under section 2-13, the Design Statement sets out the need for high 

standards of maintenance to ensure soft landscape, including replacement 

trees, establish and then mature. The need for a maintenance manual and 

proper management procedures and resources are also highlighted.   

Policy and Guidance Review 

1.16. In Chapter 4, I have identified the national and local, policy and guidance that 

is applicable to the design of NGT. In Chapter 7, I reviewed NGT’s compliance 

against the key tests that arise from my review in Chapter 4. This has revealed 

a general support for public transport schemes provided they respect and 

respond to the character of the townscape and landscape through which they 

pass. Nationally there is a lack of specific guidance on the design of trolleybus 

schemes as it is a relatively new and rare mode of transport.  

1.17. However I believe NGT complies with the design and street focused national 

policy and guidance that does exist, in that it has set out: 

 a clear design quality rational and set of principles,  

 proposals that respond to the local character and,  

 proposals to mitigate where impacts are unavoidable.  

1.18. Locally NGT complies with policy and local frameworks as NGT is identified as 

a proposal in existing frameworks and the design complies with requirements 

to respect and improve Conservations Areas, improve streetscapes and 
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greenspace, replace aging tree stock, and improve connectivity for public 

transport, pedestrians and cyclists.  

Objections 

1.19. A number of objections to NGT have been received which refer to townscape, 

landscape and visual amenity matters. I have considered these and in most 

cases have referred back to other parts of my proof where I deal with the 

issue. However there are a number where I have responded specifically to 

detailed issues that have been raised. Of the objections that I have reviewed I 

do not believe any raise any new substantial matters that have not already 

been considered in the design and assessment of the project to date, or could 

not be dealt with by ongoing more detailed design work.  

Statement of matters 

1.20. In my Proof of Evidence I address the following matter in whole or in part: 

Matter 5. The Likely impact on the public, businesses and the environment of 

constructing and operating the scheme, including; (d) impacts on landscape, 

townscape and visual amenity, including proposals for the removal and 

replacement of trees, the effects on the character and appearance of 

conservation areas and on listed buildings.  

1.21. I set out and focus on the effects of the scheme on landscape, townscape and 

visual amenity in Chapter 5 and on trees in Chapter 6. I also cover to some 

degree impact on conservation areas and listed buildings in Chapter 5 but 

defer to the evidence of Phil Ward who is covering these aspects in more 

detail.   

Final Conclusion  

1.22. In final conclusion I believe the NGT scheme has now reached a sound 

balance between townscape, landscape and operational objectives. This 

means that the scheme broadly complies with national, local, planning, design 

and streetscape policy and guidance.  
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