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Introduction 

1.1. My name is Kevin David Leather. My name is Kevin David Leather. I have a 

BSc (hons) Degree in Environmental Science from the University of East 

Anglia and an MSc in Pollution and Environmental Control from the 

University of Manchester.  I am a full member of the Institute of 

Environmental Management and Assessment (IEMA) and Chartered 

Environmentalist with the Society for the Environment.  I am also a registered 

environmental auditor under the IEMA Scheme.  I sit on the Yorkshire and 

Humber steering group for IEMA. I have over 25 years’ experience in EIA, 

including several large transport schemes in the UK.    

1.2. My role on the NGT Scheme is that of general environmental specialist, to 

ensure that appropriate EIA processes, procedures and guidance are 

followed and that appropriate technical specialists are used in each of the 

environmental topics examined. I also reviewed a number of the supporting 

documents to the TWA Order Application. 

TWA Process, Adequacy of the ES and Conformity with the Application 

Rules 

1.3. An ES and supporting environmental documentation including a supplement 

to the ES has been prepared and submitted in support of the TWAO. The ES 

describes the results of the EIA process that is designed to identify and 

assess the likely effects of the NGT Scheme on the environment.  Where 

adverse effects are predicted and are considered to be significant, 

appropriate mitigation measures have been designed and incorporated into 

the NGT Scheme to avoid or reduce the effects as part of the iterative EIA 

process.   

1.4. The EIA process has been undertaken in accordance with the EIA Directive 

and the TWA Application Rules. My evidence, based on the advice of my 

specialist colleagues and the legal team, where necessary, is that the 

requirements of the Application Rules in relation to EIA have been met fully.  
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1.5. The conclusion of my evidence is that the ES meets in full all necessary 

requirements for such documents. The ES has been prepared in accordance 

with Government guidance and best practice by an experienced team of EIA 

specialists. 

1.6. My evidence, based on the advice of my specialist colleagues and the legal 

team, where necessary, is that the requirements of the Application Rules in 

relation to EIA have been met fully.  

NGT Scheme Development and Consideration of Alternatives  

1.7. Throughout the design process, since the outset in 2007, an ongoing 

environmental appraisal has been undertaken for the relevant transport 

mode options and the relevant route alignment options, where appropriate.  

This environmental review of design options was part of the EIA process and 

was described in Chapter 3 of the ES (A-08b) and supporting documents that 

are referred to in the alternatives paragraph 3.28 of the Proof of Evidence.  

Conformity with Environmental Policies 

1.8. During the environmental assessment process, environmental policies from 

LCC and other Government departments were reviewed by the specialists for 

each environmental topic. In all cases the NGT Scheme was judged by the 

EIA specialists to comply with relevant environmental policies, as described 

in the respective Technical Appendices, under section 5 conclusions, 

compliance with planning policy. Planning policy is also addressed in the 

Main Statement on page 186 paragraph 9.7 and paragraph 3.31 of my Proof 

of Evidence.  

Mitigation Measures and Significant Residual Effects 

1.9. Where environmental effects were considered to be significant as part of the 

EIA process, suitable mitigation measures were put forward to avoid, reduce 

or remedy any adverse environmental effects. In my opinion, based on 

discussions with environmental experts, and the evidence presented in this 

Proof of Evidence, the mitigation measures that have been applied are 
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considered to be appropriate for the nature of the NGT Scheme and the 

urban environment. 

1.10. The significant residual environmental effects that remain, after mitigation 

has been applied, have been identified in my Proof of Evidence under 

Chapter four for each environmental topic covered in the ES, that is relevant 

to this other environmental matters Proof of Evidence.   

1.11. All mitigation measures identified in the ES are incorporated within the NGT 

Scheme and form part of the TWAO. As stated in paragraph 3.11 above it 

has been assumed that mitigation measures to control environmental effects 

from the construction phase will be managed through the implementation of 

a CoCP (A-08g-2). The assessment has taken the mitigation measures as 

outlined in the CoCP into account such that they form part of the NGT 

Scheme.  

1.12. Where significant residual environmental effects have been identified, the 

Promoters are committed to ongoing improvements in environmental 

performance during the detailed design stage.  In my opinion, this presents a 

realistic opportunity to reduce further the likely environmental effects.   

1.13. I believe that environmental issues can be further resolved during the 

detailed design phase and through the appropriate implementation of further 

mitigation measures by the appointed construction contractor.  As I have 

stated in my Proof of Evidence the proposed mitigation measures as outlined 

in the ES are considered appropriate and reasonable. 

Sustainable Development  

1.14. The conclusion of my evidence in relation to sustainable development in the 

context of the NPPF is that the TWAO submission has been supported by a 

range of studies that relate to optimising sustainable development of the 

proposed NGT Scheme, wherever possible. These studies are summarised 

in the voluntary SA report that confirms the NGT Scheme supports local and 

national sustainable development objectives. In my opinion, the 

documentation submitted follows relevant Government guidance on 
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sustainable development and the SA has been prepared in accordance with 

best practice by an experienced team of sustainability specialists.  In 

addition, the consideration of sustainable development objectives during the 

detailed design phase provides an opportunity to further reduce the 

environmental effects of the NGT Scheme and also improve the overall 

sustainability performance of the NGT Scheme. 

Statement of Matters 

1.15. In my evidence I have addressed the identified items in the Statement of 

Matters as outlined in Chapter Six, the likely impact on the public, 

businesses, and the environment of constructing and operating the NGT 

Scheme.  These environmental topic items have been assessed as part of 

the EIA process for the NGT Scheme and I have indicated where the 

information can be found in the main body of the Proof of Evidence and in 

the ES. I have also examined the measures proposed by the Promoters for 

mitigating any identified adverse environmental effects of the NGT Scheme, 

as described in the ES.     

Response to Particular Issues Raised by Objectors  

1.16. I have addressed objections, representations and relevant statement of 

cases from stakeholders and residents that relate to my area of expertise 

and that of the other environmental matters as described in my Proof of 

Evidence. 


	Kevin Leather 1
	APP-15-1  Kevin Leather Summary Proof of Evidence 

