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                     City Development 
                     Planning Services 
                     Ninth Floor East 
                     Merrion House 
                     110 Merrion Centre 

  Leeds LS2 8BB 
    
 Contact: David Newbury 
 

    
Our reference: PREAPP/22/00055 david.m.newbury@leeds.gov.uk 
    
BY E-MAIL ONLY 13th April 2022 
 
Dear Andrew, 
 
Transpennine Route Upgrade  Environmental 
Impact Assessment (EIA) Screening Opinion of the Local Planning Authority pursuant 
to the Town and Country Planning (EIA) Regulations 2017 (SI No. 571) (as amended) 
 
I write with reference to your letter dated 8th February 2022 (Your ref  151666-TRA-E234-
000-REP-W-EN-000140). As I understand, you are seeking a Screening Opinion from the 
Local Authority in accordance with Regulation 6(6) of the Town and Country Planning 
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017, in relation to the above proposal.  In 
the first instance, please accept my sincere apologies for the delay in this response.   
 
Your letter confirms that the Screening Opinion relates to the proposed upgrades to the 
TransPennine Railway Route, between the areas from Leeds City Centre (east of Leeds 
Station) (known as project E2) through to land to the east of Micklefield Station (known as 
project E4) up to the boundary with Selby District Council. In summary, your letter concludes 
that there are unlikely to be any significant environmental effects arising from the proposals, 
including the most relevant types and characteristics of potential impacts outlined in 
Schedule 3 of the regulations. 
  
The 2017 EIA Regulations set out the types of development that must always be subject to 
an EIA (Schedule 1 development) and those that may require an EIA, if they are likely to give 
rise to significant effects on the environment by virtue of factors such as their nature, size 
and location (Schedule 2).  Where the LPA have to decide whether Schedule 2 development 
is EIA development, the authority must take account of the selection criteria set out at 
Schedule 3 of the EIA regulations with regard to the (i) characteristics of the development, 
(ii) the location of the development and (iii) characteristics of the potential impact.  
 
In this case, the proposed works across the railway lines within the areas you have 
identified, are not a Schedule 1 development.  With regard to Schedule 2 development, of 
relevance is Section 10(d) of Schedule 2, which relates to infrastructure projects and 
includes the construction of railways not included in schedule 1.  The EIA exclusion 
threshold in this regard, is where (as relevant to this site) the works exceed more than 1 
hectare of development.  

Andrew Wooddisse 
Network Rail 
Northern House 
9 Rougier Street 
York 
YO1 6HZ 
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Guidance within the National Planning Practice Guidance published in March 2014 advises 
that if a proposed project is listed in the first column in Schedule 2 and exceeds the relevant 

 
proposal needs to be screened by the local planning authority to determine whether 
significant effects are likely and hence whether an assessment is required with regard to 
Schedule 3.  The NPPG also provides further indicative criteria and thresholds and notes 
that an EIA is unlikely to be required for the redevelopment of land unless the new 
development is of a significantly greater scale than the previous use or the types of impact 
are of a markedly different nature or there is a high level of contamination.   
 
In terms of the location of the development, I would concur with your assessment that the 
site does not lie within a sensitive area as defined in Regulation 2(1), which are SSSI and 
European sites, National Parks and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and World 
Heritage sites.  
 
Under Schedule 3, within the characteristics of development, the scale of the proposed 
scheme is described as being works set within the context and character of the existing 
railway corridor. The scale of the individual works is modest in scale and, although the 
accumulation of the individual works spans across a long length of railway line it is 
concluded, similar to previous similar schemes, that the proposal is not of more than local 
importance in terms of its effect on the environment.  Whilst the proposed alterations to 
Peckfield Level Crossing will individually have an impact upon the character of the original 
site and wider area, the scale and siting of the resultant works are not considered to be 
excessive, or of a nature that would have a substantial environmental impact that will need to 
be further assessed.  Furthermore, clarification has been received on 4 specific areas of 
work, namely: 
 

 HUL4/30 - Works to A63 Halton Dial underbridge (HUL4/30) comprising construction 
of in-situ concrete arch saddle (which may be reinforced) and raising of track level on 
approaches. 

 
 HUL4/21A - Works to Austhorpe Lane Footbridge (HUL4/21A) involving either track 

lower and slew or replacement within a reconstructed HUL4/21, to address soffit and 
parapet height restrictions. 

 
 HUL4/21 - Works to Austhorpe Lane overbridge (HUL4/21) comprising either a) track 

lower and slew, reconstruction of arch deck and modifications to arches, parapet 
extensions to comply with minimum height requirements (1,800 mm) and anti-
trespass measures, or b) full reconstruction. 

 
 HUL4/20 - Works to Crawshaw Woods overbridge (HUL4/20) comprising either a) 

partial reconstruction (track lower and slew in combination with retention/ raising of 
cast iron arches, replacement of timber deck, extension of parapets to comply with 
1,800 mm minimum height requirements and installation of anti-trespass measures), 
or b) full reconstruction. 
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With regard to works at HUL4/30, it has been confirmed that this is no longer proposed with 
only minor pointing work required meaning this can be removed from the EIA screening 
opinion. Confirmation has also been received in respect of HUL4/21A, HUL4/21 & HUL4/20 
which has confirmed that you consider that works to lower the track and slew would be 
permissible under Part 18 of the GPDO with no prior approval required. Therefore, these 
works can also be removed from the consideration of this EIA screening opinion. 
 
Taking the above into account, I do not consider that significant effects would be caused 

development; the impact being in terms of use on natural resources, the production of waste, 
pollution or noise created or the risk of accidents.    
 
With regard to the location of development and the characteristics of the potential impact, 
there would not, in my view, be undue significant effects with regards to any environmentally 
sensitive areas.  Furthermore, I consider that the characteristics of the potential impact are 
on the local environment rather than being of a more wide reaching nature and these 
matters, including potential issues relating to visual amenity, heritage, traffic, noise/ 
vibrations, air quality, flood risk, public health, land contamination and biodiversity addressed 
within the accompanying statement provided. 
 
I am therefore of the opinion that an Environmental Impact Assessment for the development 
would not be necessary under the above-mentioned regulation. I would be obliged if you 
would accept this as the formal screening opinion from the Local Planning Authority.  
 
I must point out the screening opinion in no way infers acceptance of the proposed 
development or prejudices the outcome of any future planning application 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
David Newbury 
Group Leader 
Planning Services 
Leeds City Council 
 
Encs. 1. Written Statement of Environmental Impact Assessment Screening 
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1. CASE DETAILS 

Case 
Reference 

PREAPP/22/00055 

Brief description 
of the project / 
development 

 Strengthening/repair works to 
various bridges and viaducts 

 Parapet extensions to 
footbridges to comply with 
requirements 

 Construction of track sectioning 
cabins 

 Installation of anti-trespass 
measures to footbridges 

 Potential track lower & slew 
 Closure of existing level crossing 

and a new footbride/PROW 
diversion 

 Works compound storage 
 Upgrade works to road to widen 

highway for refuse vehicles 

Developer Network Rail 

LPA Leeds City Council  

2. EIA DETAILS 

Is the project Schedule 1 development according to 
Schedule 1 of the EIA Regulations? 

No 

If YES, which description of development (THEN GO TO Q4) N/A 

Is the project Schedule 2 development under the EIA 
Regulations? 

Yes 

If YES, under which description of development in Column 1 
and Column 2? 

10(b) Urban Development Project 

Is the development within, partly within, or near a 
EIA 

Regulations? 
No 

If YES, which area? N/A 

Are the applicable thresholds/criteria in Column 2 
exceeded/met?  

No  

If yes, which applicable threshold/criteria? No 

3. LPA/SOS SCREENING 

Has the LPA or SoS issued a Screening Opinion (SO) or 
Screening Direction (SD)? (In the case of Enforcement 
appeals, has a Regulation 37 notice been issued) 

Yes  this document is the screening 
opinion of the LPA. 

If yes, is a copy of the SO/SD on the file? N/A 

If yes, is the SO/SD positive?  No  an EIA is not required. 

4. ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT 

Has the developer supplied an ES for the current or previous 
(if reserved matters or conditions) application? 

No 
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18. CONCLUSIONS   ACCORDING TO EIA REGULATIONS SCHEDULE 3 

The location of the development is not considered environmentally sensitive area as defined in 
Part 1 of the EIA Regulations (i.e. a Site of Special Scientific Interest, National Park, Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty, World Heritage Site, Scheduled Monument or European Site), in 
terms of the likely impacts from the proposed use.  It is considered that the scale and nature 
of the proposed development would be compatible with the existing and emerging urbanised 
character of the area, and therefore it is not considered that this scheme would have a 
significant environmental effect in this context. In conclusion, based on the information 
submitted to the Local Planning Authority to date, and subject to the formally submitted 
documents above, it is not considered that the potential magnitude of the environmental 
impacts of this proposal are so significant as to warrant an EIA submission. 
 
An Environmental Impact Assessment for the development is not considered necessary under 
the above mentioned regulation. 
  
 

19. SCREENING DECISION 

If a SO/SD has been provided do you agree 
with it? opinion.  

Is it necessary to issue a SD? No 

Is an ES required? No 

20. ASSESSMENT (EIA REGS SCHEDULE 2 
DEVELOPMENT) OUTCOME 

Is likely to have significant effects on the 
environment 

ES required No 

Not likely to have significant effects on the 
environment 

ES not required Yes 

More information is required to inform 
direction 

Request further info No 

 

 

 

NAME 

David Newbury 
Group Manager 
Development Management  
Leeds City Council 

DATE  14/Apr/22 

 


