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Introduction

This report provides an assessment of the potential landscape and visual effects of new
mounds using approximately 26,000 cubic metres of inert waste resulting from excavation
activities on Calder Vale Park and associated landscape treatment on greenfield land west of

Calder Vale Park, Simonstone

This report is arranged in 5 parts:

Methodology and Information Sources describes the approach to impact assessment and also

identifies a range of existing studies that are relevant to the assessment.

Baseline studies that describe the broader and more local landscape context of the site,
existing characteristics of the site, landscape and visual character of the l|ocal area, and
reviews the planning policy context, identifying landscape designations within which the

proposal is to be considered.

Description of the mounds and landscape treatment and identification of Potential Landscape
Effects: describes the characteristics of the mounds and landscape treatment and identifies
elements and characteristics that could cause potential landscape effects, taking into account

the various measures proposed as part of the project design in order to mitigate those effects

Assessment of the Potentiol Visug! Effects identifies potential visual receptors and assesses
the potential effects of the mounds and landscape treatment on visual amenity in accordance

with the agreed scope of the assessment Likely significant effects are identified where

appropriate.

Summary and Conclusions: as to the effects of the mounds and landscape treatment on the

landscape and on visual amenity

2 Methodology and Information Sources
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2.4

The primary purpose of the assessment is to determine what the likely significant effects of
the development would be on the landscape and on visual amenity. Assessment to determine
whether effects are likely to be significant or not significant involves the combined
consideration of the sensitivity of the landscape or visual receptor to the proposal, and the
magnitude of change or scale of the effect that would occur in the landscape or in the view
Each is assessed via a 5 point scale that ranges from high to fow. The descriptive criteria used
to assess sensitivity and magnitude of change and the approach to assessment of significance

are set out in Appendix 1 to this report.

A Screening Opinion in respect of the mounds and landscape treatment was requested from
Lancashire County Council in accordance with the Environmental Impact Assessment (England)
Regulations 1999. The Screening Opinion published on 13 October 2011 judged that the
proposed development does not falls within the scope of the EIA Regulations and thus the
submission of an environmental impact assessment to accompany the application for planning
consent is not required. However, the Opinion advised that ‘the mounds could have an impact
upon the visual amenity of the local area during the construction phase and by their presence
in the landscape’ and it also noted that ‘an assessment of visual impact could satisfactorily be

undertaken as part of the normal planning application process.’

There is potential for local residents to be affected by the appearance of the mounds and
fandscape treatment in views of the [ocal and wider landscape Consultations were
undertaken with Lancashire County Council in September 2011 in order to agree the scope of
the assessment and the selection of viewpoints for assessment. This involved submission of
details concerning the development, a proposed approach to assessment and a provisional
schedule of nine viewpoints proposed for assessment. Following Lancashire County Council
Landscape Officer’s response on 3 October 2011 and an assessment of the nine viewpoints on
site, four of the viewpoints were omitted due to views of the development site being
interrupted and screened by woodland and landform. One additional viewpoint was added at

the request of the Landscape Officer.

Six viewpoints are proposed that will assist with the assessment of landscape and visual
effects. The locations of these viewpoints are all publicly accessible and represent a range of
location types and viewing distances. The locations of the viewpoints are illustrated on Figure

5.




25 The assessment draws on guidance provided by a range of sources, notably:

‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ {GLVIA) {Landscape Institute and

the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, second edition 2002.); and

‘Landscape Character Assessment: Guidance for England and Scotland’, (Countryside Agency

and Scottish Natural Heritage 2002).

26 The assessment process aims to establish the following:

= a clear understanding of the site and its wider landscape setting, identifying its landscape
character, value and sensitivity to the development proposed;

» the nature of the development proposals and/or any mitigation measures

= the potential direct and indirect impacts of the proposals on visual receptors and on the
local landscape, including changes that would occur in the composition and character of
the view; and

» conclusions concerning the residual effects of the landform and landscape treatment

proposal.

2.7 In accordance with GLVIA guidance, the baseline against which the impacts of the mounds and
landscape treatment site have been assessed is the existing character of the landscape and

existing views that are available from within the local area i.e. the status quo.

2.8 The approach to assessment has involved desk study and information review, field study,
assessment of landscape character and value, identification of the likely landscape and visual

effects or impacts and prediction of their likely magnitude or level of impact according to

descriptive criteria.

3 Baseline Studies
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Local Context

The proposed development site forms part of a much wider area in the control of Fort Wilson
Properties; of which Fort Vale Engineering Ltd is the principal tenant. It is within the Industrial
Foothills and Valleys landscape, specifically character area 6a ‘Calder Valley’, identified by A

Landscape Strategy for Lancashire {Lancashire County Council, December 2000}

It is located on agricultural tand comprising predominantly species poor improved grassland to
the west of Simonstone Brook on the western flank of the Calder vale Park industrial site.
Approximately 120m to the south west of the development Simonstone Brook confluences
with the River Calder To the north, the boundary of the site is defined by the embankment of
the former Blackburn, Burnley, Accrington and Colne Extension Railway. Beyond that lies the
village of Simonstone. Open countryside lies to the south along with the Altham Pumping
Station and the River Calder. Altham industrial estate lies beyond this. To the west of the
application site is agricultural land and Gooseleach Woods, which are also in the ownership of

Fort Wilson Properties.

Landscape Character

A number of published documents assist in an appreciation of the landscape character of the

area surrounding the development site. These include:

. Natural England’s Landscape Character Assessment — Character Area 35, Lancashire
Valleys; and
. A Landscape Strategy for Lancashire (December 2000).

The key characteristics of the ‘Lancashire Valleys’ include:

. The broad valley of the River Calder and its tributaries running northeast/southwest
between natural backdrops of Pendle Hill and the Southern Pennines.

. Intensely urban character derived from main towns of Blackburn, Accrington and
Burnley which have developed rapidly since the industrial revolution. '

. Remnants of agricultural land fragmented by industry and scattered deve!opmenf. _ L

. Field boundaries, regular to the west, irreqular to the east, and degraded ro'un.b" ih‘é
urban areas, formed of hedges with few hedgerow trees and, at higher elevations by

stone walls and post and wire fences
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Local Landscape Character

‘A Landscape Strategy for Lancashire’ was published by Lancashire County Council in

December 2000 and provides the most up-to-date assessment of local landscape character.

The site is located within ‘Calder Valley’ (6a), a sub-type of ‘Industrial Foothills and Valleys’, a
‘complex transitional fandscape of relatively small scale with intensive settlement, a gentle
tandform and varied vegetation cover’. The sub-type is identified at several locations in

Lancashire and its ‘key characteristics’ as these apply to the landfill site include:

= lush, improved pastures utilised for dairy farming as well as sheep grozing
« Hedgerows and post and wire fencing on lower slopes and valley bottom
= Urban fringe land uses such as industrial buildings

= Important wooded element to the landscape

‘The Lancashire Woodland Vision’ provides information and guidance regarding new woodland
planting and woodland management in the context of A Landscape Strategy for Lancashire.
The Vision forms a key strategic document for Lancashire and underpins other major
strategies and policies, particularly in relation to the Lancashire Rural Recovery Action Plan,

the Northwest Regional Forestry Framework and the Sustainable Communities agenda.

The Vision contains ‘A Local Woodland Vision Statement’ for the Industrial Foothills and Valley

character type which is:

To develop a well-wooded, functional landscape in and around residential, commercial and
industrial developments to improve the image of the area, provide opportunities for outdoor
recreation for those who live and work in the area, and enhance environmental quality,

particularly along transports corridors..

Target areas for new Woodland are mcluded in: the Vismn and the lndustrlal Foothills and

Valley character type is identified as havmg a hlgh capacnty for__woodiand uphft Woodland

planting should be extensive and focused m urban frmge Iocat I ns _ nd along strategic

transport corridors, particularly where there are' (_:__reen.:-uns;ghtiy

development.
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Landscape Planning Policy and Designations

The development plan for Lancashire currently comprises the North-West Regional Spatial
Strategy (RSS), the the Joint Lancashire Minerals and Waste Development Framework {MWDF)
Core Strategy and Generic Development Control Policies, and/or any adopted Local
Development Framework Documents together with National Planning Policy Statements and

Guidance.

National policy and guidance is set out in PPS 7 (2004) ‘Sustainable Development in Rural
Areas’. It emphasises the importance that the Government gives ta sustainable development
as the core principle underpinning fand use planning Six key principles are identified that are

10 be applied in combination with all of the policies set out in the PPS. These include:

{vi) All development in rural areas should be well-designed and
inclusive, in keeping and scale with its location, and sensitive to

the character of the countryside and local distinctiveness.

Paragraph 15 notes that ‘planning authorities should continue to ensure that the quality and
character of the wider countryside is protected and, where possible, enhanced. They should
have particular regard to any areas that have been statutorily designated for their landscape,
wildlife or historic qualities where greater priority should be given to restraint of potentially

damaging development.’

The proposed development site lies within land covered by the Joint Lancashire Minerals and
Waste Development Framework (MWDF) and the saved policies of the Ribble Valley Local
Plan. These saved policies will, in due course, be replaced by the Local Development
Framework for Ribble Valley which will comprise a number of separate documents of which

the most relevant will be the Core Strategy DPD.

The following documents were consulted for relevant policies and/ or guidance relating to the

site and surrounding area, and are considered individuatly below:
* Joint Lancashire Minerals and Waste Development Framework (adopted February 2008);

= Supplementary Planning Document

‘Managing and Minimising Waste in New

Developments’ (adopted fuly 2007}

o Ribb'Ee Valley Local Plan (saved policies, September 2007); and
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Policy €56 of the MWDF Core Strategy promotes waste minimisation and on-site waste
management solutions during construction, particu!arly for the creation of green
infrastructure, to minimise the amount of waste taken off-site. The SPD provides additional
guidance to ensure applicants for planning permission consider waste minimisation in new
developments. It explains the background to sustainable construction and waste management
and sets out an approach to implementing Policy CS6 (which superseded Policy 86 of the

Lancashire Minerals and Waste Local Plan to which the SPD refers).

The mounds and landscape treatment site is within an area identified in saved policies ENV3

Open Countryside and ENV4 Green Belt of the Ribble Valiey Local Plan. Policy ENV3 states:

‘In the open countryside outside the AONB and areas immediately adjacent to it development
will be required to be in keeping with the character of the landscape Qreq ... ...
Proposals to conserve, renew and enhance landscape features, will be permitted, providing

regard has been given for the characteristic landscape features of the area.’

Policy ENV4 states:

‘Within the green belt, as shown on the proposals map, planning permission will not be given,
except in very special circumstances, for the erection of new buildings other than for the
purposes of agriculture, forestry, essential facilities for outdoor sport and recreation,
cemeteries and for other uses of land which preserve the openness of the green belt and

which do not conflict with the purposes of the designation.’

Description of the Mounds and Landscape Treatment Proposal and ldentification of

Potential Effects

The proposal is to reuse surplus material that would arise from the construction of Phase 1
and Phase 2 of Fort Vale Properties Calder Vale Park development as fill to create new
landform aznd mounds on the adjacent agricultural land. The construction of both phases of
development is expected to generate approximately 26,000 cubic metres of surplus material.

The majority of this would be clean inert material resulting from excavation activities

including a reduced level dig and site preparation and levelling.

The proposed mounds have been designed in the context of the amount of surplus material
and the existing landform of the agricultural land. !t would comprise five gently Sloping ridges

with their axis generally orientated north-south which would be perceived a_s'subtle changes

in the landscape. The ridges will have a maximum elevation of 4 metres ab'ove_'exis'_cing ground

3.19
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level with a maximum gradient of 1 in 3. The proposed profile and landscape treatment of the
new mounds is shown in Figure 1 — drawing number 632 200 Landscape Masterplan and
Figure 2 — drawing number 632.400 Mound Profiles. The mounds in combination with
landscape treatment including woodland planting and hedgerows (as it matures) would screen
the Calder Vale Park industrial site to views into the site from the public right of way along
the River Calder. The large scale industrial buildings are not in keeping with the landscape

character of the agricuttural land between the footpath and Calder Vale Park.

The proposed sequence of working for the landfill scheme is defined on Figure 3 — drawing
number 632 210 Vehicle Haulage Routes and shows mounds A and B being constructed first.
This is with the intention of infilling and restoring the phases of the landfill which impact most
an sensitive visual receptors i.e. users of the public footpath along the River Calder. The

construction of Mounds C, D and E would be effectively screened by the restoration of the

previous phases.

Initial preparation of the Phase 1 area would be to remove surface vegetation by blading off
and then to strip the topsoil by earthmoving plant. Stripping would be undertaken by the
excavator standing on the surface of the topsoil, digging the topsoil to its maximum depth and
loading into site dump trucks. The stripped topsoil would be stockpiled in loose-tipped heaps

to a maximum height of 3-4 metres tipped from a dump truck.

The surplus material would then be loose tipped in heaps from a dump truck starting at the
furthest point in the footprint of the proposed mound in Phase 1 and working back toward the
access point. When the entire storage area has been filled with heaps, a tracked machine
(excavator or dozer) levels them and firms the surface for a second layer of heaps to be
tipped. The sequence is repeated until the mound reaches its planned height minus the depth
of topsoil to be replaced. A tracked machine compacts and regrades the sides and top of the

mound to form smooth gradients to the contours shown in Figure 4 ~ drawing number

632.300, Landform Proposals.

On completion of the mound fermation, topsoil would then be stripped from the Phase 2 area
and placed to the planned depths on the mound in Phase 1. Again, a tracked machine would

combaét”a'rid'fe'g'i"'ad'e the topsoil to sides and top of the mound. The sequence of tandfilling
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operations would then be repeated for each phase. In the final phase, the topsoil from the

stockpile would be placed on the mound to complete the landfill operation.

The landscape masterplan (see Figure 1) illustrates the pattern of land use that would be re-
established following completion of mound formation operations. This restoration scheme
would be implemented in phases corresponding to the completion of the mounds defined in
Figure 3 as the construction of the mounds proceeds. In addition, some woodland and
hedgerow planting would also occur in advance of the mound formation operations (to play a
mitigating role), whilst other planting would be put in piace following the completion of

operations.

As each mound is completed, the lowland meadow grass areas indicated as part of the
landscape restoration scheme would be seeded in the spring or late summer and managed by
cattle grazing. This approach allows the landscape restoration scheme to both provide a
mitigation role for the ongoing operations and provides early maturity to the final restoration

scheme.

The deciduous woodland planting indicated as part of the landscape restoration scheme
would be planted in the next available planting season after completion of the [andfill

operation.




4 Assessment of Potential Landscape and Visual Effects

41
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4.3

44

Potential Landscape Effects

The mounds and landscape treatment would be constructed within improved farmland, With
respect to landscape fabric, there would be a loss of grass cover to allow the construction of
the mounds and approximately 485 m of haulage track {4.5m wide with passing places} for
dump truck runs. These direct effects on landscape fabric are judged to be of low magnitude
and would not result in a significant change in existing landscape resources. They are also
temporary and fully reversible as topsoil removed to build the mound would be used to

restore the site and access tracks back to agricultural use.

There will glso be some indirect effects on the landscape beyond the site involving effects on
landscape character and quality arising from the use of earthmoving plant during the mound
construction operation. Effects would be due primarily to the noise and movement of
earthmoving plant and the physical change in the appearance of the landscape arising from

the mound construction operation, and would last for approximately three months,

The local landscape of Calder Valley south of Simonstone is considered to be of medium-low
sensitivity to the proposed mounds and landscape treatment. It is a non-designated
landscape with a gentle landform and varied vegetation cover. It has a weak landscape
structure with few trees, gappy hedges and post and wire fences and is partly degraded with
frequent detractors including pylons and industrial buildings. As such, it is potentially tolerant

of significant changes.

The proposed mounds will elevate the existing levels by no more than 4 metres and be graded
to fit with the existing landform. At close range, within 0.2km or so of the site, the alteration
to existing baseline character during the construction of the mounds and landscape treatment
would be noticeable (medium magnitude of change), leading to effects of moderate/ slight
adverse significance that would be significant over a short term/temporary period of three

months, Effects on the wider landscape of the Calder Valley would be lower in magnitude and

not significant,

4.5

4.6
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Potential Visual Effects

The approach to assessment of visual effects invelves the identification of the likely effects of
the proposed mounds and landscape treatment on views from the selected viewpoints, and
assessment of likely effects on views from these viewpoints, in order to draw conclusions

concerning the significance of visual effects within the wider area.

The main sources of visual effects arising from the mounds and landscape treatment would be
the elevation of the ground and introduction of woodland as new features in the view. The
likely magnitude or level of effect is considered in relation the sensitivity of the visual

receptor to the landform and landscape treatment.

GLVIA advises at paragraph 7.36 that in evaluating visual effects, the magnitude of visual
change is described by reference to the scale of change in the view, the degree of contrast or
integration of any new features, the duration and nature of effects, the angle of view in
relation to the main activity of the receptor, viewing distance and the extent of the area over
which changes would be visible. The visual effects of the mounds and landscape treatment
will generally reduce with increasing viewing distance. As distance increases, the relative size
of the mounds reduces and a broader area is viewed in which peripheral landscape features

occupy more of the view and so compete for the attention of the viewer.

At any given distance, the magnitude of visual effects will vary according to a range of factors,
including the proportion of the mounds and landscape treatment that may be visible and its
position in the view, the presence of other features in the view that draw the eye, and the
extent to which views of the mounds and landscape treatment from the viewpoint in question
are obstructed or filtered by intervening landform or by landscape elements such as trees,
woodlands, hedgerows or by built structures. The criteria used to assess magnitude of

predicted visual effects are set out in Appendix 1.

Assessment of Effects on Landscape and Views from Selected Viewpoints

The Tables that follow describe the views available from each of the six representative

viewpoints selected for assessment. Figure 5 indicates the locations of the viewpoints. For
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each viewpoint, high sensitivity is ascribed to receptors that include local residents and those

engaged in outdoor recreational pursuits and whose attention is focussed on the landscape.

The views are illustrated in Figures 6-11, which present an indication of the extent of the
mounds and landscape treatment on a photograph of the existing view from each viewpoint.

Details including the OS grid reference for the viewpoint are included on each Figure.
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Figures 6 -11

VIEWPOINT PHOTOGRAPHS AND IMPACT TABLES




. Viewpoint 1: View from Altham Ambulance Station

Easting: 376846; Northing: 432777 _ _ _
Distance to application site: 0.6 km ' B o L B
Direction of view: North east Lo

. APPROXIMATE EXTENT OF LANDFILL -

Description of existing view

An agricultural landscape dominated by improved pasture set within the broad open River Calder valley and influenced by a number of detractors including pylon lines, fences, farm buildings, an industrial unit and the
settlement of Simonstone; an open undulating and roiling lowland topography with woodland blocks and many hedges and hedgerows.

Receptor type and sensitivity

Landscape: Type 6A: Calder Valley (host landscape type); Medium/ Low sensitivity to the landfill and landscape treatment
Visual: Low sensitivity of working environment at Altham Ambulance Station

Figure 6




LANDSCAPE .

| Construction Phase

Lo | Opeérational 'Phq'se Yearl: - :

| Operational Phase Yegr10 i

Nature of impact

Temporary (approximately 3 months) subtle changes to the fabric of the
landscape due to loss of species poor grazed improved pasture.
Temporary {approximately 3 months) changes to the character of the
landscape due to changes in topography created by Mounds A, B, D and
E.

Subtle changes to the character of the landscape due to:
= changes in topography {a maximum of 4 metres above the
existing ground level) created by Mounds A, B, D and E ; and
= new woodland and hedge planting (initial planting size 40 -60
cm height).
Mounds A, B, D and E would enhance the existing undulating and rolling
topography.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the new woodland

planting would not be an uncharacteristic feature of the landscape.

Subtle changes in the character of the landscape due to:

* changes in topography {a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A, B, D and E; and

* new woodland and hedge planting {tree height approximately 6
metres);

Mounds A, B, D and E would slightly elevate the existing undulating

topography to a degree that at a distance of 0.6 km the changes would

be difficult to distinguish and seen as a small proportion of a wider

landscape.

Woodland and hedge planting would provide additional and
characteristic elements in the landscape.

Magnitude of impact

Medium

Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Moderate/ Slight adverse

Slight/ Negligible beneficial

Moderate/ Slight beneficial

Nature of impact

Temporary {approximately 3 months) subtle changes in the visual

appearance of the landscape due to:

=  phased removal of topsoil from an area to accommedate Mounds A,
B, D and E which is currently pasture resulting in a colour change
from green to brown;

= alteration of topography created by Mounds A, B, D and E; and

»  movement of site plant and machinery.

Subtle changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography {a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A, B, D and E ; and

®" pnew woodland and hedge planting (initial planting size 40 -60 cm
height).

Mounds A, B, D and £ would elevate the existing undulating and rolling

topography to such a degree that at a distance of 0.6 km the changes

would be difficult to read and seen as a small proportion of a wider

landscape.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would be visible but not an uncharacteristic feature of the

landscape.

= changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A, B, D and E ; and

* new woodland and hedge planting {tree height approximately &
metres).

Mounds A, B, D and E would be integrated into the existing undulating
topography to a degree such that at a distance of 0.6 km the changes
would be difficult to distinguish in the wider landscape.

Hedgerow planting would interrupt view of Mounds A and B,
Woodland copse would interrupt view of Mounds D and E.

Magnitude of impact

High

Low

Medium

Significance of

impact

Moderate adverse

Negligible beneficial

Slight beneficial




Viewpoint 2: View from residential properties on Riverbank Terrace

Easting: 377389; Northing: 433016
Distance to application site: 0.4 km
Direction of view: North west

LT ADPROXTIMATE EXTENT OF
----- ' 'VISIBLE PART OF LANDFILL

Description of existing view

An predominantly agricultural landscape dominated by pasture with large fields partially enclosed by hedgerow remnant; a flat open and expansive topography forming part of the River Calder floodplain; prominent pylon
line and industrial buildings; extensive woodland on elevated land rising northwards from the River Calder and some isolated trees in hedgerows.

Receptor type and sensitivity
Landscape:  Type 6A: Calder Valley {host landscape type); Medium/ Low sensitivity to the landfill and landscape treatment

Visual: High sensitivity of occupants of residential properties

Figure 7




LANDSCAPE. -

Construction Phase .

Operational Phase Year1 .

Obéfafiondl_kﬁ_a&é Year10 -

Nature of impact

Temporary (approximately 3 months) subtie changes to the fabric of the
landscape due to loss of species poor grazed improved pasture.

Temporary (approximately 3 months) changes to the character of the
landscape due to changes in topography created by Mounds A and B.

Subtle changes in the character of the landscape due fo:

= changes in topography created by Mounds A and B (a maximum of 4
metres above the existing ground level); and

* new woodland and hedge planting (initiai planting size 40 -60 cm
height}. _

Mounds A and B would elevate the existing undulating and rolling

topography.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would not be an uncharacteristic feature of the landscape.

Subtle changes in the character of the tandscape due to:

= changes in topography created by Mounds A and B (a maximum of 4
metres above the existing ground level); and

* new woodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately 6
metres);

Mounds A and B would be integrated into the existing undulating and
rotling topography.

Magnitude of
impact

Medium

Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Moderate/ Slight adverse

Slight/ Negligible beneficial

Moderate/ Slight beneficial

VISUAL

Construction Phase

i _Op_rationalﬁhtiséiqu}‘iO; E L I

Nature of impact

Temporary (approximately 3 months) subtle changes in the visual

appearance of the landscape due to:

= phased removal of topsoil from grassland area to accommaodate
Mounds A and B which is currently pasture resulting in a colour
change from green to brown;

= alteration of topography created by Mounds A and B; and

= movement of site plant and machinery.

Subtle changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:
= changes in topography created by Mounds A and B (a maximum of 4
metres above the existing ground level) partially obscured by
existing woodland on the south boundary of Calder vale Park; and
= new hedgerow planting (initial planting size 40 -60 cm height).
Mounds A and B would elevate the existing undulating and rolling
topography to such a degree that at a distance of G.4 km the changes
would be difficult to read and seen as a small proportion of a wider
landscape.
A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the hedgerow
planting would be visible but not an uncharacteristic feature of the
landscape.

Subtle changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:

» changes in tapography created by Mounds A and B {a maximum of 4
metres above the existing ground level) partially obscured by
existing woodland on the south boundary of Calder Vale Park; and

= newwoodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately 6
metres height);

Mounds A and B would be integrated into the existing undulating and

rolling topography to such a degree that at a distance of 0.4 km the

changes would be difficult to distinguish and would be seen as a small
proportion of a wider landscape.

Hedgerow planting would interrupt view Mound A.

Magnitude of
impact

Medium

Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Substantial adverse (and significant)

Moderate beneficial

Substantial beneficial




. Viewpoint 3: View from within Calder Vale Park

Easting: 377193; Northing: 433435
Distance to apptication site: 0.015 km | N

Direction of view: West

Description of existing view

A large scale agricultural landscape with large fields partially enclosed by remnant hedgerows; an undulating open and expansive landform subtly falling in elevation southwards to the River Calder floodplain; wide view of
the Calder Valley; prominent pylon line and farm buildings; prominent boundary fence to Calder Vale Park.

Receptor type and sensitivity

Landscape:  Type 6A: Calder Valley {host landscape type}; Medium-low sensitivity to the landfill and landscape treatment
Visual: Low sensitivity of working environment at Fort Vale Engineering

Figure 8




'LANDSCAPE

| Construction Phase - TR

| Operational Phase Year1. -

| Operational Phase Year 10 @ ..

Nature of impact

Temporary (approximately 3 months) changes to the fabric of the
landscape due 1o loss of species poor grazed improved pasture.

Temporary {approximately 3 months) changes to the character of the
landscape due to:

= changes in topography created by Mounds A and B; and

- adverse impacts on aesthetic and perceptive attributes

(predominantly tranquility).

Changes in the character of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level} created by Mounds A and B; and

= new woodland on site boundary and hedge planting (initial planting
size 40 -60 cm height). _

The landfill would elevate the existing undulating and rolling

topography.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would not be an uncharacteristic feature of the landscape.

Changes in the character of the landscape due to:

* changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A and B; and

* new woodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately 6
metres);

Mounds A and B would integrate into the existing undutating and rolling
topography.

Woodland planting would increase tree cover and provide additional
and characteristic elements in the landscape.

Magnitude of impact

Medium

Medium/Low

Medium

Sienifi . —_ ; f
i:f:;::a"ce of Moderate/ Slight adverse Slight beneficial Moderate/ Slight beneficial
3.VI.S_U:AL """" Construction Phase | Operational Phase Year 1- e T Operqtfonﬂl:l’;hqse Year.!O o

Nature of impact

Temporary (approximately 3 months) changes in the visual appearance

of the landscape due to:

= phased removal of topsail from grassland area to accommodate
Mounds A and B resulting in a colour change from green to brown;

= changes in topography created by Mounds A and B; and

=  movement of site plant and machinery.

Changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography {a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A and B; and

» new woodland and hedge planting (initial planting size 40 -60 cm
height).

Mounds A and B would elevate the existing undulating and rolling

topography to a degree that at close distance the changes would be

read and seen as the foreground of a wider landscape.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would be visible but not an uncharacteristic feature of the

landscape.

Changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A and B; and

= new woodland and hedge planting in foreground (tree height
approximately 6 metres);

Mounds A and B would integrate with the existing undulating and

rolling topography to a degree that at close distance the changes would

be distinguishable and seen in the foreground of a wider landscape.

Mounds A and B would interrupt view of the wider landscape from

Calder Vale Park.

Magnitude of impact

High

Medium/Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Moderate adverse {and significant)

Slight/ Negligible beneficial

Slight beneficial




. Viewpoint 4: View from Bridge over dismantled railway (part of farm track)

Easting: 377422; Northing: 433083
Distance to application site: 0.12 km

Direction of view: South east

* | APPROXIMATE EXTENT OF VISIBLE PART OF LANDFILL

Description of existing view

An agricultural landscape dominated by pasture with large fields partially enclosed by hedgerow remnant; an undulating open and expansive landform subtly falling in elevation southwards to the River Calder floodplain;
wide view towards the hills forming part of the Forest of Rossendale; industrial and commercial buildings are a dominant element and are significant detractors; woodland belt to Calder Vale Park boundary.

Receptor type and sensitivity

Landscape: Type 6A: Calder Valley {host landscape type); Medium-low sensitivity to the landfill and landscape treatment
Visual: High sensitivity of users of public footpath

Figure 9




Construct:on Phase - - :

| \Operational Phase Year 1" it T

_ | Operotional Phase Yearzo -

Nature of impact

Temporary (approximately 3

landscape due to loss of species poor grazed improved pasture While

mounds are constructed.

Temporary {(approximately 3 months) changes to the character of the

landscape due to:

= changes in topography created by Mounds C, D and E; and

*  adverse impacts of construction activity on the aesthetic and
perceptive attributes {predominantly tranguility).

Changes to the character of the landscape due to:

* changes in topography created by Mounds C, D and E {a maximum
of 4 metres above the existing ground level); and

= new woodland to supplement existing woodland along Simonstone
Brook and hedge planting (initial planting size 40 -60 cm height).

Maunds C, D and E would elevate the existing undulating and rolling

topography.

A 15 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would not be an uncharacteristic feature of the landscape.

Changes in the character of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography created by Mounds C, D and E {a maximum
of 4 metres above the existing ground level); and

* new woodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately 6
metres);

Mounds C, D and E would integrate with the existing undulating
topography.

Woodland planting would increase tree cover and provide additional
and characteristic elements in the landscape.

Magnitude of impact Medium Medium/Low Medium

Significance of . . - . -

impact Moderate/ Slight adverse Slight beneficial Moderate/ Slight beneficial

VISUAL . Construction Phase . | Operational Phase Year1 ... lOperational Phase Year10. o en

Nature of impact

Temporary {approximately 3 months) changes in the visual appearance

of the landscape due to:

= phased removal of grassland to accommodate Mounds C, DandE
from an area which is currently pasture resulting in a colour change
from green to brown;

= changes in topography created by Mounds C, D and E; and

=  movement of site plant and machinery.

Changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:

* changes in topography created by changes in topography created by
Mounds C, D and E (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level); and

= new woodland and hedge planting (initial planting size 40 -60 cm
height).

Mounds C, D and E elevate the existing undulating and rolling

topography to such a degree that at close distance the changes would

be read and seen as a as the foreground of a wider landscape.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would be visible but not an uncharacteristic feature of the

landscape.

Changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:

* changes in topography created by changes in topography created by
Mounds C, D and E (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level); and

* new woodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately 6
metres};

Mounds C, D and E would integrate with the existing undulating

topography to a degree such that at close distance the changes would
be distinguishable and viewed as the foreground of a wider landscape.

Woodland planting would interrupt and partially screen views of Calder
Vale Park buildings.

Magnitude of impact

High

Medium/ Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Very Substantial adverse (and significant)

Substantial/ Moderate beneficial

Substantial beneficial




. Viewpoint 5: View from stile on public right of way (FP50)

Easting: 377019; Northing: 433330
Distance to application site: 0.1 km
Direction of view: East

T OF WESTALE PART OF LANDFILL

Description of existing view

An agricultural landscape dominated by pasture with large fields partially enclosed by remnant hedgerows; a rolling open landform subtly falling in elevation southwards to the River Calder; view towards the hills forming
part of the Fo_rest of Pendle; extensive woodland on elevated land rising northwards from the River Calder and some isolated trees in hedgerows; overhead power lines, pylons and post and wire fences are significant
detractors in the landscape. :

Receptor type and sensitivity

Landscape: Type 6A: Calder Valley {host landscape type); Medium-low sensitivity to the landfiill and landscape treatment
Visual: High sensitivity of users of public footpath

Figure 10




| Construction Phase. .~

Nature of impact

Temporary {approximately 3 months) changes to the fabric of the
landscape due to loss of species poor grazed improved pasture

Ternporary {approximately 3 months) changes to the character of the
landscape due to:

= changes in topography created by Mounds A, B, C, D and E; and
» adverse impacts on aesthetic and perceptive attributes

{predominantly tranguility).

Changes to the character of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography (@ maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A, B, C, D and E; and

» new woodland and hedge planting (initial planting size 40 -60 cm
height).

Mounds A, B, C, D and E would elevate the existing undulating and

rolling topography.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would not be an uncharacteristic feature of the landscape.

Changes in the character of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A, B, C, D and E; and

= new woodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately 6
metres);

Mounds A, B, C, D and E would integrate with the existing undutating
topography.
Woodland planting would increase tree cover in the landscape.

Magnitude of impact

Medium

Medium/Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Moderate/ Slight adverse

Stight beneficial

Moderate/ Slight beneficial

n,

Tempaorary {approximately 3 months) changes in the visual appearance
of the landscape due to:
= phased removat of topsoil from grassland to accommodate Mounds

A, B, C, D and E which is currently pasture resulting in a colour
change from green to brown;

= changes in topography created by Mounds A, B, C, D and E; and
= movement of site plant and machinery.

Changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A, B, C, D and E; and

= new woodland and hedge planting (initial planting size 40 -60 cm
height).

Mounds A, B, C, D and E would elevate the existing undulating and

rolling topography to a degree that at a relatively close distance the

changes would be read and seen in the foreground of a wider

landscape.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would be visible but not an uncharacteristic feature of the

landscape.

= changes in topography {a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A, B, C, Dand E; and

® new woodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately 6
metres);

Mounds A, B, C, D and E would integrate with the existing undulating
and rolling topography to a degree such that at a relatively close
distance the changes would be difficult to distinguish and be seenin the
foreground of a wider landscape.

Magnitude of impact

High

Medium/ Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Very Substantial adverse (and significant)

Substantial/ Moderate beneficial

Substantial beneficial




Viewpoint 6: View from stile on public right of way (FP52)

Easting: 376465; Northing: 433568
Distance to application site: 0.65 km

Direction of view: East

Description of existing view

A low lying, flat floodplain of the River Calder; open agricultural landscape dominated by improved pasture; view towards the hills forming part of the Forest of Rossendale; woodland on elevated land rising northwards
from the River Calder and some isolated trees in hedgerows; industrial and commercial land use; prominent pylon line.

' Receptor type and sensitivity

Landscape: Type 6A: Calder Valiey {host landscape type) Mednum low sensmvnty to the landfill and landscape treatment
Visual: High sensitivity of users of public footpath :

Figure 11




LAN DSCAPE

| Construction Phase " =~

q Operatmnai Phase Year 1

Nature of |mpact

Temporary (approxlmateiy 3 months) subtfe changes to the fabrlc of the
fandscape due to loss of species poor grazed improved pasture.. .

Temporary {approximately 3 months) subtle changes to the character of
the landscape due to:

changes in topography created by Mounds A and B; and

adverse impacts on aesthetic and perceptive attributes
(predominantly tranquility).

Subtle changes to the character of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A and B; and

= new woodland and hedge planting {initial planting size 40 -60 cm
height).

Mounds A and B would elevate the existing undulating and rolling

topography.

A 1.5 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would not be an uncharacteristic feature of the landscape.

Subtle changes in the character of the iandscape due to:

= changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A and B ; and

= new woodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately b
metres);

Mounds A and B would integrate with the existing undulating

topography.

Woodland planting would increase tree cover in the landscape.

Magnitude of impact

Medium/ Low

Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Slight adverse

Slight/Negligible beneficiat

Moderate/ Slight beneficial

__| Operational Phase Yeor 10

Nature of impact

Temporary (approxlmatety 3 months) minor changes in the visual

appearance of the [andscape due to:

phased removal of topsoil from grassland area to accommodate
Mounds A and B resulting in a colour change from green to brown;
changes in topography created by Mounds A and B; and
movement of site plant and machinery.

Mmor changes in the wsual appearance of the landscape due to:

= changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A and B; and

= new woodland and hedge planting (initial planting size 40 -60 cm
height},

Mounds A and B would elevate the existing undulating and rolling

topography to such a degree that at a distance of 0.65 km the changes

would be difficult to read and seen as a small proportion of a wider

landscape.

A 15 metre high cattle/ rabbit proof fence to protect the woodland

planting would be visible but not an uncharacteristic feature of the

landscape.

Minor changes in the visual appearance of the landscape due to:

»  changes in topography (a maximum of 4 metres above the existing
ground level) created by Mounds A and B; and

= new woodland and hedge planting (tree height approximately 6
metres);

Mounds A and B would integrate with the existing undulating

topography to such a degree that at a distance of 0.65 km the changes

would be difficult to distinguish and seen as a small proportion of a

wider landscape.

Woodland planting would interrupt and partially screen views of Calder
Vale Park buildings

Magnitude of impact

Low

Low

Medium

Significance of
impact

Moderate adverse {not significant)

Moderate beneficial

Substantial beneficial




5 Summary and Conclusions

51

52

53

54
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5.6

Landscape character

The site is on low-lying agricultural land located north of the River Calder and immediately

57
adjacent to the west of Caider Vale Park in Simonstone. It is dominated by pasture with iarge
fields partially enclosed by hedgerow remnant. Qverhead power lines, pylons and post and

wire fences are significant detractors in the landscape.

The proposed development is for 26,000 cubic metres of inert material arising from the
development of the Calder Vale Business Park to be used to form five gently sloping mounds
in the context of the existing landform of the agricultural land. The mounds would elevate the
58
existing landform by a maximum of 4 metres run approximately in a north-south direction.
Given the site conditions as described in paragraph 4.3, it is concluded that the landscape

context for the mounds and landscape treatment should be considered as having a medium/

low sensitivity to change.

The assessment of effects on landscape concluded that there will be physical effects on
landscape fabric due to site clearance activities and on landscape character due to noise
g'enerated by earth moving plant during the mound construction period. The magnitude of
impact is considered to be medium but of moderate/ slight adverse significance because the

effects will be temporary.

When the site is operational i.e. back to use as pasture, effects on character would be limited.
Landscape treatment of the mounds would be grass cover suitable for grazing which in Year 1
would reinstate a key characteristic of the landscape. This would be complemented by the
strategic planting of new hedgerows and woodland planting which within 7 years would
visually contain Calder Vale Business Park as well as increase general biediversity in the area.
The magnitude of impact is considered to be medium but of moderate/ slight beneficial

significance in the longer term.

Due to the low intrinsic landscape quality of the site, the site’s locatien adjacent to the
existing Calder Vale Park industrial site and the undesignated status of the land itself, it is

concluded that the development of the site will not give rise to any significant harmful effects

on local landscape character. Indeed, after a period of tirhe, the introduction of new

woodland belts will make a positive contribution and result in beneficial effects on character.
Visual assessment

The visual assessment concluded that during the mound construction period, the principal
effect on visual amenity would result from a change in the appearance of the landscape
arising from site clearance activities. From four of the six viewpoints the magnitude of impact
would be high. Due to the high sensitivity of two of the receptors at viewpoints on public
footpaths, this would result in very substantial adverse and significant change on a temporary

basis.

When the site has been restored and back to use as pasture, the magnitude of change in
existing views will either be low or medium/ low in Year 1. This wouid result in substantial/
moderate beneficial and significant impacts on two of the receptors class as being of high
sensitivity due to the enhancement of the existing landform, a key characteristic of the
landscape. As new woodland and hedgerow planting becomes established, effects on visual

amenity would be substantial beneficial due to the screening of the existing industrial
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Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment Methodology




INTRODUCTION

The assessment process aims to establish the folEdWing:- B

A clear understanding of the site and its wider ian'ds'ca.'pe‘ setﬁng, identifying its landscape character,

value and sensitivity to the development proposed;
the nature of the development proposals and or any mitigation measures

the potential direct and indirect impacts of the proposals on the landscape resource (i.e. landscape

elements and character)
the potential impacts on visual receptors

conclusions concerning the residual effects of the development proposal

The process follows a standard approach:

Establishment of existing baseline conditions i.e. the character, quality and value of the landscape
resource, and preliminary identification of the type and location of visual receptors;

Description of the proposal including any preliminary measures included to mitigate potential
impacts;

Assessment of the sensitivity of the landscape rescurce and of visual receptors to the development
as proposed;

Identification of potential impacts on the existing baseline i.e. on the landscape rescurce and on
visual receptors through desk study (including the use as appropriate of 0S plans, ZTVs,
photographs and wireline diagrams) and through field appraisal;

Prediction/quantification of changes to the existing baseline i.e. the magnitude of effects and
assessment of their significance on the landscape resource and on visual receptors;

identification of further mitigatory and/or enhancement measures if practicable.

The approach and methodology used in this assessment are based on a synthesis of guidance offered

by a range of sources, tailored to the requirements of the project. The following publications are of

particular relevance:

» ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual impact Assessment’ (GLVIA) {Landscape Institute and the

Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, second edition 2002.);

-®  The Guidelines for Environmental Impact Assessment {2004) Institute for Environment

Management and Assessment;

* ‘Landscape Character Assessment: Guidance for England and Scotland’, {Countryside Agency

and Scottish Natural Heritage 2002);

* landscape Character Assessment Guidance for England and Scotland: Topic Paper 6 —
Techniques and Criteria for Judging Capacity and Sensitivity Countryside Agency {now Natural

England) /SNH

* Landscape Institute Advice Note 01/11 - Photography and photomontage in landscape and

visual impact assessment (February 2011)

Landscape and visual effects of development are key aspects for assessment through the EIA process.
Landscape and visual effects are assessed through separate but linked procedures. The assessment of
potential impacts on the landscape concern effects on an environmental resource i.e. the landscape.
This underpins the assessment of visual effects, which are assessed as an interrelated effect on

populations.

GLVIA advise at page 12 that;
“Landscape effects derive from changes in the physical landscape, which may give rise to
changes in its character and how it is experienced. This may in turn affect the perceived value
ascribed to the londscape. The description and analysis of effects on a landscope resource relies
on the adoption of certain basic principles about the positive (or beneficiol) and negative (or
adverse) effects of change in the landscape. Due to the inherently dynamic nature of the

landscape, change arising from a development may not necessarily be significant

Visual effects relate to changes that arise in the composition of available views as a result of
changes to the landscape, to people’s responses to the changes, and to the overall effects with
respect to visual amenity.’

ASSESSMENT OF THE LANDSCAPE BASELINE

The assessment of the landscape baseline draws upon a desk study of previously published regional




and local studies and on fieldwork within the local area. It considers the individual elements and
features that make up the landscape and their value and importance, and the characteristics that
derive from individual elements or combinations of elements that make a pa.rticular contribution to the
character of an area. It also analyses the way in which these elements combine in distinctive and
recognisable patterns of landform, land cover, land use and built development to create the character
of the landscape. These represent landscape receptors that may be directly or indirectly affected by the
proposal. Any special value or importance ascribed to the landscape and particular cultural and

ecological interests and associations etc should also be established.

Landscape Character Assessment and Evaluation

Analysis of the baseline information enables descriptions to be prepared of the existing landscape
character of the site and surrounding area, including a classification, as appropriate, of the landscape
into distinctive types or areas which share common features and characteristics. This may take account

of or adapt from other landscape character assessments prepared for the area.

The relative value of a landscape needs to be considered as part of the assessment process. Assessment
of landscape quality currently combines judgements concerning the physical state/strength of
landscape structure, character/intactness of a landscape, together with judgements on the condition or
state of repair of individual features or elements that contribute to character. However, other
considerétions may also be of relevance such as distinctiveness, sense of place, appropriateness of
management, and the presence of features worthy of conservation. Landscape value is concerned with
the relative value or importance attached by the community or by society as a whole to different
landscapes, which expresses national or local consensus, because of its quality, special qualities (such

as scenic beauty, tranquillity, wildness, cultural and ecological associations).

A landscape of high quality is frequently also a highly valued landscape. However, it is important to
recognise other possibilities, including landscapes of lower quality in a broad context that may be highly
valued locally. ‘Landscape Character Assessment: Guidance for England and Scotland’ (2002) contains

current Countryside Agency / Scottish Natural Heritage advice as follows:

‘In a policy context the usual basis for recognising certain highly Valuéd Iaﬁdscapes' is through

different communities of interest for many dﬁerent reasons w:thout any for' 'aI: desrgnanon o

recognising for example, perceptual aspects such os scenic beauty, tranqu:hty

the application of a local or national landscape desrgnat:on Yet a Iandscape may be va!ued by : 'subst:tuted &

w:ldemess o

special cultural associations; the influence and presence of other conservation interests; or the

existence of a consensus about importance, either hationaﬂy or lfocally’.

Landscape quality and value are among the factors that feed in to the subsequent evaluation of the
sensitivity of a landscape to accommodate change arising from a particular development, without

detrimental effects on character. Landscape sensitivity is discussed further below.

Sensitivity of the Landscape Resource

The sensitivity of the landscape resource to the proposed development will vary with existing land use,
the pattern and scale of the landscape, visual enclosure/openness of views and distribution of visual
receptors, the scope for mitigation that would be in character with the landscape, and the value placed
on the landscape by local communities and by society in general. Evaluation of sensitivity will reflect
the quality, value, contribution to landscape character of key elements or characteristics of the

landscape, and the extent to which they can be replaced or substituted.

The sensitivity of landscape receptors reflects a combination of landscape quality and value. Current
advice suggests that landscape quality is based on judgements about the physical nature of the
landscape and its state or condition, including the degree to which it may be regarded as intact from
visual, ecological and functional perspectives. For example, a landscape of distinctive character in which
patterns of elements and features are largely intact is considered to be of higher quality and
consequently of higher sensitivity than one in which key features have been disrupted or lost, or where

features have been introduced that are considered detrimental to inherent character.

Sensitivity is not absolute but is likely to vary according to the existing landscape, the nature of the
proposed development and the type of change being considered. The revised ‘Guidelines: Landscape
and Visual Impact Assessment’ (GLVIA) note at paragraph 7.16 that ‘the determination of the sensitivity
of the landscape resource is based upon an evaluation of each key element of the landscape likely to be
aﬁected The evaluatron will ref!ect such factors as its quality, value, contribution to landscape

character and the degree to which a particular element or characteristic can be replaced or




The document Landscape Character Assessment Guidance for England and Scotland: Topic Paper 6 —
Techniques and Criteria for Judging Capacity and Sensitivity (Countryside Agency (now Natural England)

/SNH) provides further guidance on the assessment of sensitivity.

Landscape value is concerned with the relative volue attached to different landscapes, and is often
associated with a landscape designation. ‘Landscape Character Assessment: Guidance for England and

Scotland’ (2002) contains current Countryside Agency / Scottish Natural Heritage advice as follows:

‘In g policy context the usual basis for recognising certain highly valued landscapes is through the
application of a local or national landscape designation. Yet a landscape may be volued by different
communities of interest for many different reasons without any formal designation, recognising for
example, perceptual aspects such as scenic beguty, tranquillity or wilderness; special cultural
associations; the influence and presence of other conservation interests; or the existence of o consensus

about importance, either nationally or locally’.

The higher the value of a landscape resource (in its own right as a component of character, or in terms

of designation) the higher its level of sensitivity.

The level of sensitivity assessed for individual landscape receptors reflects a particular combination of
guality, value, and contribution to landscape character as evaluated for each individual receptor. The
following descriptors are intended to indicate the overall approach to the classification of relative

landscape sensitivity:

High sensitivity landscapes
e.g. Internationally designated/ recognized landscape/ feature important / highly valued components
of the landscape or landscapes of particularly distinctive character and without detracting features,

vulnerable to relatively small changes

High/Medium sensitivity landscapes
e.g. Nationally designated/ recognised landscape/ feature. Strong landscape structure, distinctive
characteristics, patterns, balanced combinations of landform and land cover with some detracting

features and tolerant of some change

Medium sensitivity landscapes

e.g. County/locally designated/ recognized landscape/ feature. Recognisable landscape structure,
characteristics, patterns and combinations of landform and land cover moderately valued

characteristics with some detracting features and reasonably tolerant of changes

Medium/Low sensitivity landscapes
e.g. Non-designated landscape but locally valued components/ features, Weak landscape structure,

partly degraded with frequent detractors and potentially tolerant of significant changes

Low sensitivity londscapes
e.g. Non-designated landscape, very weak or degraded structure, extensive detracting features and

tolerant of substantial change

In terms of landscape character, judgements concerning the likely sensitivity of the local landscape to
the changes which would result from the development, and its ability or copacity to accommodate the
development, derive from the assessments made of landscape character, quality and value,
Consideration must therefore be given to the capacity of the site and the wider landscape to
accommodate the development. Landscape Character Assessment: Guidance for England and Scotland’

(2002} contains current Countryside Agency/ Scottish Natural Heritage advice as follows:

‘Landscape capacity refers to the degree to which a particular landscape character type or area is able
to occommodate change without significant effects on its character, or overall change of landscape

character type. Capacity is likely to vary according to the type and nature of change being proposed.”

The revised ‘Guidelines: Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ (GLVIA) published jointly by the
Institute of Environmental Assessment and the Landscape Institute note at 2.28 that ‘landscapes vary in
their capacity to accommodate different types of development. Sensitivity is thus not absolute but is
likely to vary according to the existing landscape, the nature of the proposed development and the type

of change being considered.’

ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

Development has potential to affect the landscape and visual resource in three main ways. These are:

* the direct physical effect that the development would have on the fabric of the site, such as the

removal of trees, walls or other landscape elements




»  the effect that the development wouid have on the landscape character of the site and surrounding
area due to changes that would occur in the composition of the landscape as a result of the
presence of the development. The changes or impacts are assessed in relation to identified

tandscape character types and designated areas and features of landscape value; and

» the effect that the development would have on views from within the study area, including changes
that would occur in the composition and character of the view. The changes or impacts are
assessed in relation to the viewpoints identified within the study area, which have been selected to

represent a range of location types and viewing distances.

This approach to assessment of effects on the landscape involves the identification of the likely
landscape effects of the development proposals and prediction of their likely magnitude or level of
impact according to descriptive criteria. The likely magnitude or level of effect is considered in relation
the sensitivity of the Iandscabe to the development as proposed. This en_ables conclusions to be drawn
concerning the overall significance of the effects, including whether they may be regarded as
equivalent to likely significant effects i.e. significant or not significant when discussed in terms of the
Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) {(England and Wales) Regulations 1999.
Different criteria are used to assess sensitivify and magnitude of change in respect of landscape effects

and visual effects. These are described below.

LANDSCAPE EFFECTS
Two main types of potential landscape effects are considered:

= Effects on landscape fabric, that is the direct impacts of the development on the physical fabric of
the landscape through losses of or additions to the range of elements {e.g. forestry, pasture, trees,

hedgerows) that together make up the landscape;

= Effects on landscape character, that is the indirect effects of the development on the character,
quality and value of the landscape resource and the way in which it is experienced. Effects occur
due to changes in the composition of the landscape as a result of the presence of the development,

and are assessed in relation to identified landscape character types and designated areas and

features of landscape value.

Magnitude of Effects

As GLVIA notes (paragraph 7.19), there is no standard methodology for quantifying the scale or
magnitude of relative effects on the landscape. However, assessments are usually based on
consideration of the scale or degree of change in the landscape resource, the nature of the effect and
its duration. The criteria used in this assessment to assess magnitude of predicied effects on the

landscape resource are set out below:

Magnitude Examples of magnitude
of effect
High Major alteration to or loss of key landscape features or elements

of the baseline that are impartant to character, introduction of
features/elements totally uncharacteristic or uncharacteristic of
the area

High/Medium | Major alteration to or loss of one or more key landscape features
or elements of the baseline that are important to character
resulting from the development, introduction of
features/elements substantially uncharacteristic of the area

Medium Noticeable alteration to or loss of one or more key landscape
features or elements of the baseline that are important to
character, introduction of features or elements that are not

substantially uncharacteristic of the area

Medium/Low | Minor alteration to or loss of one or more key landscape features
or elements of the baseline that are important to character,
introduction of features or elements that are characteristic or not
uncharacteristic of the area

Low Very minor alteration to or loss of to one or more key landscape
features or elements of the baseline that are important to
character, introduction of features or elements that are
characteristic or not uncharacteristic of the surrounding landscape

Assessment of Significance

The assessment of significance of effects on landscape fabric and on landscape character is based on
the combined consideration of all of the factors considered in assessing the sensitivity of the receptor
and the fﬁ.é”gﬂifﬂde'()f change upon it. For physical effects on landscape fabric, this includes the value

and quality of the .Iancfscape' element, the extent to which it would be altered or removed, and the




potential for/appropriateness of mitigation. For indirect effects on landscape character, the factors
considered include quality, value, and existing landscape character, physical separation {intervening

distance) between the development and the receptor and the extent to which the receptor would be

affected.

The following matrix is a graphic representation of the approach to assessment of significance based on
a combined consideration of the sensitivity of the receptor and the magnitude of change upon it. The
matrix is a general guide to the assessment process; it should not be regarded as prescriptive. Those

effects judged by the assessor to be of ‘very substantial’, very substantial- substantial’, ‘substantial’ or
‘substantial-moderate’ significance may be regarded as analogous with ‘likely significant impacts” as

referred to in the Environmental impact Assessment (England and Wales} Regulations 1999.

Magnitude of Change
High High/ Medium Medium/ Low
medium Low
High Very RRE f\"le'ry 5 Substantial | Substantial/ | Moderate
Substantral Substantial/ Moderate
Substantial
High/Medium Very - _ 'Substa.nti:'al Substantial/ | Moderate | Moderate/
‘ Substantial/ | - ' | Moderate : Slight
Substantial - | . '
Medium Substantlal3 éubst'an_tial_/' Moderate Moderate/ | Slight
7 | Moderate Slight
Medium/Low -Substantral/ Moderate Moderate/ | Slight Slight /
Moderate Slight Negligible
Low Moderate | Moderate/ | Slight Slight / Negligible
Slight Negligible
Receptor
sensitivity
VISUAL EFFECTS

Potential visual effects concern the effects that the development may have on'wews ffﬂm Wlthln the

study area, including changes that would occur in the composmon and character of the vrews of \nsual

: dsstance The Jagnitude of

- mcludmg the

receptors such as local residents and those viewing the site from roads, amenity locations and other
recreational resources in the vicinity. Visual effects have been predicted by reference to the likely
appearance of the development in the landscape using computer-generated photomontages of the

proposed development when viewed from the selected viewpoints, and field assessment of the local

landscape.

The approach to assessment of visual effects involves the identification of the likely effects of the
development proposals on views and prediction of their likely magnitude or level of impact according
to descriptive criteria. The likely magnitude or level of effect is considered in relation the sensitivity of
the visual receptor to the development proposal. This enables conclusions to be drawn concerning the
overall significance of the impacts, including whether such impacts may be regarded as equivalent to
likely significant effects when discussed in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (England and

Wales) Regulations 1999,

Magnitude of Effects
There is no standard methodology for quantifying the scale or magnitude of visual effects. GLVIA

advises at paragraph 7.36 that in evaluating visual effects, the magnitude of visual change is described
by reference to the scale of change in the view, the degree of contrast or integration of any new
features, the duration and nature of effects, the angle of view in relation to the main activity of the

receptor, viewing distance and the extent of the area over which changes would be visible.
The factors that influence the visual effects of development fall into five main categories. These are:
= The attributes of the landscape in which the development is sited i.e. the presence or absence of
landscape features and the scale/ enclosure of the landscape within the field of view:
= The design (including matenals) and srtmg of the development itself;
= The atmospheric condrtlons prevalent at the time of vrewmg,

= The drstance ofthe vrewer and

* The perceptions of the-vrewer :

There lS general agreement that__the vnsual lmpact of development reduces with increasing viewing

ual mpact at any g:ven distance will vary according to a range of factors,

massing __f the development the presence of other features in the view that

o 'draw the _eve and*the__ xtent tc whsch views of the development from the viewpoint in question are




obstructed or filtered by intervening landform or by landscape elements such as trees, woodlands,

hedgerows or by built structures.

Atmospheric conditions may also affect the extent to which a development may be visible in the view.

Comments concerning visibility conditions and viewing distance reflect the following Meteorological

Office guidance’

Visibility Conditions Visibility distance bands
Thick Fog Om to 199m

Very Poor 1000m to 1700m

Poor 1800m to 3500m
Moderate 3600m to 7km

Good 8km to 17km

Very Good 18km to 35km

Excellent 35km plus

change noticeable involving medium level df change in character
and composition of baseline i.e. pre-development view

Medium/Low | Medium-minor permanent/long term charge in baseline i.e. pre-

development view - change will be distinguishable involving
medium-low level of change in character and composition of
baseline i.e. pre-development view

Minor permanent/long term change in baseline i.e. pre-
development view - change will be distinguishable from the
surroundings whilst composition and character of view, although
altered will be broadly similar to pre-change circumstances.

The relationship between viewing distance and field of view is an important consideration, and one that
affects the proportion of a field of view that is occupied by a development in relation to other features.
As distance increases, the relative size of the development reduces and a broader area is viewed in
which péripheral landscape features occupy more of the view and so compete for the attention of the

viewer,

The criteria used in this assessment to assess magnitude of predicted visual effects are set out below:

Magnitude Examples of magnitude
of effect
High Major permanent/long term change in the existing view, change

very apparent involving high level of change in character and
composition of baseline i.e. pre-development view

High/Medium | Major-medium permanent/long term change in the existing view,
change apparent involving high —-medium level of change in
character and composition of baseline i.e. pre-development view

Medium Medium permanent/long term change in the existing view,

" Pers Comm.. Charlie Stewart of the Meteorological Office to lan Ibbotson of Key 30 Ltd, 4 March 2005

The Sensitivity of Visual Receptors

The sensitivity of visual receptors varies according to the location and context of the viewpoint, the

expectations and occupations or activity of the receptor and the importance of the view (GLVIA

paragraph 7.31). These factors may be expressed in terms of:

The value of the view/viewpoint — which reflects the intrinsic character and scenic qualities of its
location and context. Where recognised through the designation of an area (such as a National
Park or AONB), value is increased, while the presence of detracting features in a view will
generally reduce value. Higher value view/viewpoints are likely to be more sensitive to change;
The importance of the viewpoint — as indicated by some form of recognition, for example as
noted in a guide book, marked on a map or indicated on the ground by a sign or other visible
feature. The provision of facilities e.g. seating, parking, footpath may also indicate a location of
higher importance. Views gained from locations where people gather in the outdoors may also be
of higher importance.

The nature of the viewer and their expectations, occupations and activities when experiencing
the view. High sensitivity viewers/viewpoints include those where the attention of users may be
focussed on the landscape e.g. from public rights of way and other outdoor recreational facilities,
and from residential properties. Viewers in cars and trains are considered to be of relatively lower

sensitivity due to the transient moving nature of the view

The levels of sensitivity assessed for individual visual receptors reflect a particular combination of these

factors as evaluated for individual receptors. Views from residential properties have been included in




the ‘high’ sensitivity category for the purposes of impact assessment as they represent an impartant
aspect of the visual amenity of local people. However the key issue is whether the proposal would
unacceptably affect amenities and the existing use of land and buildings which ought to be protected in

the public interest.

The following descriptors are intended to indicate the overall approach to the classification of the

relative sensitivity of visual receptors:

High sensitivity visual receptors
residential properties, public rights of way and other outdoor recreational facilities where the attention

of users may be focussed on the landscape.

High/Medium sensitivity visual receptors

minor roads, lanes by users travelling through the local area at slower speeds.

Medium sensitivity visual receptors

‘A’ and ‘B’ roads routes by users travelling through or past the local area at speed; outdoor sporting and

recreational facilities; outdoor working environments.

Medium/Low sensitivity visual receptors

Motorways and trunk roads

Low sensitivity visual receptors

industrial plants, working environments {indoor}, prisons

Assessment of Significance

The assessment of significance of visual effects is based on the combined consideration of all of the

factors considered in assessing the sensitivity of the receptor and the magnitude of change in the view.

The following matrix is a graphic representation of the approach to assessment of significance based on
a combined consideration of the sensitivity of the receptor and the magnitude of change upon it. The

matrix is a general guide to the assessment process; it should not be regarded as prescriptive.

Those effects judged by the assessor to be of ‘very substantial’;, very substantial~ substantial’,

‘substantial’ or ‘substantial-moderate’ significance may be regarded as aﬁélqgc:)u:»_'vyit'h_'_’ﬁkely significant

impacts’ as referred to in the Environmental Impact Assessment (Ehgl_én’gi'_é‘n_d__'__v_\(a_les)_'_-:I}é_g'_u'la_lt__idns 1999. .

Effects of ‘moderate’ significance have some potential to 'répr'es_eht"_"'lik'el_yf_.'s'i_tj.r_;'g‘i_c'_q_ht:_ impacts’

depending on local circumstances.

Magnitude of Change
High High/ Medium Medium/ Low
medium Low
High Very . Avery Sub_éta_'nﬁal s S_Ubstéh_tiéi] Moderate
Substantial | Substantial/ | . " .- | Moderate
o |swstandal |
High/Medium _Very ' Sdbsté'ﬁfi'al & 'Sdﬁsfén_tial[ Moderate Moderate/
Substantial/ ~ | Moderate - Slight
Substantial RN
Medium Substantial Substahfiaj/ Moderate | Moderate/ | Slight
| Moderate Sight
Medium/Low Subﬁstéﬁ'ti'a'l/:' Moderate | Moderate/ | Slight Slight /
Moderate . - Slight Negligible
Low Moderate Moderate/ | Slight Slight / Negligible
Slight Negligible
Receptor
sensitivity

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative landscape and visual effects are those that result from additional changes to the landscape

or to visual amenity caused by the proposal in conjunction with other developments.

Generally, the approach to assessment of cumulative effects is the same as for the assessment of site
specific landscape and visual effects, in that the significance of landscape and visual effect is
determined by assessing the sensitivity of the landscape or visual receptor, and the magnitude of

change. The resulting level of effect may be described as ‘not significant’ or ‘significant’ in terms of the

EIA regulations.




