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1.1.1.

1.1.2.

1.1.3.

1.1.4.

1.1.5.

1.1.6.

1.1.7.

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Introduction and Scope of Assessment

Thisreportprovidesa landscape and visualappraisal(LVA) ofthe proposed
residential development on land at Spout Famm, Iongridge, Preston,
ILancashire. The site —refermed to herein as the ‘assessment site’ — is shown
in Appendix APlan 1,and islocated south ofthe settltmentoflongridge.

Uban Green was commissioned in May 2016 by Mr Denis Iambert to
und e rtake this LVA.

Prior to the field work, a desk review of existing and emerging planning
policy and landscape characterguidance relevant to the asse ssment site
and sumounding area wasundertaken. Thisreportdoesnotconsiderthe full
range of planning policy considerations, which are dealt with by others.

The LVA was prepared following site visits in June 2016. This asse ssment
descrbesand evaluatesthe change to the landscape and visualame nity,
the extent to which these affect perxception and views of the landscape
and also considers the effect(s) of the proposed development on the
setting oflisted buildings and heritage assets in proximity.

Iandscape character and visual assessment, although closely related to
one another, have been considered separately forreasons of clarty and
1o b ustne ss.

Within thisre port, the landscape and visualbaseline environme nt o fthe Site
and its sumoundings is established and mitigation measures descrnbed.
Thking these measures into account, the effects of the development are
then predicted. This report focuses on the significant effects predicted to
arise from the development.

Thisreport is struc tured as follows:
Section 2 setsouta description ofthe proposed development.

Section 3 summarises the relevant parts of planning policy in respect of
landscape and visualc onsiderations.

Section 4 deals with the baseline; in respect of the landscape baselne, it
identifies published documents on locallandscape character, and adds
supplemental points based on site visits to the area sumounding the
assessment site; and setsouta descrption ofthe visualbaseline.

Sections5 and 6 setoutan assessmentofthe landscape and visualeffects
ofthe proposed development;

Section 7 sets out the landscape strategy for the site and an overal
conc lusion.

Appendices 1-5 that contain the methodology utilised to camy out this
assessment along with tables, plansand photographs.
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2.1.1.

2.1.2.

2.1.3.

2.14.

2.1.5.

2.1.6.

2.1.7.

The Proposed Development

kisproposed to develop the site forresidential use. This willc omprse up to
34 Units.

The proposed residential development is situated on land to the south of
Iongrdge, off the B6243 Preston Road.

The site willbe accessed via Preston Road.

The proposed residential development wil nclude and provide for an
approprate range, form and density ofhousing to help meetlocalhousing
needs.

The appraisal has been prepared as part of the planning application
process, forthe developmentofthe assessment site.

In the assessment of the landscape and visual effects of the proposed
development it hasbeen assumed that the levels will generally follow the
existing contours of the assessment site. The highest approximate levelon
site being 86.8m AOD and the lowest 84.0m AOD.

T help minimise impactsand mitigate forany Major¥Moderate landscape
and visualeffects, a Iandscape Strategy is outlined in Appendix 3 Plan 10
— Iandscape Strategy. This plan strengthens and enhances green
infra struc ture through the implementation of new tree and shrub planting
as part of the development proposals. The aim of the strategy being; to
further integrate the development into its wider landscape context and
help screen perceived noise and any residual landscape and visual
impac ts.
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3.1.1.

3.1.2.

3.1.3.

3.14.

3.1.5.

3.1.6.

3.1.7.

3.1.8.

3.1.9.

3.1.10.

Iandscape Planning Policy Context

A comprehensive planning policy review hasbeen considered within the
Supporting Planning Statement (SPS) accompanying this application. The
relevant landscape policies within both the development plan and the
NPPFare noted below.

National Planning Policy Frame work

Nationalplanning policy forEngland isdefined within the NationalPlanning
Policy Framework (herein referred to as the NPPF) that has distilled the
content of previous supplementary planning documents into one
comprehensive document. The NPPF is the relevant national planning
policy document against whic h to te st the proposals.

General Considerations

As a central theme, the NPPF has a presumption in favour of sustainable
development(para. 14) forwhich it de fine s three mutually nterdependent
dimensions of sustainability (para. 7) to be jointly sought (economic, social
and envimnmental). With relevance to landscape and visual matters the
third dime nsion sta tes:

“an envionmental mwle — contnbuting to protecting and enhancing our
natural, built and histonc e nvironme nt;....”

The planning system isidentified asthe vehicle forguiding development to
sustamable solutions and seeking positive improvements in the quality of
built, natural and historic envirmnnments based on local cicumstances
(para. 10, author s emphasis).

Core Principles

Paragraph 17 lLists the 12 core planning principles that should underpin
planning decisions. Of these, the following are considered pertinent to
landscape and visualame nity:

(5t) take account of the different roles and chamcterofdifferent areas,
promoting the vitality, main urban areas.... Recognising the intrninsic
charmacter and beauty of the countryside and supporting thnving rural
c ommunitie s within i.

(7th) c o ntrib ute to consering and e nhancing the naturmale nvironme nt and
reducing pollution. Allocationsofland fordevelopme nt should preferland
of lesser envimnmental value, where consiste nt with other policies in this
Frame work.

(10*") conserve herntage assets in a manner approprate to their
significance, so that they can be enjoyed for their contribution to the
quality of life of this and future ge nerations.” (NPPE, pam. 17).

Section 7 (Requiring Good Design)

This sec tion of the Frame work identifies that good design isa fundamental
aspect of sustainable development and indivisible from good planning,
thereby establishing a c onnec tion within the NPPFbetween design,access,
naturalenvimnment and culturalheritage issues.
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3.1.11.

The NPPF states that permission should be refused on poordesign grounds

forapplicationsthatfailinthree mainrespects,asdetailed in Table 1below.

Table 1: NPPFdesign commentary and applicability to Site

NPPF Reason for Refusal

Applic ability to the Site

Do notestablish a strong se nse
ofplace (para. 58);

The Site is located adjacent to existing residential properties, a
County Biological Hertage Site, existing garden centre / nursery,
and agricultural land, which are reflected in the proposed
development plans. It is considered that the proposals have the
potentialto readily establish a strong sense of place, building on the
surmounding localprecedents.

Do not respond to local
character and history and

reflect the identity of local
sumoundings and materals
(para 58.);

The Site islocated adjacent to residential housing which comprises
a numberofbuidings of similarscale to those proposed within the
asse ssmentsite. In addition, the proposed mitigation scheme retains
as much existing vegetation on site as possible and proposed
planting reflects and enhancesthe existing native speciesthat exist
on site.

Fail to improve the character
and quality of an area (para.
64)

The mitigation and enhancement proposals for the site include a
planting scheme and increase in tree planting, in order to visually
screen the development, and contribute to the improvement ofthe

characterand quality of the area.

3.1.12. NPPF paragraph 60 reinforces the considerations of paragraph 17 stating
that planning decisionsshould place substantialweight on the retention of
local character and distinctiveness from development proposals. This is
proposed byuse ofappropriate building mass, layout, styling and maternals
and use of existing localboundary styles, along with the amangement of
open space.

Section 11 (Conserving and enhancing the natural e nvironm e nt)

3.1.13. This se ¢ tion o f the NPPFid e ntifies a require mentin favourofprotecting and
enhancing valued landscapes (para 109) by focussing development on
land ofleast envimnmentaloramenity value (para 110).

3.1.14. Aslisted in the NPPF, these valued landscapesare defined as:

o Sitesof SpecialScientific Inte re st;
o Iand designated asGreen Belt;
e IocalGreen Space;
o Area of Outstanding Natural Be auty;
e Herntage Coast;and
e National Parks
3.1.15. The Site and the sumounding landscape do not fall into any of these

nationally importantlandscape designations.
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3.1.16.

3.1.17.

3.1.18.

3.1.19.

3.1.20.

Iocallandscape Policy

A detaied supporting Planning Statement has been prduced in
conjunc tion with thisprojectand thisshould be referred to forfurtherdetails
onrelevantpolicies. We have briefly outlined the key policiesthatrelate to
landscape and visualmattersbelow.

Adopted Policy

The Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004
places a requirement upon Authorities when detemining planning
applicationsto do so in accordance with the adopted development plan
unlessmateralconsiderationsindic ate otherwise.

The Districtwide Iocal Plan and its Saved Policies (including its
Supplementary Planning Guidance “Iandscape and Hertage” 2001) have
now been superseded since the formaladoption of the Core Strategy in
December 2014. As such, cument local planning policy comprses the
following docume nts:

e Ribble Valey Borough Counci Core Strategy (2008-2028): A Iocal
Plan forRibble Valey

The relevant policies within the above noted documentsare asfollows:

Key State ment EN2: Iandscape

“The landscape and chamcter of the Forest of Bowland Ara of
Outstanding Natural Be auty willbe protected, conserwed and enhanced.
Anydevelopmentwillneed to contrbute to the conserationofthe natural
beauty of the area.

The landscape and charmacterofthose areasthat contnbute to the setting
and character of the Forest of Bowland Areas of Outstanding Natural
Beauty willbe protected and conserved and whereverpossible enhanced.

Asa principle the Councilwillexpect development to be in keeping with
the charmcterofthe landscape, refle cting loc aldistinc tive ne ss, ve mac ular
style, scale, style, feature s and buiding mate rials.”

The design proposalswillseekto comple ment existing localc haracter, with
the new developmentbeing ofappropriate scale, massing and style, whilst
reflecting loc al distinc tivene ss and prevailng vemacular through sensitive
choices of building materials and features. In particular, regard wil be
giving to the setting of the Forest of Bowland AONB and other open
countryside which hasintrinsic landscape value.

Key State ment EN4: Biodive isity and Ge odive rsity

“The Counci will seek wherever possible to conserve and enhance the
area’s biodwe rsity and geodwersity and to avoid the fragmentation and
isolation of natural habitats and help develop green comdors. Where
appropnate, cross-local Authonty boundary working will c ontinue to take
place to achieve this.

Negatiwe impacts on biodwe rsity through development proposals should
be avoided. Development proposals that adversely affect a site of
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recognised e nvironme ntalorecologicalimportance willonly be permitted
where a developer can demonstrmate that the negative effects of a
proposed developmentcanbe mitigated,orasa lastresort,compe nsated
for. B will be the developers responsbility to identify and agre an
acceptable scheme, accompanied by appropriate survey information,
before an application is determined. There should, asa principle be a net
enhancementofbiodwe rsity.

The se sitesare asfollows:[...]
e IocalBiologicalHHentage site s (CBHs)
e Ancient Woodlands
e Jancashire Biodwersity Action Plan prionty habitats and species

With respectto sitesdesignated through Europe an le gislation the Autho ity
will be bound by the provisions of the relevant Habitats Directives and
Re g ula tio ns.

Forthose sitesthatare not statutonly designated and compensation could
be managed through a mechanism such as biodiwersity off-se tting via
conservation credits.”

3.1.21. The assessment Site shares its northem and eastem boundares with a
County Biologic al Heritage (CBH) Site (number63NWO01 — Alston Re se rvo irs).
The main purpose ofa CBHisto protectand enhance the naturalhertage
within the c ounty. The CBHisa non-statutory designation, howeverthisdoes
not diminish its importance locally, supporting species such as wintering
wildfowl and lapwings, as well as species-rich grasslands. As such, the
proposals will seek to contribute to and enhance biodiversity, through
measure such asretaining and enhancing hedgerows, and widening and
enhancing the existing landscape buffer (where the three bird hides are
currently located along Pinfold Iane/ Bridleway 121) in order to bolster
ecologicalconnec tivity.

Policy DMG1: General Considerations
“In de te rmining planning applications, alldeve lopme nt must:

1. Be sympathetic to e xisting and proposed land use sin te rmsofsize,
inte nsity and nature aswellasscale, massing, style, fe ature s and
buiding mate rials

2. Considerthe envionmentalimplications/...]

3. Consider the protection and enhancement of public nghts of
way and access

4. Achieve efficient land use and the re-use and remediation of
previously developed siteswhere possible

5. Considerthe density, layout and relationship between buidings,
whichisof majorimportance. Particulare mphasiswillbe placed
on visual appearmnce and the rlationship to sumoundings,
including impactonlandscape chamcter,aswellasthe effects
ofdevelopmenton existing ame nitie s.”
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3.1.22.

3.1.23.

3.1.24.

3.1.25.

3.1.26.

The development proposalsmake use of previously developed land, whilst
considering massing, density, layout to ensure that the development is
approprate and in keeping with the local vemacular. Envimnnmental
implicationsare also considered, and public rightsofway in close pro ximity
to the site wilbe protected and enhanced.

Policy DME2: Iandscape and Townscape Protection

“Development proposalswillbe re fused whic h sig nific antly harm imp o rtant
landscapesorilandscape features/...]”

The development proposals will not significantly harm any important
landscapes or features, and will seek to complement and enhance the
existing landscape through appropriate use of materals, planting and
boundary tre atments.

Policy DME3: Site and Species Protection and Conservation

“Developmentproposalsthatare lkely to adversely affectthe following wil
notbe granted planning permission [...]

5. County Bological Heritage Site s”

The development proposals will not adversely affect the Alston Reservoirs
County Biological Heritage Site, and willput measures in place to have a
positive effect on this local designation, by enhancing the landscape
bufferbetween the Site and the CHB.

Policy DMB4: Open Space Provision

“Any Green hfrastructure should be multi-functional and encoumge,
where possible, walking and cycling opponrtunities.”

The development proposalswilincorporate an area of open space within
the proposed development, aswellasproviding enhanced boundaries to
the Site.

Policy DMB5: Footpaths and Bridleways

“The Borough Council will unle ss suitable mitigation measures are made,
protectfrom development footpaths which:

1. provide a linkbetweentowns/village sand attmactive open
land,

2. link with the Ribble Way footpath,
3. are associated with localnature reserves; and
4. are heavily used.

The Councilconsidersthe protection and enhancementofthe footpath
and bridle waysnetworkto be importantgiventhe chamcterofthe ara
and the contrnibution suc h networkscan be made [sic] to leisure, he alth
and tourism.”
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3.1.27. The assessment Site shares its southem boundary with Footpath 118, and
Bridleways 119 and 121 are located approximately 165m to the south east
of the Site. The development proposals will seek to retain and enhance

these mutes, particulady with regard to providing ¢ onne c tivity with the C BH
site at Alston Reservoirs.
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4.1.1.

4.1.2.

4.1.3.

Baseline

The Iandscape Baseline - Iandscape Character

The assessmentoflandscape characterisa method of understanding the
particular attnbutes or factors that have ifluenced the historc
development,cumrent and future features of an area, and what makes
that area distinctive from other areas. Natural England descrbes
landscape characterassessment as a: ‘...systematic way of analysing
and descrnbing landscape identifying areas of distinctive character,
classifying and mapping them. The process involves identifying the
pattems, elements and features that give landscapes homogeneity and
make them different from each other’ Iandscape charactersation is a
processwhich hasbeendeveloped extensively by loc alauthoritie sto a ssist
them in the planning process. Published studies of landscape character
provide a source of information to enable the fuller understanding of
landscape character—whetherata regionalornationalscale orata local
district scale;itisofcourse possible to camy through the processofanalysis
to individual sites or parts of sites. Typically, the published assessments
provide characterdescrptionsofspecific arrasand considerfactors likely
to influence future characterand / orsetout prescriptions forc hange.

There isa range of published assessmentsatnational regional and county
levels relevant to the assessment site. Each isconsidered below. That ata
nationallevelpredated the guidance setoutin the ‘landscape Character
Assessment; Guidance forEngland and Scotland (2002) —widelyregarded
as the definitive guidance on the subject. That said, it is important to
recognise that these assessments are purely assessments of landscape
character; they are not, and are not ntended to be, the development
plan, and thuswhatthe documentsmay say aboutthe potentialeffectsof
developmentin anylocation cannotofitselfbe considered determinative
asa matterofpolicy.

NationalCharacter Assessment

At a nationallevel the assessment site lies in the Lanc ashire Valleys (NCA
35), although the majorty of the settlement of longridge resides in the
Bowland Fringe and Pendle Hil (NCA33). As such, both of these NCAs will
be considered in this report. The relevant Natuml England Character
Asse ssmentdocumentsare provided in Appendix3 Plan2 and Appendix 6.

The Bowland Fringe and Pendle Hill National Character Area (NCA 33) isa
transitionallandscape that sumoundsthe dramatic uplandsofthe Bowland
Fells, with over half of the NCA making up the Forest of Bowland. It is a
diverse landscape with lush pastures, herb-rich hay meadows,
broadleaved woodland, parkland and waterodies including rivers and
streams which support protected species. The numerous river valleys and
associated woodlands are key to the characternstics of the area, asis the
influence of human habitation through ac tivities such as farming.

The Ianc ashire Valleys (NCA 35) comprise the wide vale ofthe riversCalder
and Rbble and their trbutares, which run north-east to south-west
between Pendle Hil, the Bowland Fellsand the Southe m Pennine s, c re ating
a visually contained landscape with a strong urtban character. Agrc ulture
isfragmented by the built environme nt, ind ustry and ho using, with live stoc k

Spout Farm, longridge, Preston IVA June 2016



4.1.4.

4.1.5.

4.1.6.

4.1.7.

4.1.8.

4.1.9.

4.1.10.

land now mainly concentrated along the Ribble Valley, the fringes of
Pendle Hill, the area to the west of Blackbum and in the north around
Skipton. Thischaracterarea also containsa seriesofcountry parksand local
nature reserves, often connected by public rights of way, encouraging
outdoorrecreation.

The NCA summaryislocated at Appendix 6.

County Iandscape Character Asse ssment

Iancashire County Councilsreport ‘A landscape Strategy forIanc ashire,
December2000’ identifies characterareas within the region (Appendix 7).
The entire ty o fthe assessment Site Lie s within the landscape charactertype
5: Undulating Iowland Fammland. However, like the National Scale areas,
Iongridge forms a boundary between 5c: Iower Ribble, and 5h:
Goosnargh — Whittingham.

Other nearby landscape character areas mclude ‘Suburban’, located
approximately 1.38km to the south west, on the fringe of Grimsargh, and
also the Forest of Bowland Iandscape Character Area ‘New Row’, within
Iandscape Character Type F3: Undulating Iowland Fammland with
Wooded Brooks,located approximately 0.7km to the east south east.

Iandscape charactertype 5: Undulating Iowland Farmland isdescribed as
an undulating landscape, where hedgerows dominate over stone walls
and incised, wooded cloughs and gorges traverse the landscape.
Woodlands, copses and hedgerow trees give the impression of a well
wooded landscape from ground level and a patchwork of wood and
pasture from raised viewpoints on the fells.

Iandscape characterarea 5c:lowerRibble isdescrbed asanarea oflow
gritstone farmland between Iongridge Fellto the north and MellorRidge to
the south. Characterised by its distinc tive broad valley landform, the flood
plain containsthe meanderng course ofthe RiverRibble and a partic ulady
distinc tive pattem of wooded cloughs which descend the valley sides. In
addition, a complex pattem of hedges and woodland form link the se
cloughs together, giving an impression of a wellwooded landscape. A
dense networkofwinding country lanesand trackslinkthe large numberof
stone buiding s found throughout the area.

Iandscape characterarea 5h: Goosnargh — Whittingham isdescrbed asa
transitional landscape between the uplands of the Bowland Fells to the
north east and the agricultural Amoundemess Plain to the west. It is a
pastorallandscape which isrelatively open and intensely farmed. There is
much hedgerow loss and few trees or woodlands, although hedgerws
along a networkoflanesare animportantlandscape feature.

Iandscape Character

Ata locallevel, the landscape characterof the assessment Site is he avily
influenced by its proximity to the Alston Reserois County Biological
Herntage Site. This CBH shares its boundary with the north eastem
boundaresofthe assessment Site, and containsa valued wetland habitat
formed from the deconstruction of a reservoir associated with the
remaining Alston Re servoirs.

Spout Farm, longridge, Preston IVA June 2016
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4.1.11. Rectiinear pastoral fields stretch to the southeast, south and west,
interspersed with occasional farm buildings and areas of woodland.
Residentialdevelopmentispresentto the immediate northwe st (we st ofthe
B6243 Preston Road) comprsing mainly semi-detached, red-bri k houses.
A long, linear area of industry is located to the west of this residential
development along Shay Iane. longridge High School is also located
along Preston Road, approximately 680m to the north of the Site. Alston
Reservoirs are located to the immediate north of the Site, with the
settltment of longridge located beyond the reservois to the north and
north e ast.

4.1.12. The boundaries to the Site c urrently comprise a combination oftre atme nts.
The northem and north eastem Site boundarescomprsesa stone wallwith
a wooden accessgate, and numerus trees and bushes which follow the
line of this boundary wal. The westem boundary comprses dense
boundary trees, as do the southem and eastem boundarnes. The southem
boundary also comprses wooden post-and-raill fencing, a wooden
pedestrian accessgate,and also a metalvehicularaccessgate.

4.1.13. Iandscape and Hertage designations that lie within 1km of the site are
shown in Appendix 3 Plans 4 & 5. The se include the following:

o IListed Buildings—aslisted in Appendix 2 Table 3:
- The nearest is ‘Hacking Hobs', a Grade II Listed buiding located
approximately 470m to the north, north we st of the Site boundary.
- The second closest is ‘Bury’s Farmhouse’, a Grade I listed buiding,
located approximately 700m from Site boundary to the east, south east.

e There are no Scheduled Monuments within 1km ofthe assessment Site.

e Conservation Areas—aslisted in Appendix2 Table 5:
- Newtown Conservation Area islocated approximately 320m to the
no1th ofthe assessment Site;
- ChurchofStIlawrence Conservation Area islocated approximately
475m north ofthe assessment Site;
- 'The Iongridge Conservation Area islocated approximately 900m to
the north ofthe assessment Site.

4.1.14. Otherdesignations within a 2km radius of the site include:

e Alston Reservoirs County Biological Heritage Site (Site number63NWO01),
located to the immediate north and eastofthe Site boundary. Although
this is a non-statutory designation, it does not diminish its importance
locally.

e Ancient Woodlands including College Wood, located approximately
1.1km to the east,and King Wood,located approximately 1.2km to the
south east ofthe Site boundary.

Iocallandscape Character
Land Use

4.1.15. The assessment site cumently comprses an area of plantation fammland,
planted with Christmas tre e s o f vario us ma turitie s inte rmixe d with imma ture
wild-seeded saplings and unmaintained grasses. An area of hardstanding

Spout Farm, longridge, Preston IVA June 2016
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4.1.16.

4.1.17.

4.1.18.

4.1.19.

4.1.20.

4.1.21.

4.1.22.

made up ofcompressed soils, graveland otherhardcore rubble lies to the
east of the Site, which isused as a storage and workarea for Spout Farm
Nursery and the Christmas tree plantation.

Topography

The assessmentsite isgenerally flat with a gentle fallfrom north eastto south
west(more pronounced to the south we st o fthe site ), with a height o f86.8m
AOD (Above Ordnance Datum) on the northem Site edge, to levels of
84.0m AOD atthe south west Site boundary.

Vegetation

The assessment Site currently comprises a mixture of plantation farmland,
immature wid-seeded saplngs and unmaintained grassland. The
boundaresto the Site are generally wellwooded with boundary trees and
bushes, although the northem boundary is sparser than the other
boundaries.

WaterFe atures

There are not cumently any permanent water features present on the
a sse ssme nt site .

Built Fle me nts and De sig nations

There are numemwus permanent built elements on Site. These include a
stone wallalong the northem and northeastemboundares, witha wooden
5-baraccessgate mid-way along the northem boundary; three, shed-style
metalworkshopslocated on the hardstanding to the south east ofthe Site;
a semi-permanent poly-tunnelalso to the south east; a septic tankclose to
the westem boundary,and a metalbamerwhich cumently providesaccess
to the Site from Preston Road. Occasional smaller built elements such as
man-hole covers and other utilites are also found at varous locations
throughout the site. Other built elements, such as the office and cabins
associated with Spout Farm Nursery, fall o utwith the red-line boundary.

Atotaloftwo listed buildings existin a 1km radius of the Site. These are the
Grade 1T Lsted ‘Hacking Hobs and ‘Bury’s Farmhouse’, located
approximately 425m to the north, north west and 730m to the east, south
east ofthe Site, respectively.

There are three conservation areas which lie to the north of the assessment
Site . The closestisNewtown Conservationarea atapproximately 325m from
the Site boundary, the second closest is the St. Iawrence’s Church
Conservation Area at approximately 475m from the Site boundary, and
finally the largest, longridge Conservation area, islocated approximately
895m north ofthe Site boundary.

Public Rightsof Way

Within 2km of the Site there are numerous footpaths and bridleways that
exist. Those within close proximity that have the potential to experence
views towards the assessment Site include:

. Footpath 118

Spout Farm, longridge, Preston IVA June 2016
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4.1.23.

4.1.24.

4.1.25.

o Bridleway 119

U Bridleway 121
o Bridleway 58
U Bridleway 59
. Footpath 101
. Footpath 103
. Footpath 104
. Footpath 106
. Footpath 107
U Footpath 108
. Footpath 100
. Footpath 60
o Bridleway 66
. Footpath 68
U Footpath 69
. Footpath 70

The Iandscape Baseline - Iandscape Resource

In respect of Iandscape Condition (the physical state of the landscape),
the assessment site comprses plantation farmland, unmaintained grasses
and an area of hardstanding. Against the criteria set out n Appendix 1
Table 1, the assessment Site isconsidered to be in Ordinary Condition. This
conclusionisreached onthe basisthatthe Site islargely unmaintained, with
unmaintained trees and overgrown grasses domimating the westem
portion of the Site. T the east, the area of hardstanding c unrently used as
a yard forthe Spout Farm Nursery exhibits a numberofdetracting features,
including heavy machinery and garden and commercial waste. The Site
does have some redeeming features however, in terms of recognisable
landscape structure and existing boundary vegetation. Overall, the Site
exhibits some features worthy of conservation, but has scope for
improvementin termsofland management.

In respect of Iandscape Value, the assessment Site lies entirely within
landscape character type 5: Undulating Iowland Farmland, although
Iongridge forms the boundary between two landscape characterareas
within this type; 5c: lower Ribble, and 5h: Goosnargh — Whittingham. The
Site itselfisloc ated within landscape characterarea 5¢c,described by the
Iancashire Iandscape Character Assessmentasa distinctive broad valey
landform comprsing a complex network of hedges, woodland and
wooded cloughs, giving the impressionofa wellwooded landscape. The se
distinc tive landformsand landscape pattemsexhibit some value. The Site’s
proximity to Newtown Conservation Area, St. Iawrence’s Church
Conservation Area, Iongridge Conservation Area, and listed buidings
‘Hacking Hobs and ‘Bury’s Farmhouse’ also imparts some value. Other
features such as the dry-stone wall along the northem Site boundary also
bring value to the Site.

In addition, the Alston Reservoirs County Biological Hertage (CBH) Site
located to the immediate east and north of the Site are subjectto policies
EN3: Biodiversity and Geodiversity, DME3: Site and Species Protec tion and
Conservation, and DMB5: Footpaths and Bridleways. Alston Wetland is
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4.1.26.

4.1.27.

4.1.28.

4.1.29.

4.1.30.

4.1.31.

4.1.32.

The

The

located on the site of the old Alston No. 3 Reservoir to the east of the
assessment Site, within the CBH boundary. Three bird hides are located
along the eastem boundary of the CBH with Pinfold Iane / Bridleway 121,
providing opportunities for birdwatc hing across the wetland towards the
a sse ssme nt Site .

Although not strictly landscape designations, these policies brng an
inherent value to the Site, both in terms of biodiversity and species and
habitat protection, butalso in termsofpublic accessand recreation.

There are, however, also some detracting features on Site. These include
the unmaintained grassland and treesto the west ofthe Site, and the area
of hardstanding to the east comprising machinery and equipment
associated with the Spout Farm Nursery. The lackofhedgerws along the
Site boundaries also detracts value from the Site, asdoes the lossoftrees
along the northem boundary.

Against the crteria set out in Appendix 1 Table 2, the assessment site is
considered to be ofoverall PoorQuality. This sho ws that the Site isgenerally
oflow quality and rarity, with areasidentified ashaving redeeming features
with o pportunitiesforimprovement. Kisalso considered thatthe landscape
is not designated, but designations of adjacent and nearby areas stil
exhibit some value.

Iandscape Baseline - Iandscape Receptors

From the above analysisofthe Iandscape Baseline,itisconcluded thatthe
Iandscape Receptors relevant to the assessment site that need to be
assessed in the following section on Iandscape Efectsare:

e CharacterAreas
e Iandscape Characterand features/ vegetation; and
e Iandscape Designations

Visual Ba seline

The ILVA considers a set area of a 2km radius from the proposed
development, in order to establish the spatial parameters of the
assessment, and identify potential landscape and visual effects. A
‘Theoretical Visual Envelope’ isshown in Appendix 3 Plan 9.

The assessment Site is visbble from mainly the immediate area and
residential properties nearby. In particular, properties close to the we stem
Site boundary along Preston Road would experience nearrange viewsof
the assessment Site. Views would also be available from road users along
Preston Road due to the relatively flatnature ofthe Site and the surmmounding
area.

Road usersalong Preston Road would experience both medium distance
and neardistance views of the assessment Site. These views would range
from direct to oblique, depending upon the position of rnad users along
Preston Road, and would be filtered by existing vegetation present along
the southem and we stem Site bound aries.

Spout Farm, longridge, Preston IVA June 2016

14



4.1.33.

4.1.34.

4.1.35.

4.1.36.

4.1.37.

Usersoflocalpublic ightsofway are also likely to experience views of the
assessment Site. In particular, users of Footpath 118 and Bridleway (to the
South of the site) are anticipated to experence views towards the
development Site. Viewsare notanticipated from Bridleway 121 due to tall,
mature hedgerw screening viewstowards the Site from this Public Rightof
Way.

Finally, visitors to the RSPB Wetland at Alston No.3 Reservoir may also
experience direct views towards the assessment Site. No views are
anticipated from any of the listed buildings or Conservation Areas within
2km ofthe Site.

The above section detailsthe main views towards the assessment site, and
those which are mostlikely to be sensitive to the development. Otherviews
in the area are considered to be less significant due to the longerdistance
nature of the view, widerlandscape context and the low lying nature of
the topography.

Anumberofpotentialvisualreceptorswere identified and are listed below:

Residentialpropertiesalong Preston Road
Residentialpropertiesalong WaterMeadows

UsersofFootpath 118

UsersofBridleway 119

UsersofBridleway 121

Road usersalong Preston Road

Visito rs to RSPB We tland Bird Hide s o ff Pinfold Iane / Bridleway 121

From the potential visual receptors, a number of viewpoints have been
selected asrepresentative and photographs taken to present the nature
of views towards the site. Table 4 below identifies the chosen visual
receptors and describes the visual relationship between these receptors
and the asse ssment site .

Table 4: Visual Receptors

VP Iocation Grid Ref Vie wing ICT ICA Visual Distance to
No. Dire c tion Receptor Developme
nt
VP Preston Road / 360192.6, N 5: 5¢ Road users 312m
1 Bridleway 119 435658.1 Undulating on Preston
Iowland Road; Users
Farmland of Bidleway
119
VP Bridleway 121/ 360444.0, NW 5: 5¢ Usersof 165m
2 Visito rs to RSPB 435835.9 Undulating Bridleway 119
We tland Iowland
Farmland
VP Footpath 118 360337.1, No rth 5: 5¢ Usersof 96m
3 435851.5 we st Undulating Footpath 118
Iowland
Farmland
VP Bridleway 58 / 360834.2, We st 5: 5¢ Usersof 462m
4 59/ 121 436035.6 Undulating Bridleway 58
Iowland / 59/ 121
Farmland
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15




VP Bridleway 58 360795.3, So uth 5: 5¢ Usersof 471m
5 436240.3 we st Undulating Bridleway 58
Iowland
Farmland
VP ChapelHil/ 360470, So uth 5: 5¢c/ | Usersof 615m
6 Bridleway 58 436701 south we st | Undulating 5h Bridleway 58,
(within St Iowland mad users
Iawrence’s Farmland along
Churc h Chapel Hill,
Conservation and St
Area) Ilawrence’s
Church
Conservation
Area
VP Preston Road / 360150, So uth 5: 5h Road users 297m
7 Derby Road 436433 Undulating along Preston
Iowland Road / Detby
Farmland Road,
Ne wtown
Conservation
Area
VP Preston Road 360208, So uth 5: 5h Road users 102m
8 436196 Undulating and
Iowland residential
Farmland properties
along Preston
Road
VP Preston Road / | 360196.12, East 5: 5h Road users 22m
9 Water 436103.34 Undulating and
Meadows Iowland residential
Farmland properties
along Preston
Road
VP Bridleway 59/ 360965, Eastnorth | 5: 5¢ Usersof 645m
10 66 435779 east Undulating Bridleway 59
Iowland / 66 and
Farmland residential
property at
Bury’s Farm
VP Preston Road / 360187, No rth 5: 5h Road users 160m
11 Chamley Farm 435820 Undulating along Preston
Iowland Road,
Farmland residential
property
Chamley
Farm
VP No. 138 Preston | 360190.37, East 5: 5h Road users 15m
12 Road 436000.56 Undulating along Preston
Iowland Road,
Farmland reside ntial
property No.
138 Preston
Road
VP Footpaths 103 359625.6, East 5: 5h Usersof 577m
13 / 104/ 107 435930.3 Undulating Footpaths
Iowland 103/ 104/
Farmland 107
VP Footpath 107 359838.0, | North east | 5: 5h Usersof 502m
14 435633.5 Undulating Footpath 107
Iowland
Farmland
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4.1.38.

5.1.1.

5.1.2.

The locationsofthe photographstaken from these receptors are shown in
Appendix 3 Plan 8, and the site context and viewpoint photographs are
located in Appendix4 and 5 respectively.

AssessmentofIandscape Effects

The landscape effects of the proposed development are set out in
summary form in Appendix 2 - Tables 1-4, whic h se ts out the se nsitivity o f the
identified landscape receptors, and the magnitude of the landscape
effects upon the receptors. The criteria for the determination of se nsitivity
and magnitude oflandscape effectsassetoutin Appendix 1 section 1.5
of the methodology. The following paragraphs summarise the landscape
effectsinrespectofeachmainlandscape receptor.

Iandscape Character

At a Nationaland Regionallevel the anticipated landscape effect of the
proposed development would be minimaland entailnegligible change to
the existing landscape. At a Iocallevela greaterimpact on landscape
character is present. The development proposals would change the
character of the assessment Site from primarly plantation farmland to a
residential one, giving rise to the imeversble loss of the Christmas tree
plantation, unmaintained grassland and area of hardstanding which
currently dominate the Site. The overall sensitivity of the landscape
character (as a receptor) is therefore considered to be Iow; this
acknowledges the presence of the Alston Reservoirs County Biological
Hertage Site to the immediate east of the Site, but also the detracting
elements which have influenced the landscape, such as the loss of
boundary trees and a variety of non-original boundary tre atme nts. The se
detractions create capacity for this landscape to accept change. The
assessment site is not crtical to maintaining the overall landscape
characterofthe area,asthe characterwould continue to be obtained in
the sumounding area if / when the assessment site was developed. The
magnitude of the effectson landscape characteristherefore considered
to be Small This takes into account that the site has been assessed as
having capacity to acceptchange, the scale of the development would
only be limited to the small scale of the assessment site and immediate
sumounding s, with the exception of some medium-range glmpsed views
from mad usersalong Preston Road.

The extent of the landscape change would be localised and genernally
confined to the immediate setting due to the raised Alston Reservoirsto the
north and east, the existing built form to the west, and well vegetated
boundares along Preston Road to the west of the Site, and existing
vegetation along the southem and eastem boundares. The landscape
effect of the proposed development on the overalllandscape character
would therefore be Minimal—-bringing about some change to the existing
landscape, but would not constitute an adverse landscape effect or
signific ant envimnmentaleffect.

Iandscape features and vegetation

The assessment Site currently comprsesplantation farmland, unmaintaine d
grassland and an area of hardstanding to the east. The boundares to the
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Site are generally wellvegetated, comprsing a combination of post-and-
railfencing, dry stone wallsand metaland woodenaccessgates. No other
notable vegetation is present on the Site, and assuch isconsidered to be
of Iow overall sensitivity; it is in moderate condition, however has no
notable aesthetically pleasing elements and could be further enhanced,
managed and improved. The magnitude of effect of the development
upon vegetation and landscape features is therefore considered to be
Small; this takes into account that there would be some vegetation loss
within the site itself. The consequent effect on landscape features and
vegetationasa landscape receptorwould therefore be Minimal-entailing
some change to the existing landscape butwould notconstitute signific ant
oradverse envimrnmentaleffect.

Iandscape and Heritage Designations

5.1.3. There are 3 Conservation Areas within 2km ofthe Site. These include:

¢ Newtown Conservation Area
e St.Iawrence’sConservation Area
e IJongridge Conservation Area

5.1.4. Within 1km of the assessment site, a total of 2 Listed Buildings exist. The se
include:

e Hacking Hobs
e Bury’s Farmhouse

5.1.5. There are no Scheduled Monume nts within 1km o fthe asse ssment Site.

5.1.6. The nearest Listed Buidings are ‘Hacking Hobs and ‘Bury’s Farmhouse’ to
the north west and east, south east of the assessment Site, respec tively.

5.1.7. kisnot anticipated that any of the above mentioned heritage assets wil
experience views of the assessment Site. This hasbeen confimed through
Site visits, where raised topography to the north ofthe Site, e xisting b uilt form
to the eastand tall, mature hedgermwsto the south east (along Bridle ways
121 and 59 in particular), and dense vegetation along the Site boundanes
screen any potential views from these locations. A Theoretical Visual
Envelope hasbeen produced based upon these Site visits, can be seen in
Appendix 3, Plan 9.

5.1.8. As a result, the effectson heritage assetsare notconsidered any furtherin
thisreport.

Overall Conclusion on Iandscape Effects

5.1.9. In overall terms in relation to landscape effects, the development of the
asse ssment site would give rise to a Minimallandscape effectinrespectof
landscape character and a Minimal effect in terms of landscape
designations, features and vegetation. Whilst there would be, to varying
degrees, elementsofchange to each of these receptors, the nature and
extentofthatchange would be generally confined to the immediate area
and would not change the fundamental character of the landscape
setting and in no way would change the overall character of the wider
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area. Therefore the development would not entail any unacceptable
adverse landscape effects.
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6.1.1.

6.1.2.

6.1.3.

6.1.4.

6.1.5.

Assessment of Visual Effe c ts

The visual effects of the proposed development are set out in summary
form in Appendix 2 Table 4, which sets out the sensitivity of the ide ntified
visual receptors, and the magnitude of the visual effects upon the
receptors. The crteria forthe dete mination of sensitivity and magnitude of
visual effects are set out in Appendix 1 the methodology. The following
paragraphs summarise the visual effects in respect of each identified
category/ group ofvisualreceptor.

Residential Properties

The principal views to the proposed development from residential
properties will be those views that are avaiable from within the existing
dwelingsand gardensofresidentialpropertiesadjacentto the boundanes
of the assessment Site along Preston Road and Water Meadows, which
include View Points 8,9 and 12. The extent and nature of these views wil
vary depending on whether the adjoining properties are single or two
storey, the nature and height of any garden boundary fencing, the
presence and height of any boundary hedges or vegetation within the
assessment site, and how individual properties are orientated in termsof
windows etc. relative to the assessment Site. All of these views are
essentially ‘private’ views, in thatthey are particularto individualproperties
and are notavailable to the public asa whole. In that context, the basic
question is not whetherowners and occupiers of neighbouring properties
would experience financialorotherlossfrom a particulardevelopment, but
whether the proposal would unacceptably affect amenities and the
existing use ofland and buildingswhich oughtto be protected in the public
interest. That said, it is acknowledged that an effect on a number of
residents might be considered to give rise to an effect on a ¢community,
and thusitis pertinent thatin seeking to assessthe effectsofdevelopment
thatsome accountshould be taken ofthese visualeffects;itisnotthatthey
are ofno weight, but cleady, in the light ofthe above, such purely private
interests c any le ss weight than public inte re sts.

All of the views from adjoining residential properties can be considered
together, as the same issue would arse in all cases. The proposed
development would change the nature of the outlook available from
the properties, in that the existing views to and over the undeveloped
assessment site would be affected. This change would be most
pronounced from those properties further north on Preston Road, close to
Viewpoint 8. Despite the factthat these properties would only experience
oblique views towards the Site due to their orientation, the sparsity of
boundary trees along the northem Site boundary allows views into the Site
from this loc ation.

Views from those propertiesto the inme diate we st ofthe Site along Preston
Road and Water Meadows, represented by viewpoints 9 and 12, would
experience diect views towards the Site, however views would not be
altered to the same extent due to screening provided by the tall, dense
boundary treesalong Preston Road.

Where available, butlimited due to existing vegetated boundarnes, longer
distance viewsoverthe assessmentsite would be lostasa consequence of
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6.1.6.

6.1.7.

6.1.8.

6.1.9.

6.1.10.

the proposed development. These changes to views would be
experienced from those propertiesthatadjoin orlie close to the assessment
site along oradjacent the boundares, particulardy those properties along
Preston Road represented by Viewpoint 9, and also longerdistance views
from those properties to the north, represented by Viewpoint 8, as noted
and descrbed in Appendix2 Table 4.

The susceptibility and sensitivity of these residential visual receptors is
considered to be High. However, the value of the receptors in close
proximity to the assessment Site, such as those properties represented by
viewpoint 9 on Preston Road and Water Meadows, is considered to be
Medium. Thisis due to existing inte rve ning ve getation along the we ste m Site
boundary, which assists in screening and fitering views from these
properties. The value of receptors at greater distances on Preston Road,
such asthose propertiesrepresented by viewpoint 8 is also considered to
be Medium. Thisis due to the oblique nature ofviews from thisloc ation, but
also the potential forenhanced views into the Site due to the sparsity of
tree coverage along the northem boundary.

In terms of magnitude, the visual effects are therefore considered to be
Small. This takesinto accountthatthe developmentisconsidered to be of
minor scale, in that, the new development will only be a minor new
componentofan alkcady modem built setting, within the wider view. It is
also oflocalised extentbecause the change would onlybe seen from parts
of the sumounding properties but it would create an ineversible and long
(permanent) duration. Thus in overall terms, the overall visual effect on
residential properties would be Moderate at both closer and longer
distances from the assessment Site. The proposed development would
brng about change to the existing landscape within the immediate
context but only imited change within the widerview and would thusnot
constitute a significantoradverse, visualorenvimnmentaleffect.

Any Moderate visual effects can also be mitigated through the
implementation ofthe landscape strategy and planting plan proposed to
help further reduce these visual effects to only limited and restricted
change.

Heritage

Aspreviously mentioned insection 5.1.7,itisnot anticipated that any ofthe
aforementioned heritage assets within thisdocument willexperience views
towards the assessment Site. As a result, visual effects on these hertage
assetsisnotconsidered further within this re port.

Roads

The potential visual effects of the development on road users vanes
depending upon the road in question and the distance ofroad users from
the assessment site. Road usersalong Preston Road to the north and north
west of the site are likely to experience some glimpsed and oblique views
of the proposed development, although these wil be filtered by the
intervening, albeit sparse, vegetation along the northem Site boundary,
and also by the nsing topography of Alston Reservoir No. 2 at further
distances along Preston Road. Along Preston Road to the west of the site,
viewswilagain be filtered by the existing built form and vegetation to the
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6.1.11.

6.1.12.

6.1.13.

west and south of the assessment site. These potential views are
represented by Viewpoints9 and 12. Tb the south and south we st ofthe site,
mad users along Careton Road will experience fitered, medium-range
views towards the assessment Site, due to the presence of intervening
vegetation and some intervening built form associated with Spout Farm
Nursery. Views from road users along Pinfold Iane wilbe limited due to the
presence of high, mature hedgerowsto the north-west ofthe lane.

The susc eptibility and sensitivity of nadsasvisualreceptorsisconsidered to
be Medium. The value of these passing and transient views is considered
to be Iow. This is because the observation of passing road users and
commuters is brief and momentary and the users of the road wil not
necessarly be using the route forrecreationalpurposes, given the c onte xt.
The magnitude of the visualeffect of the development on public madsis
therefore considered to be Small. Thisis due to the smallscale proposalsof
the development and the localised/restric ted e xtent ofthe view, because
the change would be confined to limited parts of these routes through
glmpses of vegetation and/ or built form. Thus in overall terms the visual
effecton these sectionsofroad would be Slightalong Preston Road to the
north, and Slight along Preston Road to the east and south of the Site. The
proposed development would therefore entail only imited change to the
existing view along the public mads and would not constitute an adverse
visualorsignific ant envimnmental e ffec t.

Public Rights of Way

The nearest PRoOW (Footpath 118) runs close the southem boundary of the
assessment Site, before terminating close to the south westem Site
boundary. The second closest public right of way, Bridleway 119, to the
south, haspotentialto experience views towards the assessment Site, due
to low-lying hedgerow on the northem site of the Bridleway and relatively
uninterrupted viewstowardsthe Site, save forthe vegetation and built form
whic h exists along the Site boundaries. Bridleway 119 c ontinue s northeast
into Bridleway 121, where the hedgerowsbecome lesswellmaintained and
greaterin height, acting to almost completely screen views towards the
assessment Site forusers of this Bridleway, with potential for some oblique,
glimpsed views towards the Site.

The topography of the area vares throughout the 2km study area, being
influenced by the ‘Undulating Iowland Fammland’ landscape character
type, particulady type 5¢c:lowerRibble to the south, giving wayto a broad,
flat valley. T the north of the assessment Site, Alston Re servoirs e xist, with
steeply rising slopes which create a visual buffertowards the Site from this
direction. Asa result, Bidle way 58 to the east and north east of the Site has
no viewstowardsthe assessment Site, asdemonstrated in viewpoints 4 and
5. Bridleway 59 to the south east also comprises tallhedgerows, screening
all views towards the assessment Site, as represented by Viewpoint 10.
Bridleway 119 has the potential to experience fitered views towards the
Site, although intervening vegetation along the southem Site boundary
provides screening from this location. Bridleway 121 also has opportunitie s
forglimpsed and fitered views towards the assessment Site, although it is
bounded by tal, wellestablished hedgerws which provide screening
along this route.
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6.1.14. T the east and south east of the Site, several more footpaths exist. The
topography in this area is particulady flat, comprising pastoral farm land
with hedgerow field boundares. Thisgive srise to open, long-distanc e views,
oftenpunctuated byareasofexisting vegetation and built form. Views from
footpaths 107 and 104, as represented by Viewpomnts 13 and 14,
respectively, are well-screened by intervening vegetation and built form,
with possibilities for glmpsed views of rmoftops of the proposed
development. It is therefore considered that the proposed development
will have a limited effect and result in no fundamental changes on their
character.

6.1.15. Public rights of way generally as visualreceptors are considered to be of
High se nsitivity and susc e ptibility. Given that the views from public rightsof
way within the study area comprise views typical of the area, with neither
distinguishing nor undistinguishing elements, the value of the view is
assessed as Medium. In terms of magnitude, the visual effect of the
proposed development on PRoW would be Small and the overall visual
effecton the nearestfunctionalFootpath 118 would thusbe Moderate. The
proposed development would entail imited change to the existing view
and would not constitute an adverse visual or significant envimrnmental
effect.

Visitors to RSPB We tland

6.1.16. Viewpoint 2 isrepresentative of both users of Bidleway 121, and visitors to
the RSPB Wetland at Alston No.3 Reservoir. Visitors to the RSPB bird hides
(located to the north west of Bridleway 121) will have direct views across
the wetland towards the assessment Site. The sensitivity of these receptors
isconsidered to be Medium, since although the views form a component
ofthe experience ofbirdwatching in thisarea, usersofthisfacility are taken
to be primariy focused on the recreational activity at hand. In terms of
magnitude, the visual effect of the proposed development upon these
views would be Medium. This is because, although the proposed
development willchange the assessment Site visually, the land to the east
of the assessment Site (closest to these bird hides) is c unre ntly utilised as a
yard forthe garden centre, and comprises semi-permanent b uilt struc ture s,
plant, machinery and hard standing. As suc h, the intro d uc tion o f b uilt form
into this landscape would notbe a complete divergence from its c umrent
state. Using the criteria in Appendix 1 Table 10, this results in a Moderate
visualeffect.

Overall Conclusion on Visual Effe c ts

6.1.17. In overallterms, the smallscale development of the assessment site would
only give rise to a fe w Moderate visuale ffe c ts, the mo st significant of which
would be onadjoining residentialpropertiesalong Preston Road. Given the
weight thatcan be attached to the effects on the private interests of the
former and some limiting communal and recreational value of the latter,
the development of the assessment site would not, of itself, c onstitute an
adverse visual effect or significant envimnmental effect given the wider
landscape setting and contextin whic h it lie s.
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7.1.1.

7.1.2.

Iandscape Strategy

When the need forlandscape change and opportunity forthat change —
are considered togetherit is possible to develop a simple but effective
landscape strategy forthe site thatisappropriate in terms of context and
scale to minimise landscape and visual effects. The proposed landscape
strategy and separate assessmentsoflandscape characterconsidered in
Section 4 above identify a number of common themes in relation to
guidance on how the locallandscape - and development within it - ¢ o uld
(and should) be managed to retain its inherent distinc tive character and
furtherhelp reduce impacts. These themesinclude:

¢ Retain existing vegetation along boundaresand use a landscape
frameworkto plandevelopmentconstraintsand design fornew
planting;

e Retain treesand plant furthertrees where possible, partic ulady
along the fringesofnew properties and to the east ofthe Site to
help screenviewsand approachesto the buitedge;

e Encourage the use ofnative species;

e FEnhancing accessand interac tion with Alston Re servo irs C BH;

e 'The provision ofshared formaland informalopen space with the
widerc o mmunity; and

The disposition of these elements of planting relative to the development
proposals is shown on landscape strategy in Appendix 3 Plan 10. The
landscape strategy and planting plan proposed helps to further reduce
any moderate landscape and visual effects to slight effects, which would
entaionly limited c hange.
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8.1.1.

8.1.2.

8.1.3.

8.1.4.

8.1.5.

Overall Conclusions

The assessment Site comprises an agric ultural plantation, unmaintained
grassland and an area of hardstanding, with Site boundares comprsing a
combination of treatments including dry-stone walls, timber post-and-rail
fencing, boundary trees and wooden and metalaccess gates. There are
no perceived crtical areas or parts of the assessment site that are highly
distinc tive or distinguished, in terms of landscape value and quality, from
othersimiarareasorpartsin which it lies. The characterofthe landscape
would therefore continue to be obtained in the sumounding area if/ when
the assessment site wasdeveloped. The assessment site istherefore of Poor
importance (orquality) and rarty within the landscape and has potential
forsubstitution and capacity to acceptchange.

The development proposals would change the site from a principaly
agrcultural site to a residential one. The loss of the existing agrcultural
plantation and grassland would be long term and ineversible. Aspartofthe
development (where possible) existing tree and hedgerow vegetation on
the site boundaries should be retained and be supplemented with new
planting.

In overall terms, in relation to landscape effects, the development of the
assessment site would give rise to a moderate landscape effectin respect
of landscape character and moderate effect in terms of landscape
designation, featuresand vegetation. Whilst the re would thusbe, to varying
degrees, elementsofchange to each of these receptors, the nature and
extentofthat change would only be to the inmmediate area and would in
no way change the overall character of the wider area and therefore
would not entail any unacceptable adverse landscape effects or
constitute a significant envirmrnmentaleffect.

Inrespectofvisualeffects, the smallscale development of the assessment
site would only give rse to a few moderate visual effects, the most
significantofwhich would be on adjoining residentialproperties, onad users
along Preston Road to the north ofthe Site, and visitors to the RSPBwe tland
bird hides. However, considering the intervening vegetation helping to
screen the views of the former, and the fact that views are not the key
attraction to the latter, it is therefore considered that the developmentof
the assessment site would not, of itself, c onstitute an adverse visualeffect
orsignificant envimnmentaleffect given the widerlandscape setting and
contextin whic h it lie s.

The proposed landscape strategy forthe developmentsite would reinforc e
the existing landscape structure to the site through the planting of
additionaltreesand shrub to enhance thatwhich already exists. o provide
physical and visual inkages between site features, new areas of planting
would be developed primarnly along the western and eastem edgesofthe
site. This type of planting would be consistent with existing areas of
vegetation in the sumounding landscape. The balance of landscaping of
the site would incorporate new tree planting to define and frame the
residential streetsc ape within the site; along with new planting to provide
linkages through areas of public open space. Tbgether these elements
would provide a landscape context forthe proposed developmentthatis
consistent, n scale with, and reinforces the landscape character of the
locality and ofthe landscape characterarea that surmounds it.

Spout Farm, longridge, Preston IVA June 2016

25



8.1.6.

8.1.7.

Development of a predominantly open site will always give rise to some
moderate landscape and visualimpacts which would be long term and
ireversible. However, the effects from the proposed, small scale,
developmentwould only bring aboutsome change to a limited numberof
landscape and visualreceptorsin close proximity to the assessmentsite. For
the majorty, the development would not give nse to any adverse or
significant landscape or visual effects. This includes the limited effect a
number of receptors, including residential properties and road users on
Preston Road and Pinfold Iane residential properties on Preston Road and
Water Meadows, public rights of way to the including Footpaths 103, 104,
107 and 118, and Bridleways 119 and 121, and visitors to the RSPBbird hides
located off Bridleway 121 / Pinfold Iane. Therefore this IVA demonstrates
thatthere are no sustainable landscape and visualorhertage reasonsthat
would preclude the grant of planning pe mission.

The landscape strategy and planting plan proposed help to furthernegate
any concems over moderate effects, which would entai only Limited
change.
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Appendices

1.

1.1.1.

1.1.2.

1.1.3.

1.1.4.

Appendix 1 - Iandscape and Visual Assessment
Methodology
Guidelines

This appraisal has been camied out in light of the guidance set out in
“Guidelines for Iandscape and Visual Impact Assessment” (GLVIA3)
published by the Iandscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental
Management and Assessment 2013, and “landscape Character
Assessment. Guidance for England and Scotland” (LCA) published by the
Countryside Agency and Scottish National Heritage 2002. Neitherof the se
documents set out a prescriptive approach to how assessments o1
appraisalsshould be done, butboth identify principlesand good practice.

This appraisal hasbeen camied out in light of the guidance set out in the
“Guidelnes for Iandscape and Visual Impact Assessment” (GLVIA3)
published by the Iandscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental
Management and Assessment 2013, and “landscape Character
Assessment. Guidance for England and Scotland” (LCA) published by the
Countryside Agency and Scottish National Heritage 2002. Neitherof the se
documents set out a prescriptive approach to how assessments ot
appraisalsshould be done, butboth identify principlesand good practice.

Reference hasalso been made to the following guidelines:
o NationalCharacterAreas(NCA) profiles; Natural England

o 'The Cumbra Iandscape Character Guidelnes and Tolkit, Cumbra
County Council (CILCG&T) (2010);

The assessment comprises the following stages:
o Adescrption ofthe development proposed on the assessment site.

e Asummaryofthe relevantaspectsofextantand emergentlandscape
planning poliies.

e Defining the scope ofthe assessment, site reconnaissance and desktop
backgrmund research.

o A descrption of the existing conditions in respect of the landscape
baseline (dealing with matters of cument landscape character and
existing landscape resources), and the visual baseline (dealing with
matters relating to the visibility o f the assessme nt site ).

o A description of the impacts —ie. the action being taken — and an
assessment of the landscape effects —ie. the changes resulting from
that action — of the proposed development upon the landscape
baseline.

e Using the same terminology, a description of the impacts, and an
assessment of the visual effects of the proposed development upon
the visualbaseline.
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1.1.5.

1.1.6.

1.1.7.

1.1.8.

e An overall conclusion on the significant likely landscape and visual
effectsofthe proposed development.

Baseline Assessment Methodology

The

The following specific desk-based taskshave been undertaken:
o Areview ofthe planning policy associated with the asse ssme nt site ;

o Areview ofthe landscape characterassessment within the 3km study
area;

e A review of landscape designations from the English Hertage
database and localauthority sources; and

o Identificationoflandscape characterand itskeylandscape elements.
The baseline description in this Appraisalcomprisestwo separate elements:
a) Iandscape Baseline, and

b) VisualBaseline.

In this Appraisal, a distinc tion hasbeendrawn between the study area and
the assessment site. The assessment site is the area proposed for
development whilst the study area takes in the wider surmounds of the
asse ssment site. The determination ofthe study area hasbeen informed by
desk top studies of maps and aeral photographs to assess how
topography,vegetation and builtform in the area sunmo unding the site we re
likely to control views towards the assessment site. This work was followed
by a site visit/ visitsto de te rmine the potentialvisibility o fthe asse ssme nt site .
The study area boundaries were then set to ensure that allrelevant areas
of potential visibility were assessed. In generalterms, it isassumed that the
extent of visibility of the assessment site (and ultimately of proposed
developmentuponit) wilnotexceed a 3km radius.

Iandscape Baseline

The Iandscape Baselne comprses two elements, existing Iandscape
Characterand the existing Iandscape Resource.

Iandscape Character is defined i GLVIA3 as ‘A distinct, recognisable
and consistent pattem of elements in the landscape that makes one
landscape different from another, mmther than better or worse.” As such,
character is influenced by the physical constituent components of the
landscape including geology, soils, topography, vegetation, water
features, land utilisation and built elements. Iandscape Character
Assessment is the process of identifying varation and change in the
landscape, and using that information to assist in managing future
landscape change (arsing from development or other factors).
Iandscape Character Assessments — at differing scales — have typically
been prepared by, or on behalf of, national and local govemment or
agencies, and provide a starting point forthe consideration of landscape
character. As a generality, the more detailled the existing Iandscape
Character Assessment, the more relevant it wil be to the specific
assessment site and/ or the development proposal There are four main
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levels at which landscape character assessment has been, or may be
camed out, as follow:-

a) National Ievel (The National Character Area Profies prepared by
Natural England);

b) Regional Ievel (Typically produced for Natural England ora regional
grouping oflocalautho rtie s);

c¢) Iocal Authority Ievel (Nommally at a County, or District level, or for a
numberof Distric ts (orspecific partsthereof)); and

d) Iocallevel(typicallyofa settlementora group of settle me nts within a
loc alauthority).

1.1.9. This Appraisal considers the Iandscape Character Assessments set out
in the following documents:

a) Nationallevel NationalCharacter Area Profiles: 35 Lanc ashire Valleys
and 33 Bowland Fringe and Pendle Hil (Natural England)

b) Regional Ievel Iancashire County Council Iandscape Character
TBpes—5c —IlowerRibble and 5h: Goosnargh — Whittingham

1.1.10. In addition to referencing these published documents, a local level
characterassessment of the assessment site and its sumounding has been
undertaken, which descrbes, in summary the following ele me nts:

a) Existing Iand Use;

b) Adjoining Iand Uses;
¢) Topography;

d) Vegetation;

e) WaterFeatures;

f) Built Elements; and
g) Public Rightsof Way.

1.1.11. The ILandscape Resource baseline considers two separate aspects:
landscape condition — the physical state of the landscape — and
landscape value —how differentareasoflandscape are valued by society.
The following crteria have been used to categorize landscape condition,
whichisdescrbed inthe Appraisaltext. The typicalexamplesgiven provide
an indication of the likely landscape condition butit does not necessarily
follow that because a site is within a specific designated area that the
categornsation of landscape condition will automatic ally follow; much will
depend on specific site ¢c onditions.
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Table 1: Iandscape Condition

Category Crite ria Bpical Example
Exceptional i) Strong landscape structure, characteristic pattems, | ntemationally or
balanced combination oflandform and landcover; Nationally recognised
i) Appropriate managementforland use and e.g.allorthe great
landcover; majority of whic h would
ii)) Distinc t fe ature s worthy of c onservation; be Word Heritage Site,
iv) Sense of place; NationalPark or AONB.
v) No detracting features.
High i) Strong landscape structure, characterstic pattems, | Nationally or Regionally
balanced combination oflandform and landcover; recognised e.g. partsof
i) Appropriate managementforland use and National Park or AONB,
landcoverbut potentially scope to improve; allorthe great majority
ii)) Distinc t fe ature s worthy of c onservation; of AGLV.
iv) Sense of place;
v) Occasionaldetracting features.
Good i) Recognisable landscape struc ture, ¢ harac te ristic Nationally orRegionally
pattemsand combinations of landform and cover recognised e.g.
are stillevident; localised areas within
i) Scope to improve management for land use and | NationalPark, AONBor
landcover; AGLV. Iocally
i) Some features worthy of conservation; recognised e.g. allorthe
iv) Sense ofplace; greatmajorty of Area of
v) Some detracting features. Iocallandscape
Importance (ALLD.
Onrdinary 1) Distinguishable landscape structure, charac te ristic
pattemsoflandform and landcoveroften masked by
land use;
i) Scope to inprove managementofvegetation;
i) Some features worthy of conservation;
iv) Some detracting features.
Poor i) Weak landscape structure, characterstic pattems
oflandform and landcoverare often masked by land
use;
i) [ack of management and intervention has results
in degradation;
i) Frequent detrac ting features.
Very poor i) Degraded landscape structure, charac terstic
pattemsand combinations of landform and
landcover are masked by land use;
i) [ackof management/ intervention has resulted in
degradation;
iv) Exte nsive detracting features.
Damaged i) Damaged landscape struc ture;
i) Distutbed orderelic t land re quire s tre atment;
i) De trac ting features dominate.
De re lic t 1) Iand so damaged by industrialorotherdevelopment
thatitisincapable ofbeneficialuse witho ut tre atme nt.
1.1.12. The following criteria have been used to categorise the landscape value
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Table 2: Iandscape Value

Value

B pic al Crite ria Bpical Scale Bpical Example

Exceptional | Very high importance (orQuality) | Intemational, Word Heritage Site,

and Rarty. No orextremely National National Park or AONB.
limite d po te ntial fo r sub stitutio n.

High

High Importance (orQuality) and | National, National Park, AONB,
Rarity. Limited potentialfor Regional Iocal AGLV, ALl
sub stitutio n.

Moderate

Medium Importance (orQuality) Regional Iocal Undesignated but value
and Rarty. limited potentialfor perthapsexpressed through
sub stitutio n. non-officialpublicationsor
demonstrable use.

Poor

Iow Importance (orQuality) and Iocal Areasidentified as having
Rarity. some redeeming feature or
features and possbly

ide ntified forimprove ment.

Very poor

Iow Importance (orQuality) and Iocal Areasidentified for
Rarity. recovery.

1.1.13.

1.1.14.

1.1.15.

1.1.16.

The

From these separate assessments of landscape character and the
landscape resource, landscape receptors — defined as those aspects of
the landscape that have the potential to be affected by the proposed
development.

Visual Baseline

The extent of visibility of the assessment site, and of the proposed
developmentisdetermined by the buidings/develo pment surmo unding the
site,aswellasby existing vegetation and topography. An initialasse ssme nt
was made, using OS mapping and aeral photographs of potential
locations from where the assessmentsite mightbe seen by visualreceptors
-defined asindividualsorgroups who have the potentialto be affected by
the proposal Potentiallocationsthatare identified include residentialand
commercial properties, mads, PRoW, and areas of public open space/
recreationalland.

Field assessment wascamed out in eardy June 2016. The site was viewed
from the surmunding area from a range of locations, including those
identified through the desk study and other locations that became
apparent from the field assessment. Atthe time ofthe field assessment
vegetation wasin leaf and thus visbility in winter months — ie. usually
taken to be the ‘worst case’ —could not be assessed. This is considered
throughout this report. Based on the field assessment, an approximate
visualenvelope isincluded in the appraisalin plan form.

In the appraisal the potential visual receptors are identified on plan and
descrbed in tabular form, which categornzes the receptor by type (ie.
residentialproperty etc.) and distance from the edge ofthe assessment site
(using the termssetoutin Table 3 below).

Table 3: Distance of Views

Distance of View De finition
Adjoining On the edge ofthe assessment site
Close Iessthan 250m from the edge ofthe assessme nt site
Middle From 250m to 1500m from the edge ofthe assessment site
Iong 1500m orgreaterfrom the edge ofthe assessment site
Spout Farm, longridge, Preston IVA June 2016



1.1.17.

1.1.18.

1.1.19.

1.1.20.

1.1.21.

From the field assessment, a numberof viewpoints to the assessment site
from potential visual receptors have been identified through the field
assessment. The viewpointsselected essentially coverthree typesofviews:

o Representative viewpoints: typical of a particular type of visual
receptor,e.g.certain pointsalong a PRoW.

o Specific Viewpoints:a keyorpromoted viewpoint within the landscape
possibly related to local visitor attractions or associated with a
designated landscape ora culturallandscape.

o [Hlustrative Viewpoints: where a particulareffect mayonly be available
from certain loc ations.

Not allofthese types of viewpoints will necessarly be present, orneed to
be considered in allassessments. Generally, butnotexc lusive ly, the majo rity
of viewpoints identified will be representative viewpoints. All of the
viewpointsidentified are public viewpoints. Whilst private loc ations, such as
houses, were not visited during the field assessment, an assessment of the
likely views from these properties and their visual context was made from
neary locations.

Viewpoint locations are shown in plan form and the views avaiable from
the selected viewpoints shown asphotographsin the appraisal

Assessment of landscape and Visual Effects - General Approach

As defined in GLVIA3, landscape effects are those effects on the
landscape asa resource initsown right, and visualeffectsare those effec ts
on specific viewsand on the generalamenity asexperienced by people.
The judgement made in respectofboth landscape and visualeffectsis a
combination ofan assessment ofthe sensitivity of the receptoragainst the
magnitude ofthe landscape orvisualeffect.

The judgementto be made inrespectofsensitivity isa combination of the
susc e p tibility of those receptorsto the specific change occasioned by the
proposed development (forboth landscape and visualreceptors) along
with the value attached to thatreceptor(again forboth landscape and
visual receptors). Smilady, the judgement to be made in respect of the
magnitude of landscape and / or visual effects is derived from a
combination of the size or scale of the effect(s); the duration of the
effect(s); and whether such effect(s) is / are reversible (or not). The
assessment of landscape and visual effects give rise to separate
considerations and these are setoutin more detailbelow.

Assessment of landscape Effects

1.1.22. In respect of the judgment to be made of the sensitivity of landscape
receptors, the susceptibility to specific change for each landscape
receptoriscategorized assetoutbelow.

Spout Farm, longridge, Preston IVA June 2016

vi



Table 4: Susceptibility of Ilandscape Receptors to Change

Receptor Susc e ptibility of Receptorto Change
High Medium Iow
Iandscape A highly distinc tive and Distinc tive character, with | Mixed character, where
Character coherentlandscape a generalconsistency, there isa lackof
character, with an no twithstanding the coherence and
absence ofdetracting or presence of some detracting orintrusive
intrusive elements. low or detracting orintrusive elementshave become
no capacity to accept elements. Some capacity dominantorhave
change. to acceptchange. eclipsed original
character Signific ant
capacity to accept
change.
Designated National Designated Iocal landscape Not designated
Areas landscape such as Designations (e.g. AGLV/
National Park and AONB Areasoflocallandscape
Importance (ALLD(or
simila r)
Iandscape Iargelyorcompletely Iargelyin moderate Poororimproving
Features intact,in good condition condition —may be in condition
processofimprovement
Ae sthe tic / Recognised formally asa Some areas/ features of | Not noted for aesthetic
Perceptual coherentarea/ feature of | aesthetic attraction qualitie s
Aspects aesthetic attraction
1.1.23. The value foreach landscape receptoristaken from Table 2 above. The
overall sensitivity of each receptoristhen categorsed on a High/ Me dium
/ low/ Negligible basis.
1.1.24. In respect of the magnitude of landscape effects, Table 5 below sets

out the judgements to be made, and the categores adopted in
respect of the separate considerations of scale, geographic extent,
duration.

Table 5: Magnitude of Iandscape Effects

Type of Effect

Magnitude of Hfects

Size /Sc ale Major Moderate Minor Negligible / None
Dtallossof,or Partiallossofor Limited lossofor Very minororno
majoralteration alteration to one or | alteration to one or | lossoralteration to
to key elements/ more key more key one ormore key
fe ature s/ elements/ elements/ elements features
charac tenstic s fe ature s/ fe ature s/ / charactensticsof
ofthe site and/ or charactensticsof charactensticsof the site and/ or
the introduction of | the site and/or the site and/or introduc tion of
elements totally introduc tion of introduc tion of elements
unc haracterstic to | elementsthat elements c harac te ristic
the receiving would be evident, characterstic with | within the
landscape butnot the receiving suro unding

nec e ssarly landscape. landscape —

unc harac teristic to approximating to a
the receiving “no change”
landscape situa tion.

Geographic Exte nsive Major Iocalised Re stric te d

Exte nt
Hfectswould be Fffe c ts would Hfectswould be Effects would not
experienced over extend overthe confined to the extend beyond
a numberof majorpartofthe immediate setting the asse ssment site
landscape landscape of the assessment
charactertypesor | charactertype or site
area area

Duration Iong Me dium Short Construc tion Stage
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Overlbyearsafter
completion of
c onstruc tion wo rks

5-15yearsafter
completion of
c onstruc tion wo rks

0-5 yearsafter
completion of
c onstruc tion wo rks

Re stric ted to
construc tion stage
(explain likely
length of
construc tion and
any key stages)

1.1.25.

The overallmagnitude oflandscape effectsisthen described on the basis

ofprofessionaljudgementon a High/ Medium / low / Negligible basis. The
separate assessmentsin respect of sensitivity and magnitude have been
drawn together in the appraisal in a single tabular form. An overal

conclusion in respect of landscape change

— the likely significant

landscape effects-issetoutin the appraisaltext. Thatoverallc onclusion is
expressed byreference to the termssetoutinthe matrixatTable 6, showing
the inte e la tio nship betwe e n se nsitivity o f the landscape receptorand the
magnitude oflandscape effect. The principalconclusionsderving from the
tabularpresentation are then summarised in the appraisal te xt.

Table 6: Iandscape Effects

Magnitude of Iandscape Effect

Large Me dium Small Negligible /[None
-
3
_ MAJOR/

o
I High MAJOR MO DERA'IE MODERATE SLIG HT
&
V)
2
©
Q
2} . MAJOR
la-]
= Me dium MO DERA'IE MO DERA'TE SLIG HT MINIMAL
3
S
)
&
=
% Low MODERATE SLIG HT MINIMAL NONE
o
&

Neglhgible SLIG HT MINIMAL NONE NONE

1.1.26.

In Table 6 the terms used to descrbe overalllandscape effects are taken

to have the following meanings, particularly in respect of the purpose of
the Appraisalto id e ntify likely signific ant environmentale ffec ts:

e Major: Would fundamentally change the existing landscape and
would thus constitute a significant envirmnmentaleffect.

o Major / Modermte: Would substantially change the existing landscape
and would thus constitute a significant envimnmentaleffect.

e Modemte: Would bring about some change to the existing landscape
but would not constitute a significant envimnmentaleffect.

o Slght: Would entail only imited change to the existing landscape and
would notconstitute a significant envimnmentaleffect.
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o Minimal: Would entailnegligible change to the existing landscape and

would notconstitute a significant envimnmentaleffect.

Assessment of Visual Effe c ts

1.1.27.

Inrespectofthe judgmentto be made ofthe sensitivity of visualrec e ptors,
the susceptbility to specific change for each landscape receptor is

categorized assetoutbelow.

Table 7: Susceptibility of Visual Receptors to Change

Bpe ofVisual

Susceptibility of

Notes

Receptor Specific Change
Residential High Residentialproperties are considered the mo st se nsitive o f
Property potential visualreceptorsand are thusaccorded a High

susc e ptibility. kis an established tenet that the planning
system doesnotserve to protect private inte re sts; the issue
isnot whetherownersand occupiersofneighbourng
properties would experience financialorotherloss

(inc luding visualeffect) from a particulardevelopment but
whethersuch development would unacceptably affect
amenities and the existing use ofland and buidings which
oughtto be protected in the public interest. Thus in se e king
to assessthe visualeffectsofdevelopmentaccountshould
be taken ofthe effectson residential property, but it is
pertinent to note that purely private interests may camy less
weight than public inte re sts.

Commercial
Property/ Places
of Employment

Iow to Medium

Indoorworkersare likely to have a Low susc e ptibility;
outdoorworkers (e.g. in agric ulture) a Medium
susc e p tibility.

Public Roads

ILow to Medium

The degree of susceptibility wilvary according to the
nature ofthe road and its primary purpose forusers.
Motorwaysand trunkmadsare taken to have a low
susc e ptibility; Aclassroadsa Iow to Medium susc e p tib ility,
and allotherroadsa medium susc e p tibility.

Public Rightsof
Way/ Cycleways

High

The degree of susceptibility willvary according to the
nature ofthe PRoW and its primary purpose forusers.
Bridleways and PRoW designated locally asspecific outes
are taken to have a High susc e ptibility.

Informal Paths Medium to High Informalpaths have been taken to have a Medium to High
susc e p tibility.

Public Open High Usersofareasof POSare likely to be atleisure, and thus

Space such areasare taken to have a High susc e p tibility.

Cultural Heritage High Usersofareasofculturalhertage sites are likely to be at

Site s leisure, and thussuch areasare taken to have a High
susc e p tibility.

Recreational Medium Usersofrecreationalland are likely to be atleisure, but are

Iand taken to be focussed primarily on the recreational ac tivity,
and thussuch areasare taken to have a Medium
susc e p tibility.

1.1.28. The value of viewsiscategorized assetoutbelow:

Table 8: Criteria forValue of Views

Magnitude Crite ria
High A unique oridentified view (e.g. shown assuch on OSmap ormarked on a
tourist map) orone noted in lite ra ture
Me dium A typicaland/ orrepresentative view from a particularreceptor receptortype
Dow Undistinguished orunprepo sse ssing view
1.1.4. In respect of the magnitude of visual effects, Table 9 below sets out the

judgements to be made, and the categories adopted in respect of the
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separate considerations of scale, geographic extent, duration, and
re ve rsib lity.

Table 9: Criteria for Dete rmina tion of Visual Effec t

Bpe ofEffect | Magnitude of Effects
Size / Scale Major Moderate Minor Negligible / None
The proposalsform | The proposals wil The proposals Only a very small
a signific ant and form a visible and constitute only a Part (orno pan)of
immediately recognisable new minorcomponent the proposalwil
apparentpartof ele ment within the of the widerview, be discemible and
the view that wil overallview and which mightbe /oritwilbe at
change itsoverall willbe readily overooked by the such a distance
character. noticed by the casualobserver. thatit willbe
observer. Awarenessofthe scarcely
proposalswillnot appreciated, and
have a marked consequently it will
effect on the have very little/ no
overallquality of effecton the view.
the view.
Geographic Exte nsive Major Iocalised Restric ted
Exte nt
Effe c ts would Effe c ts would Effectswould be Effectswould be
affectallthe visual | extend overthe confined to part/s confined to edges
receptor and/ or majorpartsofthe of the visual of/ glimpse views
would be seen at visualreceptor receptorand/ or from the visual
close distance. and/ orwould be would be seen at receptorand/ or
seen at medium long distance. would be seen at
distance. long distance.
Duration Iong Me dium Short Construction Stage
The visualeffect, The visualeffect, The visualeffect, Restric ted to
even taking into taking into taking into construction stage
account mitigation | account account (explain like ly
wo rks, will still mitig a tion wo rks, mitig a tion wo rks, length of
obtainl5 years wilobtain for willobtain forup to | construction and
aftercompletion between 5-15 5yearsafter any key stages)
of construc tion yearsafter completion of
wo rks completion of c onstruc tion wo rks
c onstruc tion wo rks
Re ve 1sib ility Ire versible Reversible
The development wilentaila permanent | fthe development wasdeconstructed/
effect on the view. demolished the existing view (i.e. witho ut
development) would be retumed.
1.1.5. The overall magnitude of visual effects is then described on the basis of

professional judgement on a High / Medium / Iow / Negligible basis. The
separate assessments in respect of visual se nsitivity and magnitude have
been drawn togetherin the appraisalin a single tabular form. An overall
conclusioninrespectofvisualchange —the likely signific ant visuale ffec ts -
is set out in the appraisal text. That overall conclusion is expressed by
reference to the terms set out in the matrx at Table 10, showing the
interrelationship between sensitivity of the visual receptor and the
magnitude of visual effect. The principal conclusions deriving from the
tabularpresentation are then summarised in the appraisal te xt.
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Table 10: Visual Effects

Magnitude of Visual Effect

Large Me dium Small Negligible /[None
i
8 . MAJOR
3 High MAJOR MODERATE | MODERATE SIIG HT
Q
&
F
2 . MAJOR/
5 Me dium MO DERATE MODERA'TE SLIG HT MINIMAL
(=]
ey
&
w
5 Iow MODERA'TE SLIG HT MINIMAL NONE
Negligible SIIG HT MINIMAL NONE NONE

In Table10 the terms used to descrbe overall visual effects are taken to

have the following meanings, particulardy in respect of the purpose of the

Appraisalto identify like ly signific ant e nvinnme ntale ffe c ts:

o Major: Would fundame ntally change the e xisting view and would thus
constitute a sig nificant e nvironme ntale ffect.
o Major/ Moderate: Would substantially c hange the existing view and

wo uld thus c onstitute a sig nificant e nvironme ntaleffect.

o Modemte: Would bring about some change to the existing view but

would not constitute a significant environme ntale ffect.

o Slight: Would e ntailonly imited c hange to the e xisting view and wo uld
not constitute a significant e nvironme ntaleffect.
o Minimal Would entailnegligible c hange to the e xisting view and wo uld
not constitute a significant e nvironme ntaleffect.

Overall Assessment of Iandscape and Visual Effe c ts

The separate conclusions in respect of likely significant landscape and

visual (as descrbed at paras 4.7.4 and 4.8.2 above) are set out in the

1.1.6.
1.1.7.
appraisal text.
Visual Baseline Conditions
1.1.8.

The following specific desk-based taskshave been undertaken:

e Consultation with the local planning authorty within the detailed

study area,
lo c ations.
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e Identification and field assessment of potential receptors within the
visualenvelope and an appraisalof their se nsitivity.

o Appreciation of the nature and importance of existing views
experienced by the identified receptors.

The visualassessmentinvolved an initialdesk-based review of OSmapping

to establish the widerc onte xt within which views initially appearto be set,

folowed by site surveys to establish the form and nature of specific views

and the role of the proposed development area in such views. The site

survey was informed by the computer generated ZIV mapping which

indicates where the developmentmaybe visible from.

1.1.9. Appendix 2 Table 4 shows the chosen viewpoints and reasons forinc lusion
in the asse ssme nt.

Methodology forPreparation of Photographs

1.1.10. The site survey includesa photographic record of the viewpoints. Ateach
ofthe viewpoints the following detailsare recorded;

* the grid reference (ofthe viewpoint)

¢ the viewerheight (measured to the lensofthe camera)
* the date (ofsurvey)

e the distance to the development (from the viewpoint)

1.1.11. The photographshave been taken using a digital SLIRcamera with a 50mm
fixed focal length lens, giving a focal length equivalent to 75mm on a
35mm film camera.

Methodology forthe Preparation of Wire line s

1.1.12. Wirelines (orwire frame drawings) are the visualrepresentation oflandform
shown ascontourslaid overthe bare ground.

1.1.13. The wirelineshave been prepared (only where the site isvisible ) using digital
termain software which producesa bare ground modelasrepresented by
the Digital emain Model(DTM). While thisisa reasonable representation of
the landform, it is unable to represent very small topographic features
precisely. The curvature of the earth and refraction through the
atmosphere are taken imto account butnotthe effectsofscreening due
to woodland, buildings and othersurface features.

1.1.14. The wirelines were checked against the photographs and site survey
notes. The wirelines are then lined up with the photographs.

Methodology forPre paration of Visualisa tions

1.1.15. The visualisations are prepared (only where the site is visible) by overaying
the terrain modelas a transparency overthe photographs to position the
site. Thisis ac hieved by lining up landform features in the photograph
and the wirelines as well asinserting ‘markers’ in the DTM indic ating
the location of key landscape elements that can be seen in the
photograph.

1.1.16. The representation ofthe type ofdevelopmentproposed isthenreplicated
and positioned in the location asa line ofthe development e xte nts.
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1.1.17. The finalpreparation of the visualisations are positioned below the existing
photograph and presented as a figure and intended to be printed at
a scale of A4.
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2. Appendix 2 - Tables

Table 1: Character Areas - Sensitivity of Llandscape Receptors and Summary of Magnitude of Effects and Overall Significance of Effects

CharacterArea/ Feature/ Approxim a te Description/ Rationale forjudgement Se nsitivity Magnitude of Effect Overall
Designation Distance to of Significance
assessment Receptor Size / scale, Overall Magnitude of Effect
site to Geographic
Change | S
NationalIlandscape Character Areas (NLCA)
CharacterArea 35: Iancashire | Assessment The Eden Valley National Character Area (NCA) in north-east | Me dium M*‘;‘)&I‘”aﬁs‘*d Negligible MINIMAL
Valeys (NCA 35) site within Cumbria encompassesthe broad valleysofthe RiverEden zzmtiol;g
NICA and its trbutares. The rivercontractsbetween wide flood
plain areasto the steep,wooded Eden Gorge. It contrasts
markedly with the scarp face of the North Pe nnines to the
east, the Orton Fellsto the south and the rugged upland fells
ofthe Iake District to the west, and the NCA includesa small
partofthe North Pennines Area of Outstanding Natural
Be auty.
CharacterArea 33: Bowland Asse ssment Thisisa diverse landscape ofundulating pasture, Me dium None, Iocalsed Negligible MINIMAL
Fringe (NCA 33) site ~310m to | bmadleaved woodland, parkland and waterbodies, Zﬂizzzg
the eastof including oxbow lakes, reservoirs, disused gravelpits and field
NICA ponds. Heldsare smallto medium-sized, and are enclosed
by hedgermwswith large mature hedgerow trees. Inproved
pastureland defined by wellmaintained hedgerowsis
charactenstic ofthe agriculturalland in the fringes, which
supportsboth dairy and live stock farming. Overhalf o f this
NCA is within the Forest of Bowland AONB.
Iancashire Iandscape Character Areas (ICA)
5 —Undulating Lowland Asse ssment Generally below 150m, the Undulating Iowland Famland lies | Me dium M"'(‘i"lf;)l“a“sed Negligile MINIMAL
Farmland site within between the majorvalleys and the moonand fringes. This :Emmﬁg
ICA lowland landscape istraversed by deeply incised, wooded
cloughsand gorges. There are also many mixed fam
woodlands,copsesand hedgerow trees, creating an
impression ofa wellwooded landscape from ground level
and a patchworkofwood and pasture from raised
viewpoints on the fells.
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5¢c —IowerRibble

Asse ssme nt
site within LCT

The IowerRibble isan area oflowland gritstone farmland
between Iongridge Fellto the north and MellorRidge to the
south. K hasa distinctive broad valley landfomm; the north
and south valley sidesare separated by a flood plain which
contains the meanderng course ofthe RiverRibble. There is
a partic ulady distinc tive pattem ofwooded cloughswhich
descend the valley sides, theirstreams emptying into the
Ribble. Acomplexpattem ofhedgesand woodland form
links to these wooded cloughs, giving an overallimpression
ofa wellwooded landscape. Although a ruralvalley, the
arca iswellsettled; a dense networkof winding country lanes
and trackslink the large numberofstone fam buildings.

Me dium

Minor, [ocalised
and Long
Dura tion

Negligible

MINIMAL

5h — Goosnargh — Whittingham

Asse ssment
site ~bm east
of ICT

Thislandscape isdefined by wide and deep valleys with
open flood plains, accommodating rural farmland with
significantexpansesofimproved pasture. Pocketsof scrub,
woodland and coniferous plantations punctuate the
landscape, while field boundaresare predominantly
defined by hedgesand stone walls. Roadsand railway lines
often follow the linearvalley conto urs.

Me dium

None, Iocalised
and Llong
duration

Negligible

MINIMAL

Iocallandscape CharacterAreas

None

N/ A

N/A

N/ A

N/ A

N/ A

N/A

Table 2: Iandscape Character and Features - Sensitivity of Ilandscape Receptors and Summary of Magnitude of Effects and Overall Significance of

Effe cts
CharacterArea/ | Approximate Description/ Rationale forjudgement Se nsitivity Magnitude of Effect Overall
Feature/ Distance to of Sig nificance
Designation asse ssm e nt site Receptor Size / scale, Overall Magnitude of Effect
to Geographic
extent and
Change Dura tion
Iandscape Character & Features
Existing Iand Use On site The assessment Site is cunently used asa Christmas tree plantation, with Iow xedﬁggé large MODERA'TE
areasofunmaintained grassland and hardstanding used asa yard forthe ancdah)ng
adjacentgarden centre and nursery. duration
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Adjoining Iand Iessthan 250m |  the immediate north and eastofthe Site lies the Alston Reservoirs County | Me dium Minor, Iocalised Smal SIIG HT
Use from the edge Bological Heritage Site, comprising speciesrich grassland, wetland scrapes :Ei‘ﬁ;ﬁg
of the and bird hides, aswellas the existing Alston Reservoirs Nos. 1 and 2. Beyond
a sse ssme nt site the reserwoirs to the north lies the settlement oflongrdge. T the south of
the site, pastoralgrassland dominates with hedgerww and post-and-wire
fence boundanes. T the west, on the opposite side of Preston Road,
residentialproperties dominate, with faidy recent develo pment pro viding
an extension to the southem utban fringe of longrdge, adjacent to the
asse ssme nt Site . Furtherto the south east and south west of the site, gently
undulating agnculturalfarmland dominates, being flatterto the west and
with more undulation and incised wooded cloughsto the east.
Tpography On site The assessment Site isgenerally flat with a gentle fallin le vels from north to low Minor, Iocalised Smal SIIG HT
south west; the levelsat the northem boundary being +86.81m AOD (Above Zﬂizzzg
Ordnance Datum), and atthe south westem boundary +82.17 AOD.
Tpography rises shamply to the imme diate north ofthe Site owing to Alston
ReservoirNo.1l, and falls gently to the south.
Vegetation On site The assessment Site isdominated plantation treeswith areasof Me dium Minor, Iocalised Negligible SLIG HT
unmaintained grassland and an area ofhardstanding to the east. :Ei‘ﬁ;ﬁg
Boundary treesare present around the site perimeters, becoming sparser
along the northem boundary.
Water Fe ature On site There are no permanentwaterfeatures cunently located on the Site. Me dium ?ﬁgeﬁiﬂmtw Negligible MINIMAL
duration
Built Ele me nts On site There are numemwus permanentbuilt elements on Site. These include a Iow Minor, Iocalised Negligible MINIMAL
stone wallalong the northem and north eastem boundarnes, with a wooden :Eig;ig
5-baraccessgate mid-way along the northem boundary, three, she d-style
metalworkshopslocated on the hardstanding to the south east ofthe Site,
a semi-permanent poly-tunnelalso to the south east, a septic tankclose to
the westem boundary, and a metalbamerwhich cunently providesaccess
to the Site from Preston Road. Occasionalsmallerbuitelementssuch as
man-hole coversand otherutilitiesare also found atvarouslocation
throughout the site. Otherbuilt elements, such asthe office and cabins
associated with Spout Farm Nursery, fall o utwith the red-line boundary.
Public Rightsof ~1m from the No public rightsofway (PRoW) traverse the site. There are 23 footpaths High Minor, Iocalised Small MODERA'TE
Way assessmentsite | located within a 1km radius of the site, the closestbeing Footpath 118, :Ei‘ﬁ;ﬁg
located immediately south ofthe south westem Site boundary. There are
also 8 bridleways within a 1km radiusofthe Site, the closestbeing Bridleway
119/ 121 atapproximately 170m to the south east ofthe Site boundary. The
size/scale ofthe effect on these PRoWswillbe Minor, since viewstowards
the Site from the se PRoWsislaigely screened by interve ning vegetation,
eitherin the form oftallhedgermwsalong the edgesofthe PRoW
themselves, ordue to vegetation along the Site boundares. Therefore the
overallmagnitude ofeffecthasbeen assessed asSmall
Iandscape On site Ordinary Condition — Distinguishable landscape structure, charac te nstic Me dium Minor, Iocalised Me dium MO DERA'TE
Condition pattemsoflandform and land coveroften masked by land use, with some Zﬂigzg
featuresworthy of conservation butalso some detracting featuresand
scope to improve the managementofvegetation. This c ate gorsation also
considersthe localdesignationasa Iandscape of County Importance.
Iandscape On site Poor- Iow Importance (orQuality) and Me dium ﬁ"‘“‘;;:;l Me dium MODERA'TE
Value Ra nty ancdah) >
duration
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Table 3: Iandscape Designations — Sensitivity of landscape Receptors and Summary of Magnitude of Effects and Overall Significance of Effects

CharacterArea/ | Approximate Rationale forjudgement Se nsitivity of Magnitude of Effect Overall
Feature/ Distance to Receptorto Sig nificance
Designation asse ssm e nt site Change Size / scale, OvemllMagnitude | o f Fffect
Geographic extent
and
Dura tion
National Parks
None | N/A | Notlocated within 2km Study Area | N/A N/A | N/A N/A
Areas of Qutstanding Natural Be auty
None | N/A | Notlocated within 2km Study Area | N/A N/ A \ N/A N/A
Conservation Areas
Ne wtown ~325m north of | Area oflocalimportance containing many listed buildings. | High {:Z;‘Zi‘*gi’i:&n Negligible SIIG HT
Conservation site The developmentisnotactually visible from the
Area Conservation Area due to interve ning b uilt form. The re fore
the scale ofthe effectisrated as Restricted, and thus the
overallmagnitude is Negligible.
StIlawrence’s ~475m north of | Area oflocalimportance containing many listed buildings. | High {:Z;‘Zi‘*gi’i:;m Negligible SIIG HT
Church site The developmentisnotactually visible from the
Conservation Conservation Area due to interve ning b uilt form. The re fore
Area the scale ofthe effectisrated asRestricted, and thus the
overallmagnitude is Negligible.
Iongridge ~895m north of | Area oflocalimportance containing many listed buildings. | High {:Z;‘Zi‘*gi’i:;m Negligible SIIG HT
Conservation site The developmentisnotactually visible from the
Area Conservation Area due to interve ning b uilt form. The re fore
the scale ofthe effectisrated as Restricted, and thus the
overallmagnitude is Negligible.
Iandscape of County Inportance
None N/ A Notlocated within 2km Study Area N/ A N/ A N/ A N/ A
Liste d Buildings & Scheduled Monuments (Representation taken within approximately 1km of assessment site due to proximity of built form and limited
visibility/ a sso c ia tion)
Hacking Hobs ~475m north, High 1;"}‘;‘;"{;3‘;5?:1:&)11 Negligible SIIG HT
north westof Designation — Grade Llisted
site
Bury’s ~695m east, Designation — Grade Ilisted High 1;"}‘;‘;"{;3‘;5?:1:&)11 Negligible SLIG HT
Farmho use south eastof
site
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County Biological Heritage Sites

Alston Reservoirs | ~Om to north Although not strictly a landscape designation, its statusas High S‘;‘;%‘)R:;“’“’ed Sma ll MODERATE
and eastof a CBHSite imparts value, and itisconsidered that views duration
Site actasa componentofthe experience when visiting the

RSPB Wetland / Bird Hides to the south east of the CBH

Ancient Woodland

Colege Wood ~1.05km to Although notstrictly a landscape designation, its status as High ?;391;?5““9‘1 Negligible SIIG HT
east of Site an Ancient Woodland imparts some value. temton
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Table 4: Viewpoint Receptors — Sensitivities and Summary of Magnitude of Effects and Overall Significance of Effects

View | Iocation Grid Ref | Approximate Reason forinclusion Se nsitivity of Receptor | Value of Magnitude of Effect Overall Significance
Point Distance to to Change View of Effect
Ref assessment Zize / Sca}ll?v ot ;Vem‘ltlud
. eographic exten agnitude
site and
Dura tion
VP1 | Preston 360192.6 312m Road userson Preston | Medium forroad Me dium i‘:;ﬂ;)“;zzﬁ:ed'b"g Small SIIGHTforroad
Road / , Road and Pinfold users, High for Tre ve sible users,
Bridleway 435658.1 Iane, Usersof Bridleway users MODERA'IE for
119 Bridleway 119 bridleway users
VP2 | Brdleway 360444.0 165m Usersof Bridleway High for Bridleway Me dium g;dglgvﬂgle ::IS/ gnap | Smal/ MODERA'IE for
121/ Visitors | , 121, Visitors to RSPB users, Medium for forvmlﬁw Bird Hides, | Me dium bridleway users,
to RSPBBird | 435835.9 Bird Hide s visitors to Bird Hide s s"ui:t]’_;:end;i‘;"g SLIG HT fo r visito 1s to
Hides Tre ve rsble bird hides
VP3 | Footpath 360337.1 96m Usersof Footpath 118 | High Me dium iﬁ;%blﬁi]{:ed’“"g Small MODERA'TE
118 ) Tre ve rsible
435851.5
VP4 | Bridleway 360834.2 462m Usersof Bridleway 58 | High for Bridleway Me dium iefﬁgﬁl:'tﬁszﬂﬁed’ Negligible SIIGHTforbridleway
58/ 59/ , / 59/ 121, Road users | users, Medium for m\,gmﬂole use 1s, MINIMALfor
121, Chapel | 436035.6 of ChapelBrow Road users mad users
Brow
VP5 | Bridleway 360795.3 471m Usersof Bridleway 58. | High for Bridleway Me dium ﬂefgﬁiﬁilﬁszmnfd’ Negligible SIIGHTforbridle way
58, Chapel |, Road usersof Chapel | users, Medium for Tre ve 1sb le use s, MINIMALfor
Brow 436240.3 Brow Road users mad users
VP6 | ChapelHl | 360470, 615m Usersof Bridleway 58, | High for Bridleway Iow ﬁefgﬁiﬁi:’tﬁi':fd’ Negligible SIIGHTforbridle way
/ Bridleway 436701 rmad usersalong users, Medum for Tre ve sible users, MINIMALfor
58 (within St ChapelHil, and Road users, High for o ad users, SLIGHT
Iawrence’s Visitors to St Visito rs to fo r visito rs to
Church Iawrence’s Church Conservation Area Conservation Area
Conservatio Conservation Area
n Area)
VP7 | Preston 360150, 297m Road usersalong Medium forRoad Me dium ﬂefghiﬂii’tﬁs::;‘*d’ Negligible MINIMALforRoad
Road / 436433 Preston Road / Derby | users, High for visito rs Tre ve rsble Use rs, SUGHT for
Derby Road Road, Newtown to Conservation Area visito rs to

Conservation Area

Conservation Area
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VP8 | Preston 360208, 102m Road usersand Medium forRoad Me dium iﬁ;%;ﬁ:;]?ed’l”"g Small SIIGHTforroad
Road 436196 Residential properties | users, High for Tre ve rsble use 1s, MODERA'IE for

along Preston Road Residential reside ntial

VP9 | Preston 360196.1 22m Road usersand Medium forRoad Me dium i‘:;ﬂ;)“;zzﬁ:ed'b"g Small SIIGHTforroad
Road / 2, residential properties | users, High for Tre ve rsble use rs, MODERA'IE fo r
Water 436103.3 along Preston Road Residential residential
Meadows 4

VP10 | Bridleway 360965, 645m Usersof Bidleway 59 | High for Bridleway Me dium ﬂefghiﬂi:txszmn;‘*d’ Negligible SIIGHTforbridle way
59/ 66, 435779 / 66 and residential use s, High for Liste d Tre vesble use s, SHGHT for
Bury’s Farm property at Bury’'s Building listed building
Ho use Farm
(Grade I
Listed
Building )

VP11 | Preston 360187, 160m Road usersalong Medium forRoad Me dium iﬁ[‘j‘d%;ﬁ;i]{:ed’“"g Small MINIMALformad
Road / 435820 Preston Road, users, High for Tre ve rsible users, SHIGHTfor
Chamley residential property Residential re sidential
Farm Chamley Farm properties

VP12 | No. 138 360190.3 15m Road usersalong Medium forRoad Me dium gend“ji":lﬁ;;zszg' Me dium MODERATE formad
Preston 7, Preston Road, users, High for inevgexsible users,

Road 436000.5 residential propety Residential MAJOR MODERA'TE
6 No. 138 Preston Road forresidential

VP13 | Footpaths 359625.6 577m Usersof Footpaths High Me dium ﬂefhiﬂiﬁ;ifﬁﬁﬁfd’ Negligible SLIG HT
103/ 104/ , 103/ 104/ 107 e e b le
107 435930.3

VP14 | Footpath 359838.0 502m Usersof Footpath 107 | High Me dium ﬂefghiﬂii’tﬁs::;‘*d’ Negligible SLIG HT
107 N Tre ve rsib le

435633.5
Table 5: OtherVisual Receptors — Sensitivities and Summary of Magnitude of Effects and Overall Significance of Effects
Visual Receptor Approxima te Rationale forjudgement Se nsitivity of Value of Magnitude of Effect Overall
Distance to Receptorto View Size / scale, Overall Magnitude Significance of
asse ssme nt site Change Ge;gml’hic extent Effect
Dura tion

National Tails

None N/ A Notlocated within 2km Study Area N/ A N A N/ A N/ A N/ A

Regional Tiails
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None N/A Notlocated within 2km Study Area N/ A N/ A N/ A N/ A N/A
National Cycle Network
None N/ A Notlocated within 2km Study Area N/ A N/A N/ A N/ A N/A
IocalCycle Network
None N/A Notlocated within 2km Study Area N/ A N/ A N/ A N/ A N/A
Public Rights of Way - Footpaths (Representation taken within approximately 1km of assessment site due to proximity of built form and limite d visibility/ asso ciation)
30 ~725m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT
Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and fre versible
intervening vegetation and built form.
31 ~695m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT
Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and fre ve rsible
intervening vegetation and built form.
52 ~640m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT
. Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and fre versible
intervening vegetation and built form.
54 ~860m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT
.. Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and fre versible
intervening vegetation and built form.
60 ~570m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Medium Neglgible, Negligible SIIG HT
.. Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and fre versible
intervening vegetation and built form.
66 ~613m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Negligble, Negligible SLIG HT
. Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and fre versible
intervening vegetation and built form.
68 ~505m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT
.. Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and fre versible
intervening vegetation and built form.
69 ~580m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT
.. Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and Tre versible
intervening vegetation and built form.
70 ~590m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT
.. Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and fre ve rsible
intervening vegetation and built form.
100 ~630m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT
.. Iocalised, Iong
visible from Footpath due to term and Tre versible
intervening vegetation and built form.
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101 ~630m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁﬁsi:f’bng Negligible SLIG HT
visible from Footpath due to term and e ve sble
inte rve ning vegetation and built form.

103 ~580m IocalPublic Right of Way. Potential High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁﬁsi:f’bng Negligible SLIG HT
forglimpsed viewsofrooftopsof term and hre vesble
proposed development.

104 ~500m IocalPublic Right of Way. Potential High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁﬁsi:f’bng Negligible SLIG HT
forglimpsed viewsofrooftopsof term and hre vesble
proposed development.

106 ~500m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁﬁsi:f’bng Negligible SLIG HT
visible from Footpath due to term and e ve sble
inte rve ning vegetation and built form.

107 ~495m IocalPublic Right of Way. Potential High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁﬁsi:f’bng Negligible SLIG HT
forglimpsed viewsofrooftopsof term and hre vesble
proposed development.

108 ~595m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁﬁsi:f’bng Negligible SLIG HT
visible from Footpath due to term and e ve sble
inte rve ning vegetation and built form.

109 ~625m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁgi’ée'hng Negligible SLIG HT
visible from Footpath due to term and e ve sble
inte rve ning vegetation and built form.

110 ~615m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Neglighble, Negligible SLIG HT

Iocalised, Iong

visible from Footpath due to term and ke versble
inte rve ning b uilt form.

111 ~615m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁgi’ée'hng Negligible SLIG HT
visible from Footpath due to term and hre vesble
inte rve ning b uilt form.

112 ~615m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁgi’ée'hng Negligible SLIG HT
visible from Footpath due to term and hre vesble
inte rve ning b uilt form.

116 ~705m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁgi’ée'hng Negligible SLIG HT
visible from Footpath due to term and hre vesble
inte rve ning b uilt form.

117 ~510m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁgi’ée'hng Negligible SLIG HT
visible from Footpath due to term and hre vesble
inte rve ning b uilt form.

118 ~0m IocalPublic Right of Way. Potential High Me dium i‘)“nag“’é"n;aahid' Small MODERA'TE
forglimpsed viewsofproposed Tre ve rsble
development.

Public Rights of Way - Bridleways (Representation taken within approximately 1km of assessmentsite due to proximity of built form and limite d visibility/ association)

51 ~630m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium ﬁecgaﬁﬁsi:f’bng Negligible SIIG HT
visible from Bridleway due to term and Tre ve b le
inte rve ning topography and
vegetation.
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53 ~575m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Eecgaﬁﬁsi:;’e’bng Negligible SIIG HT
visible from Bridleway due to term and Tre ve b le
interve ning topography and
vegetation.

56 ~575m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Eecgaﬁﬁsi:;’e’bng Negligible SIIG HT
visible from Bridleway due to term and Tre ve b e
interve ning topography and
vegetation.

57 ~425m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Eecgaﬁﬁsi:;’e’bng Negligible SIIG HT
visible from Bridleway due to term and Tre ve b le
intervening topography and
vegetation.

58 ~425m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Eecgaﬁﬁsi:;’e’bng Negligible SIIG HT
visible from Bridleway due to term and Tre ve b e
intervening topography and
vegetation.

59 ~470m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Eecgaﬁﬁsi:;’e’bng Negligible SIIG HT
visible from Bridleway due to term and Tre ve b le
intervening topography and
vegetation.

66 ~570m IocalPublic Rightof Way. Site not High Me dium Eecgaﬁﬁsi:;’e’bng Negligible SIIG HT
visible from Bridleway due to term and Tre ve b e
inte rve ning ve getation.

119 ~160m IocalPublic Right of Way. Potential High Medium fn‘“‘”’;’ncna“ﬁd’ Smal MO DERA'IE
forfitered viewsofproposed Inevgexsiblean
development from this Bidleway.

121 ~160m IocalPublic Right of Way. Potential High Medium fn‘“‘”’;’ncna“ﬁd’ Smal MO DERA'IE
forfitered viewsofproposed Inevgexsiblean
development from this Bidleway.
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3. Appendix 3 - Plans
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Plan 1: Iocation Plan
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Plan 2: National CharacterAreas
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Plan 3: Iandscape CharacterTypes
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Plan 4: Iandscape CharacterAreas
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Plan 5: PRoW

Spout Farm, Longridge ILVA June 2016
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Plan 6: De signations

Spout Farm, Longridge ILVA June 2016
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Plan 7: Heritage
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Plan 8: Viewpoint Ioc ations

Spout Farm, Longridge ILVA June 2016
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Plan 9: Theoretical Visual Envelope

Spout Farm, Longridge IVA June 2016
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Plan 10: Site Masterplan

Spout Farm, Longridge ILVA June 2016
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