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Land at Manor Farm, Templecombe – Appendix A

ASSESSMENT OF LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL EFFECTS
Introduction
The assessment has been undertaken in accordance with “Guidelines for Landscape and
Visual Impact Assessment (GLVIA) – Third Edition” by the Landscape institute and Institute
of Environmental Management and Assessment (2013), “An Approach to Landscape Character
Assessment” by Natural England (October 2014) and “Topic Paper 6 - Techniques and Criteria
for Judging Capacity and Sensitivity” also published by The Countryside Agency and Scottish
Natural Heritage (undated) where relevant and the lighting effects of the development will
be assessed as an inherent part of the landscape and visual effects and the assessment of
this component would be based upon “Lighting in the Countryside: Towards Good Practice”
published by the Government, in conjunction with the Countryside Commission, in 1997.
The assessment distinguishes between landscape and visual effects, which will be discussed
in separate sections of the landscape appraisal. A summary of the landscape and visual
assessment methodology is provided below. The assessment process has been divided into
the following stages:
•

Description of existing landscape and visual resource and its value/sensitivity - the
baseline;

•

Project description including landscape mitigation incorporated into the design to
avoid, reduce and compensate for adverse effects;

•

Undertaking a landscape and visual impact appraisal / assessment of the development
proposals against existing baseline conditions; and

•

Reporting impacts and effects.

The assessment then summarises the landscape and visual effects likely to be generated by
the construction and operation of the proposed development.
Baseline Information
The description of the existing (baseline) landscape resource and visual amenity within the
study area will form the basis for establishing the sensitivity and character of the landscape.
It reviews the existing landscape character and condition of the study area including the
Application site, and the prevalent and predicted trends in landscape change. The features
/ elements / character / landscape / visibility etc described; combine to provide an
understanding of landscape sensitivity and an indication of particular key views and
viewpoints that are available to visual receptors and therefore need to be included in the
visual assessment.
Information on the existing landscape and visual context of the Application site will be
gathered through a combination of desk study of available information, review of the existing
landscape character assessments and identification of predicted changes or trends in the
landscape and a site visits of the Application site and the surrounding area within the
estimated ZVI of the development proposals will assist in determining the condition /quality
of the landscape and the visibility of the Application site.
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On the basis of the above desk study and field surveys a description of the existing (baseline)
landscape resource and visual amenity within the Study area will be prepared. This forms
the basis for establishing the sensitivity and character of the landscape and provided an
indication of particular key views and viewpoints that are available from visual receptors and
therefore views that need to be included in the assessment. Information on the existing
landscape resource will be been collected by reference to the following documents and
sources of information:
•

Ordnance Survey Explorer Map – Sheet 171;

•

Topographic surveys of the Site;

•

National Planning Policy Framework February 2019;

•

National Planning Policy Guidance March 2014;

•

National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) March 2014;

•

The South Somerset Local Plan – April 2006 and its ‘saved’ policies;

•

The South Somerset Local Plan – Adopted March 2015;

•

National Character Profile Area No. 133: Blackmore Vale and Vale of Wardour taken
from the National Character Map of England published by Natural England in April
2014;

•

“The Landscape of South Somerset – A Landscape Assessment of the Scenery of South
Somerset” (South Somerset LCA) dated 1993;

•

South Somerset ‘Peripheral Landscape Studies’ 2008;

•

Historic
England
‘National
Heritage
(https://www.historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list );

•

Historic Ordnance Survey mapping and aerial photographs (Google Earth / Bing
Maps);

•

Magic website and West Berkshire Council Interactive Mapping (For Schedule Ancient
Monuments/ Listed Buildings / Landscape Designations / TPOs etc); and

•

Field surveys and site visit in June 2019 and November 2019.

List

for

England’

Mitigation Incorporated into the Development
Mitigation is an integral part of the overall design strategy to reduce potentially significant
adverse effects to an acceptable level. The GLVIA states that mitigation measures may be
considered under two categories:
•

‘Primary measures’ as part of the design of the development scheme, designed
through an iterative process and shown on the scheme drawings;
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•

‘Secondary measures’ to address any residual adverse effects of development
proposals after the incorporation of the primary measures.

Mitigation is usefully considered as a hierarchy. Avoidance of potential adverse effects is
the optimal strategy, followed by reduction of adverse effects and then remediation of
residual effects. Where a predicted adverse effect is unable to be acceptably mitigated,
there may be an opportunity for related environmental improvements to compensate for
these residual adverse effects. An example of compensation would be re-creation of a habitat
lost as part of the development. Compensatory mitigation may not be restricted to the site
of the development.

ASSESSMENT OF LANDSCAPE EFFECTS
The landscape assessment is concerned with the changes in the physical landscape in terms
of elements/features that may give rise to changes in the character of the landscape.
Changes may result in adverse or beneficial effects. The assessment is carried out using a
combination of desktop research and field survey work to establish the landscape baseline
against which changes, and consequential effects may be assessed.
Sources of baseline information comprise existing data from statutory agencies and local
planning authorities, National, Regional and Local landscape character assessments (where
available), Ordnance Survey maps and other relevant data including site surveys. The
principal landscape elements are recorded, which, depending of their prominence and
importance, contribute to the overall character of the area. Typical elements may include
topography, land use, watercourses, vegetation, built development and public rights of way.
Special values attributed by others, such as landscape designations, are also recorded.
In order to reach an understanding of the effects of development on a landscape resource,
it is necessary to consider the different aspects of the landscape, as follows:
•

Elements: The individual elements that make up the landscape or site, including prominent
or eye-catching features such as hills, valleys, woods, trees and hedges, ponds, buildings and
roads. They are generally quantifiable and can be easily described.

•

Patterns/ Site Characteristics: Elements or combinations of elements that make up a
particular pattern and contribute to the character of an area / site, including perceptual
characteristics such as tranquillity and wildness.

•

Character: The distinct and recognisable pattern of elements that occurs consistently in a
particular type of landscape and how this is perceived by people. It reflects particular
combinations of geology, landform, soils, vegetation, land use and human settlement. It
creates the particular sense of place of different areas of the landscape. Character is identified
through the process of characterisation which classifies maps and describes areas of similar
character.

As part of the baseline assessment of the Site and surrounding area / Study area, generally
the key landscape receptors that lie within the Study Area will be identified and assessed
including the Site’s landscape elements, the Site’s landscape patterns / character and well
as National / Regional and Local character areas and any valued landscape designations such
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as Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Special Landscape Areas, Area of High Landscape
Value (whether at County or District / local level) as well as historic assets such as
Conservation Areas / Listed Buildings if relevant.
Assessment of Effects
The assessment includes a combination of objective and subjective judgements. The
development proposals are assessed against the baseline information to enable an evaluation
of the effects that would occur upon the existing landscape resource. Judging the
significance of landscape effects is described by GLVIA3 as the “methodical consideration of
each effect identified and, for each one, assessment of the sensitivity of the landscape
receptors and the magnitude of effect on the landscape”.
Landscape receptors need to be assessed firstly in terms of their sensitivity, which is a
combination of judgements of their susceptibility to the type of change or development
proposed and the value attached to the landscape. Landscape susceptibility is defined in the
GLVIA3 glossary as: “The ability of defined landscape or visual receptors to accommodate
the specific proposed development without undue negative consequences” .
Sensitivity / Susceptibility of the Landscape Resource
Factors that will influence professional judgement when assessing the degree to which a particular
landscape type of area can accommodate change arising from a particular development, without
detrimental effects on its character would typically include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Condition or the physical state of the landscape which is one of the factors that helps identify
the value of a landscape see Table 1.0 below for criteria used;
The ‘value’ placed on the landscape see Table 2.0 below;
The nature of existing land uses;
The pattern and scale of the landscape;
Visual enclosure / openness of views, and distribution of visual receptors;
The scope for mitigation, which would be in character with the existing landscape;
The contribution of the receptor to landscape character;
The degree to which the particular element or characteristic can be replaced or substituted.

Landscape condition or quality is defined in the glossary to GLVIA3 as “A measure of the physical state

of the landscape. It may include the extent to which typical character is represented in individual
areas, the intactness of the landscape and condition of individual elements”. Landscape condition
informs the baseline assessment of the landscape and has been assessed using the following criteria
as a guide:

DWLC/0360/A4/L1/DHW

Page No.4

November 2019

Land at Manor Farm, Templecombe – Appendix A

Table 1.0: Landscape Condition / Quality

Good

Where the landscape and its features are in good repair / quality and have a high contribution to
landscape character

Moderate

Where the landscape and its features are in average repair / quality and make a moderate
contribution to landscape character.

Low

Where the landscape and its features are in poor repair / quality and make a low contribution to
landscape character

Landscape value is defined in the glossary of GLVIA3 as “The relative value that is attached to different

landscape by society. A landscape may be valued by different stakeholders for a whole variety of
reasons” whilst paragraph 5.19 of GLVIA3 suggests that “A review of existing landscape designations
is usually the starting point in understanding landscape value, but the value attached to undesignated
landscapes also needs to be carefully considered and individual elements of the landscape – such as
trees, buildings or hedgerows – may also have value” with Box 5.1 of GLVIA3 (page 84) setting out a
range of factors that can help in the identification of valued landscapes including:
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•

“Landscape condition – defined as above;
Scenic Quality – a term used to describe landscapes that appeal primarily to the senses
(primarily but not wholly the visual senses);
Rarity – the presence of rare elements or features in the landscape or presence of a
rare Landscape Character Type;
Representativeness – whether the landscape contains a particular character and / or
feature or element which are considered particularly important examples;
Conservation interests – the presence of features of wildlife, earth science or
archaeological or historic and cultural interest can add to the value of the landscape
as well as having value in their own right;
Recreation value – evidence that the landscape is valued for recreational activity where
experience of the landscape is important;
Perceptual aspects – a landscape may be valued for its perceptual qualities, notably
wildness and / or tranquillity;
Associations – some landscape are associated with particular people, such as artists
or writers, or events in history that contribute to perceptions of the natural beauty of
the area”.

Landscape susceptibility is defined in GLVIA3 (Paragraph 5.40) as “The ability of the landscape receptor

(whether it be the overall character or quality / condition of a particular landscape type or area, or an
individual element and / or feature, or a particular aesthetic and perceptual aspect) to accommodate
the proposed development without undue consequences for the maintenance of the baseline situation
and / or the achievement of landscape planning policies and strategies”.
The evaluation of susceptibility and landscape value has been made using the following criteria as a
guide:
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Table 2.0: Landscape Susceptibility / Value Criteria
Rank

Very High

High

Moderate

Low

Value evaluation criteria

Susceptibility evaluation criteria

International importance e.g. World Heritage
Site or key features of World Heritage Sites
or Ancient Woodlands. No or very limited
potential for substitution.

High importance and rarity. No or limited
potential for substitution.
National or Regional scale designated
landscape e.g. National Parks (including
AONBs), County level Special Landscape
Areas or features considered to be important
component of the landscape.

Moderate importance and rarity. Some /
limited potential for substitution. Regional,
Local designated landscape / conservation
area, registered park or garden, country
park, area of landscape value or TPO or
features considered a distinctive component
of the area.
Undesignated areas but value perhaps
expressed through non-official publications
or demonstrable use.

Low importance and rarity with little or no
statutory status and likely to be poorly
maintained or damaged.

The receptor is in a very good / good condition and
vulnerable, and is a landscape or feature (landform,
woods, trees and hedges, ponds, buildings and
roads) that are unlikely to accommodate the specific
form of development without significant negative
consequence i.e. being completely out of scale or
character and effective mitigation measures would be
very difficult to achieve and very limited potential for
substitution or enhancement.
The receptor is likely to be in a good condition and
vulnerable, and is a landscape or feature (landform,
woods, trees and hedges, ponds, buildings and
roads) that are unlikely to accommodate the specific
form of development without undue negative
consequence i.e. being out of scale or out of
character and effective mitigation measures would be
difficult to achieve and very limited potential for
substitution or enhancement

The receptor is likely to be in a fair condition, and is
a landscape or feature (landform, woods, trees and
hedges, ponds, buildings and roads) which is
reasonably able to accommodate the specific form of
development without negative consequence i.e. in
scale and / or character not wholly out of character
and effective mitigation measures would be possible
to achieve and has the potential for substitution or
give rise to enhancement.

The receptor is likely to be in a poor condition and is
a landscape or feature (landform, woods, trees and
hedges, ponds, buildings and roads) which is
reasonably able to accommodate the specific form of
development with minor negative consequences and
can accommodate the type of change proposed with
little or no effect upon its overall integrity i.e. in scale
and / or character not wholly out of character and
effective mitigation measures if needed would be
possible with considerable potential for substitution
and enhancement.

Landscape sensitivity is defined in GLVIA3 (Paragraph 5.39) as a term applied to specific receptors,
combining judgements of the susceptibility of the receptor to a specific type of change or development
proposed and the value related to that landscape (receptor). The following table has been used to
determine the sensitivity of the landscape to change:
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Table 3.0: Landscape Sensitivity:
Landscape
Value

Sensitivity

Very High

Very High

High

Medium

Low / Medium

High

High

Medium

Low / Medium

Low

Moderate

Medium

Low / Medium

Low

Very Low

Low

Low / Medium

Low

Very Low

Very Low

Very High

High

Moderate

Low

Susceptibility

Example appraisal categories are listed below:
Very High

Typically internationally or nationally recognised landscape resource of strong
landscape structure with many distinct features worthy of conservation with high
susceptibility to the proposed change.

High

Typically of national recognition and of recognisable landscape structure with some
features worthy of conservation; may contain occasional detracting features with high
or medium susceptibility to the proposed change.

Medium

Typically of designated regional or district recognition or undesignated but value
expressed through consensus, demonstrable use or non-official publications.
Distinguishable landscape structure. Some or few features worthy of conservation,
some detracting features with medium susceptibility to the proposed change.

Low

Typically of local recognition, undesignated areas identified as having some redeeming
qualities, possibly for improvement. Very few or no features worthy of conservation.
Weak landscape structure; evidence of degradation; frequent detracting features with
generally medium or low susceptibility to the proposed change.

Very Low

Typically areas identified for recovery. Damaged landscape structure; evidence of
severe disturbance or dereliction; detracting features dominate with low susceptibility
to the proposed change.

Magnitude of Change (Nature of Effect)
The magnitude of change is concerned with the degree of change, and its duration. Change may be
adverse or beneficial.

Degree of Change
Example appraisal categories are listed below:
Very High
DWLC/0360/A4/L1/DHW
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High

Substantial loss or enhancement of the landscape resource.

Medium

Partial loss/alteration or moderate enhancement of the landscape resource.

Low

Slight loss/alteration or slight enhancement of the landscape resource.

Very Low / Negligible: Minor loss/alteration or minor enhancement of the landscape resource.

Duration of Change
The duration of the effect depends upon the length of time over which it occurs, i.e.:
Long Term

(more than 15 years) which relates to when landscape treatment has matured mitigating
likely effects and materials that form the floodlight masts / fittings will have ‘weathered’
and have more subdued tones.

Medium Term

(6 months – 15 years) which to relates to when landscape treatment is becoming
established and maturing.

Short Term

(3 to 6 months) which relates to the likely duration of the construction / installation of
floodlights and the initial implementation of landscape treatments.

Level of Effect
The descriptions relating to each category within the following indicative scale are a function of the
sensitivity of the landscape resource to specific change and the magnitude of effect / change .
The significance of an effect is not absolute and must be identified in relation to each individual
development and its unique location. It should be emphasised that while the methodology is designed
to be robust and transparent, professional judgement is ultimately applied to determine the significance
of each effect. It should also be noted that the landscape effects could be beneficial and adverse
depending on the development proposals and landscape resource affected. The table below assists
with the evaluation effects on Landscape Resources.
Table 4.0: Evaluation of Effects for Landscape Assessment:

Magnitude
of Change

Landscapes Sensitivity
Very High

High

Medium

Low

Very Low
Moderate

Very High

Major Substantial

Major Substantial

Substantial

Moderate /
Substantial

High

Major Substantial

Substantial

Moderate /
Substantial

Moderate

Moderate / Slight

Medium

Substantial

Moderate /
Substantial

Moderate

Moderate / Slight

Slight

Low

Moderate /
Substantial

Moderate

Moderate / Slight

Slight

Negligible

Negligible

Moderate

Slight

Slight / Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Example landscape assessment categories are listed below:
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Substantial Adverse:

Typically the landscape receptor is highly sensitive with the proposals representing a
high adverse magnitude of change. The changes would be at complete variance with
the landscape character and would permanently diminish or destroy the integrity of a
valued landscape.

Moderate Adverse:

Typically the landscape receptor has a medium sensitivity with the proposals
representing a medium adverse magnitude of change.

Slight Adverse:

Typically the landscape receptor has a low sensitivity with the proposals representing
a low adverse magnitude of change.

Negligible:

Typically the landscape receptor has a very low sensitivity with the proposals
representing a very low magnitude of change that may be adverse or beneficial
although the effect of either change would not be significant.

Neutral:

Typically the landscape receptor has a low sensitivity with the proposals resulting in
no losses or alterations to the landscape resource.

Slight Beneficial:

The removal of some existing incongruous landscape element and/or the introduction
or restoration of some potentially valued landscape elements would reflect landscape
character and result in some improvements to landscape condition.

Moderate Beneficial:

The removal of existing incongruous landscape elements and the introduction or
restoration of some valued landscape elements would complement landscape
character and improve landscape condition.

Substantial Beneficial:

The removal of substantial existing incongruous landscape elements and the
introduction of restoration of highly valued landscape elements would reinforce
landscape character and substantially improve landscape condition.

Significance of Effect
The significance of the level of effect has been assessed as follows:
Not significant – Neutral, Negligible, Slight, or Moderate effects
Significant – Moderate/Substantial, Substantial or Major Substantial effects (Areas toned grey above)

ASSESSMENT OF VISUAL EFFECTS
Introduction
The assessment is concerned with the changes that arise in the composition of available views as a
result of changes to the landscape, to people’s responses to the changes, and to the overall effects on
visual amenity. The appraisal is carried out using a combination of desktop research and field survey
work to establish the visual baseline. Sources of information comprise existing data from statutory
agencies and local planning authorities, Ordnance Survey maps and other relevant data e.g. aerial
photographs. Principal viewpoints, sensitive visual receptors and the approximate visibility of the
development proposals are recorded.
The principal ‘key’ viewpoints within the area surrounding the Site were identified, and the viewpoints
used for photographs selected to demonstrate the relative visibility of the site (and existing
DWLC/0360/A4/L1/DHW
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development on it) and its relationship with the surrounding landscape and built forms. The selection
of the key viewpoints was based on the following criteria:
a) The requirement to provide an even spread of representative viewpoints within the visual
envelope ot Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV), and around all sides of the Site to up 3 kilometres
from the Site depending on the containment / enclosure of the Site in the landscape;
b) From locations which represent a range of near, middle and long distance views;
c) Whilst private views are relevant, public viewpoints i.e. from roads and public rights of way
and other areas with public open access (such as recreation / sports fields / CRoW Open Access
Land), were selected since they are the most significant in terms of the number of receptors
affected;
d) Views from sensitive receptors within designated landscapes.
Assessment of Visual Effects
The appraisal includes a combination of objective and subjective judgements. The development
proposals are assessed against the baseline information to enable an evaluation of the effects that
would occur upon the existing views. In the assessment of views there is likely to be a continuum in
the degree of visibility of the proposed development from no view to open view. In order to assist in
the description and comparison of the effect on views, the following factors are considered:
•
•
•

•

The extent of the view that would be occupied by the proposed development (degree of visual
intrusion i.e. full, partial, glimpse, none);
The proportion of the proposed development or particular features that would be visible (full,
most, partial, limited, none);
The distance of the observer from the proposed development and whether viewers at that
location would focus on the proposed development due to proximity, or the proposed
development would form one element in a panoramic view; and
Whether the view is transient or one of a sequence of views, as from a moving vehicle or Public
Rights of Way (PRoW).

The significance of visual effects can be described as a consideration of effect in terms of:
•

Sensitivity of the visual receptor (viewer) is dependent on the following:
o the value attributed to a given view; and
o the susceptibility of visual receptors at that location to the type of development proposed.

•

Magnitude of visual effect:
o this results from a combination of the degree of change to the view resulting from the
proposed development with consideration of the extent of the area over which the changes
would be visible, the period of exposure to the view and its reversibility.

Sensitivity / Susceptibility of visual receptor
The sensitivity of the visual receptor will be influenced by the following factors:
• Location and the context of the view,
• Characteristics of the view e.g. whether it is continuous or intermittent and static or transient.
• The importance of the view and the activity or expectations of the receptor;
DWLC/0360/A4/L1/DHW
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•
•
•

Numbers of people affected;
The popularity of the view;
Significance of the view in relation to valued landscapes or features.

Table 5.0: Visual Susceptibility / Value Criteria
Rank

High

Value evaluation criteria

Susceptibility evaluation criteria
People with a particular interest in the view and
with a prolonged viewing opportunity:

View from a location that is likely to be of
national importance, either designated or
with national cultural associations, where
the view obtained forms an important part
of the experience.

- People at their place of residence; and
- People engaged in outdoor recreation, including
users of PRoW, whose attention is likely to be
focussed on the landscape.
People with a partial interest in the view and their
surroundings:

Moderate

View from a location that is likely to be of
local importance, either designated or with
local cultural associations, where the view
obtained forms part of the experience.

- People engaged in outdoor sport and recreation,
where their appreciation of their surroundings is
incidental to their enjoyment; and
- People travelling along recognised ‘scenic routes’ or
where their appreciation of the view contributes to
the amenity experience of their journey.
People with a minimal interest in the view and their
surroundings as their focus is on other activities:

Low

View from a location that is not designated,
with minimal or no cultural associations.

- People travelling through of past the affected
landscape along moving vehicles; and
- People at their place of work.

The following table has been used to determine the sensitivity of the visual receptors to change:
Table 6.0: Visual Receptor Sensitivity:
Value

Sensitivity

High

Very High

High

Medium

Moderate

High

Medium

Low

Low

Medium

Low

Very Low

High

Moderate

Low

Susceptibility
Example appraisal categories are listed below:
Very High

DWLC/0360/A4/L1/DHW
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Page No.11

November

Land at Manor Farm, Templecombe – Appendix A

High

Typically receptors may include users of public rights of way whose attention or interest
may be focussed on the landscape and occupiers of residential properties with views
directly affected by the development with high or partially (moderately) susceptibility to
the proposed change.

Medium

Typically receptors may include people travelling through or past the affected landscape
along footpaths, in cars along main transport routes or on trains / other transport modes
that is partially (moderately) susceptible to the proposed change.

Low

Typically receptors may include intermittent views for people travelling through or past
the affected landscape in cars along minor transport routes with partial (moderate) or
low (limited) susceptibility to the proposed change.

Very Low

The least sensitive receptors are likely to be people at their place of work, or engaged
in similar activities, whose attention may be focussed on their work or activity and who
may therefore be potentially less (very low / limited) susceptible to changes in the view.

Magnitude of Effect (Change / Nature of Effect)
The magnitude of change is based on the degree of change including the scale of change, contrast or
integration of the change, duration of the change and distance and angle of the view. Changes may
be adverse or beneficial in nature.

Distance and angle of view
The distance of the viewpoint from the development and whether the viewpoint would focus on the
development due to the proximity or whether the development would form one element in a panoramic
view is considered. Views are categorised into three ranges depending on the proximity of the
viewpoint i.e.:
Close / Near

Less than 500 metres

Middle

Distances between 500 metres to 1 km

Long

Greater than 1 km

The angle of the view in relation to the main activity of the receptor is an important consideration and
will vary from direct to oblique.

Degree of Change
The degree of proposed change refers to the loss or addition of features in the view and changes in
the composition of the view including the proportion of the view occupied by the proposed
development. The extent of contrast or integration of any new features or changes in the landscape
with the existing or remaining landscape elements and characteristics in terms of form, scale and mass,
line, height, colour and texture is also considered. Change may be beneficial or adverse.
Example appraisal categories are listed below:
Very High
DWLC/0360/A4/L1/DHW
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High

Typically the proposals may form a visible and recognisable new element within the
overall scene and may be readily noticed by the observer.

Medium

Typically the proposals constitute only a smaller component of the wider view, which
might not be immediately apparent to the casual observer.

Low

Typically only a very small part of the proposals is discernible and/or they are at
such a distance that they are scarcely appreciated.

Very Low

Typically no part of the development would be visible although work or activity
associated with it may be discernible e.g. traffic generated on adjacent roads.

Duration of Change
The duration of the effect depends upon the length of time over which it occurs, i.e.:
Long Term

(more than 15 years) which relates to when landscape treatment has matured mitigating
likely effects and materials that form the floodlight masts / fittings will have ‘weathered’
and have more subdued tones.

Medium Term

(6 months – 15 years) which to relates to when landscape treatment is becoming
established and maturing.

Short Term

(3 to 6 months) which relates to the likely duration of the construction / installation of
floodlights and the initial implementation of landscape treatments.

M agnitude of Effect (Change): Sum mary
The categories below apply to both beneficial and adverse changes to the existing view. Example
appraisal categories are listed below:
Very High

Typically the proposals form a dominant or immediately apparent feature within the
view that significantly affects and changes overall landscape character. Views
affected would typically be direct and close range in nature.

High

Typically the proposals would typically form a visible and recognisable new element
within the view that affects and change overall landscape character.

Medium

Typically the proposals constitute a distinct feature within the view that would not
change the existing overall landscape character.

Low

Typically the proposals constitute only a minor component of the wider view, which
might be missed by the casual observer or receptor. Awareness of the proposals
would not have a marked effect on the overall quality of views.

Negligible

Typically only a very small part of the proposals is discernible and/or they are at
such a distance that they are scarcely appreciated. The proposals would have very
little effect on views that would typically be long range and/or oblique in nature.

Level of Effect
The descriptions relating to each category within the following scale are a function of the receptor
sensitivity combined with the magnitude of effect / change . The significance of an effect is not
absolute and must be identified in relation to each individual development and its unique location. The
categories are indicative of the set of criteria used to determine the level of effect and the visual effects
can either be beneficial and adverse depending on the development proposals and the existing view.
DWLC/0360/A4/L1/DHW
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It should be emphasised that whilst the methodology is designed to be robust and transparent,
professional judgement is ultimately applied to determine the level of each effect.
The table below assists with the evaluation effects on visual receptors / views.
Table 7.0: Evaluation of Effects for Visual Assessment
Magnitude
of Change

Visual Sensitivity
Very High

High

Medium

Low

Very Low

Very High

Major Substantial

Major Substantial

Substantial

Moderate /
Substantial

Moderate

High

Major Substantial

Substantial

Moderate /
Substantial

Moderate

Slight/ Moderate

Medium

Substantial

Moderate /
Substantial

Moderate

Moderate / Slight

Slight

Low

Moderate /
Substantial

Moderate

Moderate / Slight

Slight

Negligible

Negligible

Moderate

Slight

Slight / Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Example visual assessment categories are listed below:
Substantial Adverse

Typically proposed changes would cause a pronounced deterioration in the existing view from
highly sensitive visual receptors

Moderate Adverse

Typically proposed changes would cause a noticeable deterioration in the existing view from
moderately sensitive visual receptors.

Slight Adverse

Typically proposed changes would cause a minor deterioration in the existing view from visual
receptors with a low sensitivity.

Negligible

Typically proposed changes would represent a barely discernible change to the existing view
from visual receptors with a low sensitivity. Effects may be adverse or beneficial although
either change would not be significant.

Neutral

Typically proposed changes would cause no discernible deterioration or improvement in the
existing view.

Slight Beneficial

Typically proposed changes would cause a minor or barely discernible improvement in the
existing view.

Moderate Beneficial

Typically proposed changes would cause a noticeable improvement in the existing view.

Substantial Beneficial

Typically proposed changes would cause a pronounced improvement in the existing view.

Significance of Effect
The significance of the level of effect has been assessed as follows:
Not significant – Neutral, Negligible, Slight, Moderate effects
Significant – Moderate/Substantial, Substantial or Major Substantial effects (Areas toned grey above).
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Appendix B

A copy of the Summary Listing for Manor House taken from the Heritage
England website.
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