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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

 
Background 
 

1.1 This report comprises a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA), assessing an application to 

deepen the existing North Quarry; the application seeks to extract limestone (down to 54maOD), 

followed by importation of inert fill to create a platform at 90maOD allowing the relocation of the 

recycling plant/area from South Quarry and then progressive infilling returning the site to original 

ground levels through further importation / recycling of inert fill.  South Quarry will continue to be 

extracted in line with the consented proposals, in addition a new ramp will be constructed along 

with a proposed new weighbridge and reception portacabin. 

1.2 North and South Quarry are part of an established quarry development 2km to the west of 

Bonvilston, in the Vale of Glamorgan, know collectively as Pantyffynnon Quarry. 

1.3 The Site is located between Llantrithyd village and the A48, its surrounding landscape context is 

illustrated on Plate 1 below. 

Plate 1: Site Location (not to scale) 

 

Scope of Work 

1.4 The following key tasks have been undertaken: 

 A review of the landscape planning policy context for the Site; 

 A desktop study and web search of relevant background documents and maps, including 

reviews of aerial photographs, Local Authority publications and landscape character 

assessments;  

 Collated information about any relevant landscape and heritage designations; 

 A field assessment of local Site circumstances including a photographic survey of the 

character and fabric of the Site and its surroundings, in fair weather conditions on the 10th 

December 2020; and 

 An analysis of the landscape and visual effects arising from the Development, based on their 

nature (beneficial or adverse), magnitude and the sensitivity of the receiving environment. 

2.0 METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) is comprised of a study of two separate but inter-

linked components: 

 Landscape character – which is the physical make up and condition of the landscape itself. 

Landscape character arises from a distinct, recognisable and consistent pattern of physical 

and social elements, aesthetic factors and perceptual aspects; and 

 Visual amenity – which is the way in which the Site is seen and appreciated; views to and 

from the Site, their direction, character and sensitivity to change. 

2.2 This LVIA considers the acceptability of the Quarry Development in landscape and visual terms. It is 

based on a desk study and a field visit to identify the most sensitive landscape and visual receptors, 

and considers their ability to accommodate the change proposed. 

2.3 The LVIA is conducted with regard to the principles set out in: 

 ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ (GLVIA, 3rd edition) 2013; and 

 Photography and photomontage in Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment. Technical 

Guidance Note 06/19 (The Landscape Institute, 2019). 

2.4 The intent of the GLVIA is to present a general overview of a ‘non-prescriptive’ methodology for 

undertaking assessments or appraisals of developments: “It is always the primary responsibility of any 
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landscape professional carrying out an assessment to ensure that the approach and methodology 

adopted are appropriate to the particular circumstances” (GLVIA, paragraph 1.20). 

2.5 This LVIA focuses on the likely effects in accordance with paragraph 1.17 of the GLVIA which states 

that” judgement needs to be exercised at all stages in terms of the scale of the investigation that is 

appropriate and proportional”.  The terminology of ‘Important’ rather than ‘Significant’ has been 

adopted as the latter term can lead to confusion where projects are not subject to Environmental 

Impact Assessment. 

2.6 This report has been carried out by a Landscape Architect with over 15 years professional experience, 

including the preparation of Landscape and Visual Impact Assessments. 

2.7 The nature of landscape and visual appraisal requires both objective analysis and subjective 

professional judgement. Accordingly, this LVIA is in accordance with the principles of the best 

practice guidance listed above, information and data analysis techniques and subjective professional 

judgement where necessary and is based on clearly defined terms in line with best practice 

guidelines. A methodology is contained at the end of this report. 

Desk Study 

2.8 In this LVIA, the initial Study Area extends to 3km in all directions from the edge of the Site, as 

beyond this distance it is predicted that there would not be the potential for the existing and Quarry 

Development to result in any potentially Important landscape and visual effects given the scale and 

nature of the proposal. 

3.0 LANDSCAPE BASELINE 

Landscape Designations 

3.1 There are a number of statutory and non-statutory designations within the 3km Study Area of 

relevance to this appraisal. These are presented in Designations Plan (M20.114.D.004). 

3.2 Neither the Site or Study Area lie within a designated National Park (NP), Area of Outstanding Natural 

Beauty (AONB) or the Green Belt. 

3.3 The Site itself does not lie within, or adjacent to, an existing Conservation Area (CA). The closest 

contains the small settlement of Llantrithyd, where the northern extent of the CA boundary is 

located c.800m south of the Site boundary. To the east of the Site, the CA boundary of Bonvilston 

(Tresimwn) extends to the A48 at Ty Groes Farm c.1.2km from the Site boundary. Two further CAs are 

located at the villages of Pendoylan to the north-east and St Hilary (Saint Hilari) to the south-west, 

both lying c.2.7km from the Site boundary. 

3.4 With reference to the ZTV (Existing Quarry – Zone of Theoretical Visibility M20.114.D.015) no 

intervisibility is expected between the Site and the CAs at Llantrithyd and St Hilary primarily due to 

distance. The ZTV shows limited potential for intervisibility (at the lower magnitude of impact) 

around Ty Groes Farm at the eastern extent of the Bonvilston CA. 

3.5 There are several Listed Buildings or Structures within the 3km Study Area, occasionally isolated, but 

predominantly appearing as clusters within the CAs of the scattered villages and hamlets described 

previously. The closest listed buildings to the Site are the remains of Llantrithyd Place (Grade II) and 

Llantrithyd Church (Grade II*) c.1.5km south of the Site. A further concentration of listed buildings is 

located within the Bonvilston CA and include the Parish Church of St Mary The Virgin (Grade II) 

c.1.7km east of the Site. 

3.6 Given the intervening built form within the associated CAs, surrounding landform, intervening 

screening landscape features and separation distances of over 1km, it is considered unlikely that 

there will be any intervisibility of note between the Site and the listed buildings within the Study 

Area. 

3.7 Several Scheduled Monuments (SMs) lie within the 3km Study Area, the closest being Castell Moel, 

the remains of an Iron Age hillfort c.850m south-east of the Site. A further SM (an enclosure) is 

located between Llantrithyd House and Pentre Farm, c.1.2km south-west of the Site. At Llanrithyd, 

c.1.5km south of the Site, a SM designation covers much of the southern extent of the CA and 

includes the listed buildings described previously. Elsewhere SMs such as Ty Aubrey and Gaer Wood 

are distributed throughout the Study Area at distances of over 1.5km, mostly outside of the ZTV or 

where intervisibility is limited. 

3.8 Castell Moel is elevated in the local landscape and therefore there is a greater potential for higher 

intervisibility.  The location is illustrated within the Designations Plan (M20.114.D.004), when 

overlain on the ZTV (see Plate 2 below), this indicates that views will be possible from the earthworks 

towards North Quarry.  The photographic view point VP5 is taken from the publicly accessible 

footpath which traverses Castell Moel.  These photographs indicate that views are possible towards 

the quarry through intervening tree cover which reduces the adverse effect of the view.  From the 

elevated position of the top of the earthwork it is predicted that more significant views will be 

possible and therefore more pronounced adverse visual effects.  
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Plate 2: ZTV and Designations Overlay (not to scale) 

 

3.9 To the south east of the Site, a Special Landscape Area (SLA) extends broadly southwards from 

Bonvilston CA boundary, continuing between Llanrithyd and Whitton Rossier Farm and onwards, 

beyond the scope of the 3km study area. The closest point between this designation boundary and 

the Site occurs c.700m to the south-east where both are separated by the intervening Llantrithyd 

Deer Park. The deer park is recorded on the list of Registered Parks and Gardens and is associated 

with Llantrithyd Place and the accompanying SM and listed building designations. 

3.10 A higher degree of intervisibility is expected at the northern extent of Llanrithyd Deer Park (as 

illustrated by the ZTV) as would be expected given its close proximity to the Site, adjacent to the 

existing South Quarry. VP3 and VP4 indicate the current view from Pantyffynnon Road at the 

northern boundary of the Deer Park.  Views towards South Quarry extraction area are screened by 

the eastern treed boundary to South Quarry.  Views to North Quarry extraction area are 

intermittently possible between perimeter and surrounding trees.  The largest visual effect is a 

consequence of the plant to the eastern section of North Quarry.   

3.11 To a lesser extent, there is a degree of limited intervisibility between the Site and certain pockets 

within the Nant Llancadfan SLA, where any magnitude of effect is likely to be diluted by distance, 

intervening landform and screening features.  These locations have been captured within VP5 and 

VP16. 

3.12 In summary, a detailed assessment of potential effects on heritage assets is outside the scope of this 

report and the expertise of the author, however this appraisal demonstrates that intervisibility 

between the Quarry Development and the recorded heritage assets in the study area would either 

not occur, be screened by intervening tree cover or would be very modest.  

3.13 Two Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) are contained within the Study Area. At c. 2km to the 

north, there is no expected intervisibility between the Site and Pysgodlyn Mawr SSSI, due to the 

combination of distance and surrounding woodland. At Nant Whitton SSSI, c.2.5 to 3km to the south-

east there is theoretical intervisibility between the Site and an escarpment at higher ground near 

Coed Garn Llwyd. The Existing and Proposed ZTV (M20.114.D.015 and M20.114.D.016) indicates any 

intervisibility will be at the lowest extent of magnitude and not significant. 

3.14 Examples of Ancient Woodland are contained within the Study Area, the closest to the Site is Coed 

Mynydd Coch c.1km to the north east with nearby Coed Pen-y-ffordd-fawr at a distance c.1.7km. 

Elsewhere, Ancient Woodland is found around and including Coed Counsellor c.1.5 – 2km to the 

north east of the Site. Various other examples at distances of 1.5km and 3km are located in the 

southern part of the Study Area and include Coed Whitton – Coed Garn Llwyd (c.2.5-3km to the 

south-east), Coed Arthur (c.1.5-3km to the south) and Coed Hills (c.2-3km to the the south-west). 

Plate 3: Landscape Designations        
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Plate 4: Viewpoints and ZTV 

 

Planning Policy 

3.15 The Site lies within the administrative boundary of The Vale of Glamorgan (Bro Morganwg). The 

current Local Development Plan 2011 -2026 (LDP) was adopted June 2017 and forms the planning 

policy baseline of this assessment. In terms of landscape and visual assessment, the policies of most 

relevance to the Site, Study Area and Quarry Development are as follows: 

3.16 Policy SP10 Built And Natural Environment: broad overarching strategic policy which states 

“Development proposals must preserve and where possible enhance the rich and diverse built and natural 

environment and heritage of the Vale of Glamorgan.” 

3.17 Policy MG17 Special Landscape Areas: seeks to protect the 6 landscapes within the Vale 

designated as Special Landscape Areas (SLA), which includes the Nant Llancarfan SLA which extends 

into the southern part of the Study Area. 

3.18 Policy MG20 National Protected Sites And Species: seeks to protect the conservation value of 

SSSIs from direct and indirect adverse effects of development. 

3.19 Policy MD7 Environmental Protection: where development proposals wll not result in 

unacceptable impacts on people, residential amenity and the natural environment. 

3.20 Policy MD8 Historic Environment: seeks to protect the built and historic environment; preserving 

their character, appearance, setting, quality, views and vistas. 

3.21 Policy MD9 Promoting Biodiversity: proposals should conserve and enhance biodiversity interests, 

whether through conservation or mitigation and management. 

 

Landscape Character 

National Landscape Character 

3.22 In 2007 the Countryside Council for Wales (CCW - now Natural Resources Wales (NRW)) at a national 

level produced a Landscape Character Map for Wales, similar to those previously produced for 

England and Scotland by Natural England and Scottish Natural Heritage. This document locates the 

Site and Study Area as being within NLCA36 Vale of Glamorgan 

3.23 The following extracts of the current description (March 2014) are of relevance in terms of this 

assessment with reference to the Site, Study Area and the Quarry Development: 

 The Vale is a distinctive, gentle lowland landscape largely comprising a rolling limestone plateau. 

Glacial till contributes to is underlying topography. A variety of rural land uses characterise the 

area, reinforced by thick hedgerows, frequent small woodlands and trees which create a sense of 

enclosure and intimacy. 

 In the centre of the Vale, compact and historic settlements reinforce the areas distinctive sense of 

place. 

 The areas historic character was shaped by Anglo-Norman influences. The registered landscape 

of Llancarfan is astoundingly beautiful as well as being a relatively unspoiled gem of historical 

evolution. 

 Mixed agricultural land uses with predominantly rural character…small woodlands, few large 

woods…mixed field patterns and sizes with hedgerows. frequent hedgerow trees 

 The Bonviston ridge forms a strong landscape element running across the centre of the Vale… 

 There are very few large areas of woodland, though smaller linear deciduous woodlands follow 

watercourses, particularly towards the east with Nant Whitton woods being particularly 

noteworthy. 

 Earliest archaeological features are prehistoric… Iron Age hillforts provide evidence of early 

settlement. 
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 Today`s settlement remains largely true to the area`s historic pattern of development with many 

villages focused on a church or village green…linked by a network of rural lanes. 

 

3.24 At a local level, landscape character is described in greater detail within the LANDMAP character 

assessment by CCW.  The relevant aspect area data can be accessed online at http://landmap-

maps.naturalresources.wales/. 

3.25 Our analysis of the aspect areas in which the Site is located is set out in Table 1. Due to the 

established extent of the Quarry Development and the typically large scale of the aspect areas, it is 

not considered a proportionate response to evaluate all aspect areas within the wider study area. 

Table 1: LANDMAP Analysis 

ID Area Published key characteristics  
Published 

Overall Rating 

Visual and Sensory 

VLFGLVS271 
St Nicholas and 

Bonvilston Ridge 
Crest 

The area forms an important ridgeline. Much of the 
Vale can be seen from this ridgeline, and much of the 
ridgeline seen from the rest of the Vale. The highest 
point of the areas is approximately 137m AOD near 

Pantylladron, the lowest 45m AOD towards the south. 
The landcover is dominated by a small to medium sized 

field pattern of pastoral and arable fields set within 
hedgerows, often containing trees. There are a few 

woodlands and tree belts which form important 
elements on the skyline to the north and also form 

larger blocks to the south. The busy A48, the old 
Roman road, runs just to the south of the ridgeline land 
and most settlement lies along the road, particularly at 

Bonvilston and St. Nicholas. Hence the tranquillity of 
this corridor is affected. Several minor roads also criss-

cross the area linking smaller local settlements. 
Generally the rural landscape appears well managed 

over large parts of the area. However, suburban 
detailing and development along the A48 and nearby 
settlements is modifying the rural landscape through 
the use of urban fencing, driveways, gates, and some 
inappropriately designed house extensions as well as 
street signage and kerb detailing. .Cottrell golf course 

also significantly modifies the landscape character. 
There are also a number of detractors in the area 

including the two TV masts at St Lythans Down and 
Pantylladron, powerlines and the quarry at Pant y 

Ffynnon..Change detection 2014: New road junction at 
Sycamore Cross adds to intrusions 

High 

Cultural Landscape 

VLFGLCL039 
Vale of 

Glamorgan Rural 
Landscape 

This extensive Aspect Area encompasses all other AAs 
outside, for the most part, the principal urban areas on 

the eastern side of the Study Area. It is intended to 
High 

ID Area Published key characteristics  
Published 

Overall Rating 
encapsulate the landscape’s historic past, and its size -
surrounding the proliferation of small settlements and 

hamlets - helps to demonstrate that the Vale is 
essentially an evolved agricultural landscape. It 

contains abundant evidence of man's occupation and 
exploitation and its economic value (especially in the 
mediaeval period), evidenced by the large number of 

stone-built fortifications. Other evidence includes 
tumuli, earthworks and burial chambers from 

prehistory, Early Christian places of devotion and 
learning, monastic granges, a deserted mediaeval 
village, field systems and farmsteads. More recent 

attributes typical of a prosperous landscape are the 16 
registered parks and gardens and their associated 

manor houses. The relatively unspoiled nature of the 
landscape is evidenced by the high number of 
designated Conservation Areas, testament in 

themselves to the gradual evolution and acceptable 
development over time. The rural landscape is served 

by a bewildering variety of narrow roads between 
(away from the coast) mostly unkempt hedgerows. 
Planning policies and the costs of upgrading these 
ancient communications routes have the culturally 

beneficial effect of limiting dormitory development in 
this highly attractive hidden landscape 

Historic Landscape 

VLFGLHL032 Llancarfan 

Ancient settlement and secluded valley of Llancarfan 
(HLW(SGl)1), situated in the central plateau of the Vale, 

is one of the best surviving examples of the historic 
landscape of the Vale. The setting of the large church 

within its nucleated village 

Outstanding 

Landscape Habitats 

VLFGLLH582 Ogmore-Llantwit
Arable Belt 

Gently undulating landscape of the south-western Vale 
characterised by intensive agricultural management 

supporting large fields of improved grassland and 
arable crops... Field boundaries, occasional ponds and 

minor watercourses largely provide the focus of 
biodiversity interest... Field ponds dug to supply water 
for stock are a particular feature of this part of the Vale 

and frequently support Great Crested Newts. 

Moderate 

Geological Landscape 

VLFGLGL282 St Hilary 

Continuation of Carboniferous massif within 
Cowbridge Anticline, with 'Old Red Sandstone' 

(Devonian) core and flanking Triassic-Jurassic marginal 
deposits. Includes relatively high ridge cut by deep, 

steep sided Nant Aberthin valley. 

High 
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Plate 5: LANDMAP screenshots (Visual and Sensory – Published Overall Rating) 

 

3.26 The Vale of Glamorgan published a Landscape Character Assessment in 2008, this uses the Landmap 

assessment and adds a level of local understanding to the findings.  The site is located within LCA 22 

‘Central Vale Ridges and Slopes’.   

3.26.1 This area is described as: 

A large area of undulating lowland hill landscape, which offers views acros the Vale and which includes 

the visually important ridgeline along which the A48 runs.  A area of small to medium sized fields with 

hedgerows and area of woodland mostly on the higher ground to the north. 

A large area of undulating hilly terrain that runs east west from Cowbridge, around the top of the Upper 

Waycock Valley towards the unitary authority boundary at Culverhouse Cross and including the Wenvoe 

area, and down to the conflunce of the Thaw and Waycock at Llancadle. It forms an imporant ridgeline 

across the central vale landscape.  The LCA is dissected by the A48(T) road which follows the ridgeline 

across the area.  The ridge crest was previously designated as a separate LCA but it has now been 

combined within this LCA as it is part of a larger geological feature and was not sufficiently significant 

visually to justify a separate landscape character area. 

 

3.26.2 The visual and sensory landscape is: 

The LCA is an area of lowland plateau with a series of enclosed valleys created by the Thaw – 

Waycock river system.  Its northern portion (aspect area VS271) forms a visually important 

ridgeline in the Bonvilston / St Nicholas area which rises to 137m AOD at Pantylladron 

between Cowbridge and Bonvilston.  This affords extensive views across the Vale.  The area is a 

mixture of arable and pastoral farming within a matrix of hedgerows and hedgerow trees.  

Field sizes are medium to large, giving an extensive open feel to the area.  There are a number 

of scattered settlements and farms, with the main settlements straddling the A48 corridor.  The 

eastern edge of the LCA which follows the aurthority boundary includes the developed 

commercial area at Culverhouse Cross, below Tumbledown.  There are some prominent 

woodland blocks along the northern edge of the LCA eg: Cottrell Wood, Coedarhydyglyn, and 

Coed Mynydd Coch. 

3.26.3 The Key Policy and Management Issues are: 

 Retension of the integrity of the agricultural landscape character through management 

of its principal elements. 

 Longer term management of woodlands. 

 Integration of settlement edge / new development 

 Management of historic landscape features. 

Plate 6: Vale of Glamorgan LCA 
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Landscape Character Assessment in the Field 

3.27 An assessment of the Site’s characteristics was carried out during a Site visit in December 2020 in fair 

but slightly overcast weather conditions. The individual characteristics and condition of the Site were 

noted. Differences in the composition and the character of the Site’s physical components were 

recorded as well as their sensitivity to and ability to accommodate change (for definitions, see the 

methodology at the end of this report). The Site’s key characteristics and its local context are 

described below. 

3.28 The Site is a long standing area of quarry extraction, South Quarry developed within the confines of 

existing field boundaries, with North Quarry developed from a small quarry which has expanded.  

The quarries are located within the south facing slope of the main A48 ridgeline.  The land 

surrounding North Quarry slopes downwards towards the south east, from 114maOD in the north 

west to 88maOD in the south east.  The land surrounding South Quarry also slopes towards the 

south east but is more undulating with small valley and ridge formations within the general south 

eastern downward trend (from 112maOD on the western edge to ~90maOD on the eastern side).  

3.29 In terms of Site boundaries, each is defined by a mixed native hedge with smaller trees to the 

periphery of North Quarry and more established and wider hedge and trees to the boundary of 

South Quarry.  The eastern boundary of South Quarry is more steeply sloped with an established 

woodland block to the historic landscape of Llantrithyd Deer Park.  A small road divides North and 

South Quarry and provides quarry as well as local access.   

3.30 The site, although in close proximity to the A48, is visually separate due to the slope up to the trunk 

road from North Quarry, and screens the quarry faces of much of the existing site.  

3.31 In summary, the field survey confirms that landscape character local to the Site complies with the 

more general descriptions published in the Vale of Glamorgan LCA.  It should be noted that the 

detracting nature of the quarry operations would be in contrast with the rural nature of the local 

landscape (as defined within the LCA), which, however, is not without other detracting influences 

such as the A48, masts and solar farms. 

3.32 North Quarry is limited by existing field boundaries (some historic and some planted to delineate the 

quarry boundary).  The two sites are discreet pockets, North Quarry is similar in scale to the 

surrounding field boundaries and landscape parcels.  As described within the Landmap assessment 

process the strong hedgerows with some trees also enclose the two quarries.  The quarries 

themselves are mentioned within the landscape character assessment; in the list of detractors within 

the Visual and Sensory Aspect.   
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4.0 VISUAL BASELINE 

Introduction 

4.1 This section describes the views available to and from the Site, their distribution, character and 

sensitivity to change. An assessment of the views available to and from the Site by the public 

through walking and driving local roads and rights of way.  

4.2 Review in the field enabled 9 representative viewpoints to be identified within the Study Area (see 

Figure LV3).  The likely extent of visibility of the Quarry Development from the wider landscape can 

only be determined from the field assessment. Photography was undertaken in December when 

visibility of the Quarry Development would be increased as trees and hedgerows were not in full leaf; 

however, an estimate of visibility in summer during full leaf cover based on the density, depth and 

type of any intervening planting was also taken into account using professional judgment. 

Visual Receptor Field Analysis 

4.3 A detailed residential assessment is not possible without owner consent in advance; however, 

assessment from nearby public vantage points, and from the Site itself, provides an indication of the 

views of the Quarry Development that would be available. These are assessed in Section 6 of this 

report, below. 

4.4 In summary, as a result of field analysis it is concluded that there are a limited number of publicly 

accessible viewpoints where the deepening of North Quarry has the potential to have a noticeable 

effect upon visual amenity apart from a short section of Pantyffynnon Road adjacent to the Site and 

glimpses from short sections of local public footpaths in the vicinity of the site, where the proposed 

continuation of exposed rock faces and the adverse visual effects of the elevated plant/buildings 

within the south east section of North Quarry.  During the restoration phase the infilling would have 

adverse visual effects as the restoration continues, however once complete and established the 

visual effects will be beneficial as the area returns to a green pocket within the hedgerow 

boundaries, removing the existing and proposed effects associated with the exposed rock faces, 

engineered features and presence of the plant and associated infrastructure. 

Photoviewpoints 

4.5 The locations of a representative range of Photoviewpoints are illustrated on The Proposed Zone of 

Theoretical Visibility Plan (M20.114.D.016).  

4.6 Photoviewpoints have been selected to best represent a range of representative views available 

from public vantage points towards the Quarry Development.  It is recognised that there is always 

the potential to include more views; however, in line with best practice guidance (GLVIA3) the 

number and distribution has been selected to be representative of the range of views available 

where potentially Important effects could be experienced. 

4.7 The selected views are presented as Photoviewpoints 1 to 9 and summarised in Table 2 below. 
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Table 2: Representative Photoviewpoints 

VP 
No. 

Location 
Approx. distance 
/ direction to the 

Site 
Reason for selection. 

1 
Footpath to west 
of North Quarry 
(L15/6/1) 

2m east 

Close range view experienced by walkers accessing the local 
countryside.  Partially screened by intervening hedgerow 
although views into the quarry are possible, particularly in the 
winter months 

2 Pantyffynnon 
Road Users  4m north 

Close range view experienced by drivers and other users of 
Pantyffynnon Road.  Some open views of the existing 
development. 

3 Pantyffynnonau 
House (and road) 130m west Views experienced by residents within Pantyffynnon House 

partially screened and segmented view 

4 

Public footpath at 
Castell Moel 
(L5/28/1 and 
L5/30/1) 

950m northwest 
Long range view experienced by walkers accessing the local 
countryside in the vicinity of Castell Moel.  Elevated views. 

5 

Junction of 
Greenway Road 
road and L5/35/1 
bridlleway 

810m southwest Long range views by users of Bridleway L5/35/1 and those 
accessing Maerdy Newydd. 

6 A48 390m east Medium range views in the context of the trunk road. 

7 Footpath L15/5/1 570m north east 
Long range views for users of the local footpath network and the 
open countryside. 

8 
Unclassified road 
to west of South 
Quarry 

180m north Medium range views experienced by road users. 

9 

Unclassified road 
to east of 
Llantrithyd 
(connecting A48 
to Pancross) 

1200m north 
west Long range views glimpsed by users of the local road network. 

 

5.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE DEVELOPMENT 

Proposed Mineral Extraction 

5.1 The proposals are illustrated in the sequence of phasing proposals submitted within this application 

(Ref M20.114.D.005 – M20.114.D.010). A summary of the key components of the Development that 

are most relevant to considerations of landscape and visual issues are detailed below. 

 Preliminary works to the current access arrangement in and around the site; including to and 

from the A48 and passing places along the minor Pantyffynnon Road; 

 Continuation of the permitted quarrying within South Quarry; 

 New access ramp within the quarry void of South Quarry; 

 Construction of quarry infrastructure, including weighbridge and offices, at the entrance to 

South Quarry; 

 Deepening of North Quarry to 54maOD with processing by mobile plant within the quarry void; 

 Installation of a recycling area within South Quarry; 

 An increase in the expected output from the quarry complex; increasing from 250,000 tpa to 

300,000 tpa; including an increase in the number and frequency of lorry movements removing 

limestone from the site. 

 No increase in the period of disturbance or the lateral extent of the quarry development. 

Infill / Recycling Operations 

 Inert placement of material into North Quarry to reach a 90maOD level where the recycling area 

will then transfer to North Quarry; 

 Followed by progressive ongoing infilling using recycled material to bring the land levels at 

North Quarry up to Original Ground Level, based on expected working capacity the infilling 

operation is expected to be finalised by 2042; 

 Associated lorry movements bringing recycled material to the site; 

 No increase in the period of disturbance. 
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Restoration 

 Once the proposed ground levels approach those of the restoration landform the area will be 

restored with the placement of soils forming a sustainable profile to support a grassland habitat 

to be managed for agricultural production. 

Landscape Mitigation 

 The applicant has accepted reasonable constraints to the overall lateral extraction of North 

Quarry to allow perimeter vegetation and trees to be retained ensuring the maintenance of a 

seasonal visual screen.  

 Development to the access arrangements to improve the visual appeal of the site. 

 Removal of the existing dilapidated buildings and structures within the eastern side of North 

Quarry 

 Screening hedgerow planting to the roadside edge of North Quarry (where possible, due to 

ground conditions and to allow access between the quarries). 

 

6.0 LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

6.1 The assessment process combines objective methodology and some elements of subjective 

professional judgement (See methodology at the end of this report).  All effects in this section are 

assumed to be adverse unless otherwise stated. 

Effects on Landscape Elements within the Site 

6.2 The development area has been subject to ongoing mineral extraction since the 1940’s.  This has 

eliminated existing landscape elements from within the site. 

6.3 No significant perimeter trees would be impacted by the Quarry Development as these will be 

retained and their location, value and screening potential used to inform the blasting pattern within 

the site.  

6.4 The ongoing and proposed quarry development would result in a Very Low magnitude of effect 

resulting in Minor/Negligible effects on the overall landscape fabric of the Site. The effect of the 

Quarry Development upon landscape character is discussed in further detail below. 

 

Effects on Landscape Character of the Locality  

6.5 The Site is not located in a landscape that is covered by any statutory or non-statutory landscape 

designations.  

6.6 The susceptibility of the landscape at the Site to the Quarry Development is considered to be Low. 

This takes into account the nature of the Quarry Development (i.e. continuation of quarrying 

developments) which contrasts with the surrounding landscape but contains a historic connection 

to land use within the local area.  The susceptibility is influenced by the limited visual envelope of the 

Quarry Development, the presence of mature hedgerows and small woodlands in the wider 

landscape and the local variation in landform.  These factors combine to restrict the susceptibility of 

landscape character in the wider landscape to indirect change to the nature of the development 

proposed.  

6.7 In accordance with the methodology at the end of the report, the Low Susceptibility of the local 

landscape to change to this type of development in combination with its Medium Landscape Value, 

results in an overall Low Landscape Sensitivity. 

6.8 There would be no change to the established underlying key characteristics of the landscape as a 

result of the Quarry Proposals as all proposals are within the existing field boundaries.  

6.9 Due to the increase in the expected output and the intensity of the proposals (when compared to 

the permitted parameters) there will be a degree of adverse effects, however there is no change to 

geographical extent, the scheme remains in scale with the existing quarry and the proposals are 

generally screened and mitigated for.  Therefore, it has been assessed to result in a Very Low overall 

magnitude of effect upon the local landscape character, with an overall Minor/Negligible effect that 

is Not Important. 

6.10 Once restoration is underway the proposals will result in a beneficial effect due to the return to the 

sites original ground levels and the removal from the landscape of the exposed quarry faces and 

engineered benches which are a detracting influence in the landscape.  Therefore, as above, the 

Medium landscape value combined with a High beneficial overall magnitude of effect upon the local 

landscape character, results in an overall Moderate Beneficial effect once restoration is complete 

and established. 
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Table 2: Representative Photoviewpoint Assessment 

VP 
No. 

Location Approx. distance / 
direction to the Site 

Sensitivity 
(Value / 

Susceptibility) 
Change in view as a result of Quarry Proposals  / Restoration Magnitude Effect 

1 
Footpath to 
west of North 
Quarry (L15/6/1) 

2m east 
Low 

(Medium / Low) 

Footpath is located adjacent to North Quarry, partially screened views of the quarry will be generally unchanged, with 
some beneficial effects as the current buildings are removed, combined with adverse effects associated with the 

intensification of activities.  

Very Low 
 

Minor 
(Not Important) 

Upon restoration the site will be returned to agricultural fields with beneficial visual effects as the detracting elements 
of the quarry and its infrastructure are removed from receptor views. 

Medium Beneficial
 

Moderate Beneficial 
(Not Important) 

2 
Pantyffynnon 
Road Users  4m north 

Medium 
(Medium / Medium) 

Receptors along this stretch of road currently experience adverse views of the quarry infrastructure and activities.  The 
proposals will result in an intensification of the activities (including vehicle movements) with some beneficial effects as 

the current buildings are removed and tidied up.   
Neutral 

Neutral 
(Not Important) 

Upon restoration the site will be returned to agricultural fields, quarry vehicles infrastructure will no longer be a 
detracting influence on receptors views. Medium Beneficial

Moderate Beneficial 
(Not Important) 

3 
Pantyffynnonau 
House (and 
road) 

130m west 
High 

(Medium / High) 

Receptors within this property view the existing quarry (buildings, infrastructure and the east facing quarry slopes) 
views will continue with some beneficial effects as the buildings are removed. Neutral 

Neutral 
(Not Important) 

Upon restoration the detracting visual effects of the quarry will be removed from the receptors view. High Beneficial 
Moderate Beneficial 

(Important) 

4 

Public footpath 
at Castell Moel 
(L5/28/1 and 
L5/30/1) 

950m northwest 
High 

(High / High) 

Elevated views from adjacent to the SM over the surrounding countryside.  Walkers using this pathway will experience 
screened views of the upper quarry faces.  The quarry is generally indiscernible unless weather conditions illuminate 

the upper faces. 
Very Low Minor  

(Not Important) 

These screened views to receptors accessing the countryside will be slightly improved although as above the effect will 
generally be indiscernible. 

Very Low 
Beneficial 

Minor Beneficial 
(Not Important) 

5 

Junction of 
Greenway Road 
and L5/35/1 
bridlleway 

810m southwest 
Medium 

(Medium / Medium) 

The quarry is generally indiscernible, and views are oblique, however in some weather conditions the quarry faces 
could be more visible.  Vehicle movements when working at upper levels will be visible to receptors at this medium 

range viewpoint 
Low Adverse 

Moderate 
(Not Important) 

Upon restoration the detracting visual effects of the quarry will be removed from the receptors view. Low Beneficial Minor Beneficial 
(Not Important) 

6 A48 390m east 
Low 

(Medium / Low) 

Some vehicle movements at upper levels during quarrying and infilling processes may be visible to users of this trunk 
road, glimpsed while travelling at speed. Very Low Adverse Minor  

(Not Important) 

Views of the restored landscape will be indiscernible. Neutral 
Neutral 

(Not Important) 

7 Footpath 
L15/5/1 570m north east 

Medium 
(Medium / Medium) 

Views of the quarry are not possible to receptors using this footpath. Neutral 
Neutral 

(Not Important) 

Views of the restored landscape will be indiscernible. Neutral Neutral 
(Not Important) 

8 
Unclassified 
road to west of 
South Quarry 

180m north 
Medium 

(Medium / Medium) 

From the more northern sections of this road views of the western section of North Quarry will be possible, upper vehicle 
movements and lorries accessing the site will have an effect of visual receptors using the minor road.  Very Low Minor  

(Not Important) 

Views of the restored landscape will be indiscernible. Neutral 
Neutral 

(Not Important) 
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VP 
No. 

Location Approx. distance / 
direction to the Site 

Sensitivity 
(Value / 

Susceptibility) 
Change in view as a result of Quarry Proposals  / Restoration Magnitude Effect 

9 

Unclassified 
road to east of 
Llantrithyd 
(connecting A48 
to Pancross) 

1200m north west 
Medium 

(Medium / Medium) 

Views of the quarry are not possible to receptors using this country road. Neutral Neutral 
(Not Important) 

Views of the restored landscape will be indiscernible. Neutral Neutral 
(Not Important) 



Visuals produced in accordance with TGN 
06/19 published by the Landscape Institute. 
To be viewed at comfortable arm’s length.

Photoview

Ref: M20.114.R.002

PANTFFYNNON QUARRY

Visualisation Type: 3 Enlargement Factor: 96% @A1

Projection: Cylindrical Horizontal FOV: 90°@A1

Viewpoint 1
Footpath to the West of North Quarry (L15/6/1)

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 304458E 174210N Distance to Site: 2m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 113.5m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 11:45 

Viewpoint 1

Viewpoint 2
Pantyffynnon Road Users

Viewpoint 3
Pantyffynnonau House (and road)

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 304736E 174108N Distance to Site: 4m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 88.3m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 11:53

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 304846E 174063N Distance to Site: 130m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 85.8m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 11:53

North Quarry

North Quarry (infrastructure to be removed)

North Quarry



Visuals produced in accordance with TGN 
06/19 published by the Landscape Institute. 
To be viewed at comfortable arm’s length.

Photoview

Ref: M20.114.R.002

PANTFFYNNON QUARRY

Visualisation Type: 3 Enlargement Factor: 96% @A1

Projection: Cylindrical Horizontal FOV: 90°@A1

Viewpoint 2

North Quarry (screened by intervening trees)

Viewpoint 4a
Public footpath at Castell Moel (L5/28/1)

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 305500E 173533N Distance to Site: 936m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 94.6m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 12:15 

Viewpoint 4b
Public footpath at Castell Moel (L5/30/1) - more elevated view from path nearer to the SM

Viewpoint 5
Junction of Greenway Road L5/35/1 bridleway

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 305433E 173463N Distance to Site: 967m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 102.7m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 12:30

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 305355E 174643N Distance to Site: 810m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 130.4m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 1:00

North Quarry (screened by intervening trees)

North Quarry



Visuals produced in accordance with TGN 
06/19 published by the Landscape Institute. 
To be viewed at comfortable arm’s length.

Photoview

Ref: M20.114.R.002

PANTFFYNNON QUARRY

Visualisation Type: 3 Enlargement Factor: 96% @A1

Projection: Cylindrical Horizontal FOV: 90°@A1

Viewpoint 3

Viewpoint 6
A48 (in the vicinity of Pantylladron)

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 304076E 174148N Distance to Site: 390m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 128.5m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 1:25 

Viewpoint 7
Footpath to the south of the A48, L15/5/1

Viewpoint 8
Unclassified road to the west of South Quarry

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 304187E 173789N Distance to Site: 570m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 114.2m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 1:50

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 304420E 173988N Distance to Site: 180m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 113.2m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 2:00

North Quarry



Visuals produced in accordance with TGN 
06/19 published by the Landscape Institute. 
To be viewed at comfortable arm’s length.

Photoview

Ref: M20.114.R.002

PANTFFYNNON QUARRY

Visualisation Type: 3 Enlargement Factor: 96% @A1

Projection: Cylindrical Horizontal FOV: 90°@A1

Viewpoint 4

Viewpoint 9
Unclassified road to the east of Llantrithyd (connecting A48 to Pancross)
Quarry indiscernable

Camera: Canon EOS 5D Mk I OS Grid Ref: 305245E 173074N Distance to Site: 1200m Date: 10/12/2020

Lens: Canon 50mm Ground Level: 82.2m aOD Height of Lens above Ground: 1.5m Time: 2:20 
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Effects on Views from Private Dwellings 

6.11 A detailed residential assessment is not possible without owner consent in advance; however, 

assessment from nearby public vantage points, provides an indication of the views of the Quarry 

Development that are likely to be available.   

6.12 It is an established planning principle that there is ‘no right to a private view’; however, the impact 

upon private amenity when any development has the potential to result in overbearing and/or 

unacceptable effects on living conditions is a material planning consideration.   

6.13 Where possible views have been included and assessed from nearby dwellings. 

 

Cumulative Landscape and Visual Effects 

6.14 It is understood that there are no other planning applications for any quarry development in the 

vicinity of the Site that may result in the potential for any important cumulative landscape and visual 

effects. 

 

7.0 LANDSCAPE PLANNING POLICY ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS 

7.1 The Site is not covered by any statutory or non-statutory landscape designations. The study area 

contains a number of designations, most notably the Registered Park and Garden at Llantrithyd and 

the Historic Landscape of Nant Llancadfan.    

7.2 From localised vantage points, predominantly restricted to Pantyffynnon Road and sections of the 

local footpath network, the quarry development is/would be partially visible in the context of the 

surrounding tree boundaries and the local rural landscape.  

7.3 In terms of compliance with landscape and visual related policy the development has been 

demonstrated to have no effect on Special landscape Areas (MG17) and SSSI’s (MG20) due to limited 

intervisibility.  In addition, the adverse effects have been assessed as being localised and limited and 

therefore adverse effects on people, residential amenity, natural environment, historic environments 

and biodiversity (MD7, MD8 and MD9) are at most Medium Adverse but generally Neutral.    

7.4 In conclusion, it is assessed that the Quarry Development could be accommodated in the landscape 

with only very modest and localised adverse effects upon landscape character and visual amenity. 
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LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

 

1.0 Introduction 
 

1.1. The assessment considers two separate (but inter-related) components as a result of the Proposed 

Development: 

• Effects on the Landscape as a resource (including landscape elements and landscape 
character); and 

• Effects on Visual Amenity including views. 

1.2. As the two components are inter-related, the assessment of one has been undertaken alongside 

the other and this resultant document referred to as the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 

(LVIA). 

1.3. This assessment has been undertaken in accordance with:  

1. Guidance for Landscape and Visual Assessment - 3rd Edition, (GLVIA) produced by the 
Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment (2013); 
and 

2. Photography and Photomontage in Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (Technical 
Guidance Note 06/19), published by the Landscape Institute (2019). 

 
2.0 Assessment Approach 
 
2.1. The assessment necessarily includes a combination of objective and partly subjective judgement 

based on professional expertise.  Objective landscape judgements include quantification of the 

loss or addition of landscape fabric. Objective visual judgements include describing the 

geographical extent of visibility of the Proposed Development from a given receptor with 

reference to a Zone of Theoretical Visibility Plan and site visit. Partly subjective judgement are 

based on professional expertise and include decisions on which assessment categories a 

predicted effect falls into.  

2.2. The assessment allows for the maximum effect or ‘worse case’ scenario i.e. in winter in conditions 

of good visibility, although indications are given as to the effects under ‘normal conditions’ 

including the seasonal effects of vegetation. 

2.3. No assessment has been made of impacts upon the setting of cultural heritage receptors 

including Conservation Areas, Scheduled Monuments and Listed Buildings. The presence of such 

receptors where present has however been recorded to inform baseline landscape value. 

2.4. Both the landscape and visual assessment have been undertaken against a set of Baseline 

Conditions (the Baseline Situation), which has been established during the first stage of the 

assessment process, using a combination of desk study and field survey work. This provides a 

transparent basis from which assessment results have been determined and against which 

professional judgements have been made. 

2.5. A Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) of the Proposed Development was used in combination with 

the Designations Plan to assist in identifying the Study Area. In line with paragraph 5.2 of GLVIA 3 

the Study Area includes the Site and the full extent of the wider landscape around it which the  

Proposed Development could potentially influence in an Important manner, which was assessed 

to extend up to a 3km radius from the Site boundary. The key receptors within the Study Area 

where there is the potential for Important effects and to be assessed in detail were refined 

following the field survey. 

 
3.0 The Assessment Process 
 
3.1. A step-by-step process is adopted as set out in GLVIA3 to allow the identification of Important 

effects to be as transparent as possible. 

3.2. The initial step when assessing the impact of the Proposed Development upon both landscape 

and visual receptors is to consider the receptor sensitivity which comprises judgements of the 

value of the receptor and the susceptibility of that receptor to change arising from the Proposed 

Development. 

3.3.  The second step is to assess the magnitude which comprises judgments on the size and scale of 

the effect, geographical extent of the area affected and the duration and reversibility of the effect. 

3.4. Finally judgements made on sensitivity and magnitude are combined to establish the overall 

level of effect and its Importance. 

3.5. Stages in a project life cycle have the potential to result in changes to the landscape and visual 

effects experienced and therefore where applicable the construction, operation, decommissioning 

and restoration/reinstatement phases are described and assessed separately where required. 

3.6. The landscape and visual assessment process consists of a number of stages as set out below: 

1. Identification of the source/aspects of the development likely to give rise to Important 
effects during the different stages in the life of the project (e.g. construction and 
operational phases); 

2. Identification of components/receptors most likely to be significantly affected by the 
development (this will vary during the different stages in the life of the project); 

3. Description of the interaction of the receptors with aspects of the development (this will 
vary during the different stages in the life of the project); 

4. Assessment of the Sensitivity of the Landscape and Visual Receptors  in relation to the 
identified aspects of the development; 

5. Assessment of the Magnitude of Effects in light of both the primary and secondary 
Mitigation Measures adopted (see below); and 

6. Assessment of the Importance of the Overall Effects (with additional mitigation). 

 

4.0 Mitigation of landscape and visual effects 
 
4.1. GLVIA 3 at paragraph 4.21 states that measures proposed to prevent/avoid, reduce and where 

possible offset or remedy (or compensate for) any significant adverse landscape and visual effects 

should be described. In practice such mitigation measures are now generally considered to fall 

into three categories:  

• Standard construction and operational management practices for avoiding and 
reducing environmental effects; 
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• Primary measures, developed through the iterative design process, which have become 
integrated or embedded into the project design; and 

• Secondary measures, designed to address any residual adverse effects remaining after 
primary measures and standard construction practices have been incorporated into the 
scheme. 
 

5.0 Landscape Baseline 
 

5.1. Paragraph 2.2 of GLVIA 3 states that since the European Landscape Convention (ELC) in 2002 

which the UK has signed and ratified, the ELC adopts a definition of landscape that is now being 

widely used in many different situations and is adopted in GLVIA 3 i.e. 'Landscape is an area, as 

perceived by people, whose character is the result of the action and interaction of natural and/or 

human factors' (Council of Europe, 2000).  

 
5.2. The study of the Baseline Situation includes a review of available document sources that includes 

published Landscape Character Assessments, Historic Landscape Characterisation, the local list of 

Unregistered Historic Designed Landscapes, Landscape and Heritage Adopted SPG and Landscape 

Planning Policy (at national, regional and local level), Ordnance Survey map data, historical maps 

and aerial photographs. 

 

5.3. The field survey of the Study Area  verifies and augments the results of the desktop study to 

establish the following aspects of baseline landscape character to establish the following: 

• Physical Elements: 
Including geology, soils, landform, drainage and water bodies, land cover, including 
different types of vegetation;  
 

• Influence of Human activity: 
Including land use and management, the character of settlements and buildings, and 
pattern and type of fields and enclosure; and 
 
 

• Aesthetic and perceptual aspects: 
Including scale, complexity, openness, tranquillity or wildness. 

5.4. Published landscape character assessments are reviewed to assist in the identification of any 

distinctive Landscape Character Types or areas and the key characteristics of the landscape. 

5.5. The baseline work identified those landscape elements on or adjoining the Site where there is the 

potential for Important landscape effects arising from the Proposed Development and also 

Landscape Character Types and/or Areas (LCTs/LCAs) covering the Site and surrounding Study 

Area where there is the potential for direct and/or indirect effects upon landscape character. 

 

6.0 Sensitivity of Landscape Receptors 
 
6.1. Sensitivity of a landscape receptor is dependent upon the Value attached to it and its 

Susceptibility to change to the development proposed. 

6.2. The Value of a landscape receptor is determined by a range of factors set out below (based on 

Box 5.1 of GLVIA3).  All factors listed below apply to landscape character areas although some may 

not be relevant to an individual landscape receptor. 

• Scenic quality; 

• Landscape condition; 

• Perceptual aspects; 

• Rarity and representativeness; 

• Conservation interests; 

• Associations; and 

• Recreation Value. 

 
6.3. Indicative criteria are used to determine the value of landscape receptors (see Table 1 overleaf).  

Where a landscape receptor does not fit clearly into one category then a structured assessment 

using the criteria listed above is contained in the main assessment.  
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Table 1: Indicative Criteria used to determine the Value of the Landscape Receptor 
 

Landscape Receptor 
Landscape 
Value 

Typically will include statutorily designated landscapes such as World Heritage 
Sites, nationally valued landscapes (National Parks, Areas of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty, National Scenic Areas or other equivalent areas). The landscape is fully 
intact, in excellent condition with high scenic quality. The landscape is also likely to 
contain rare elements/key characteristics and be highly representative of its type. 
Frequent recognised features of high value may include wildlife, archaeological, 
cultural heritage and historical features.  In addition there may be associations with 
particular people e.g. artists, writers and historical events. The landscape is likely to 
be highly valued for recreation e.g. containing promoted viewpoints and/or 
National Trails. Tranquillity is high with a feeling of remoteness. 

 
             High 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Very Low 

Typically could include regionally valued landscapes, for example local authority 
wide landscape designations or landscapes assessed as being of equivalent value 
(e.g. Special Landscape Areas) but may be undesignated with features of clear 
value.  The landscape is largely intact, in good/moderate condition with some 
scenic qualities. The landscape may contain some rare elements/key characteristics 
and is likely to be representative of its type. Some other designations linked to 
historic, natural or cultural elements may be present. There may be limited 
associations with particular people e.g. artists, writers and historical events. The 
landscape is likely to be valued for recreation e.g. containing public rights of way. 
Tranquillity is moderate with some perception of remoteness. 

Typically will include undesignated local landscapes that could also be valued by 
local people e.g. demonstrated by regular use for outdoor recreation. The landscape 
is in average or poor condition with limited scenic quality. The landscape is likely to 
contain very few rare elements/key characteristics and only be slightly 
representative of its type. Some other designations linked to historic, natural or 
cultural elements could be present and there are unlikely to be any associations 
with particular people e.g. artists, writers and historical events. The landscape may 
have limited or no recreational value.. Tranquillity is low with clear man-made 
influences e.g. from built development and/or transport corridors.. 

Typically will include degraded landscapes that may be identified for landscape 
restoration. The landscape is in very poor condition and has very poor scenic quality 
with visual detractors dominating e.g. industrial developments and/or transport 
corridors. The landscape does not contain any rare elements/key characteristics and 
bears little resemblance to the original landscape type. Designations linked to 
historic, natural or cultural elements are unlikely to be present and no known 
associations with particular people e.g. artists, writers and historical events are 
recorded. The landscape is likely to have no value for recreation. Tranquillity is very 
low and man-made influences dominate e.g. from industrial developments and/or 
transport corridors.  

 
6.4. The Susceptibility of a receptor to change is defined as being 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. 

6.5. Indicative criteria used to determine the susceptibility of landscape receptors to change are set 

out overleaf in Table 2. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 2: Indicative criteria used to determine the Susceptibility of the Landscape Receptor 
 

Landscape Receptor 
Susceptibility 
to Change 

Very open, expansive and cohesive landscapes with long views allowing 
views into and out of the landscape. Landscapes that are uncluttered with 
natural skylines without man-made elements. Landscapes which retain a high 
degree of intactness, in very good condition and high quality which are not 
subject to change. Landscapes often associated with rural and/or a historic 
character and of cultural importance. These types of landscape may be 
subject to or contain various historic or nature conservation designations 

 
          High 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       Very Low 

Open cohesive landscapes with medium to long views allowing views into 
and out of the landscape. Landscapes that are generally uncluttered with 
mainly natural skylines without man-made elements. Landscapes which 
retain a degree of intactness, in good condition and quality and which are 
infrequently subject to change. Landscapes may be associated with some 
degree of rural and/or a historic character and of cultural importance. 
Simple rural landscapes and/or suburban areas with local to medium scale 
views – containing both open and enclosed aspects somewhat intact and in 
medium condition. Settlement and built form common elements of the 
landscape with manmade structures such as power lines and 
telecommunication masts present. 

Dynamic, complicated landscapes in which change frequently occurs and 
generally in poor condition and no strong vernacular style. Long views are 
limited and often truncated. Landscapes may have complex skylines and/or 
dominated by man-made structures and subject to frequent change. These 
types of landscape are often, although not exclusively associated with 
industrial and/or urban areas/fringes. 

 
6.6. An assessment was made of both Susceptibility and Value based on a four point textual scale: 

Very Low, Low, Medium and High. This information is then combined to arrive at an overall 

sensitivity of the receptor as a whole which is also expressed as a four point textual scale Very 

Low to High. (See Table 3 below). Professional judgment is used where the overall sensitivity 

level is borderline between two categories. 
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Table 3: Overall Sensitivity of Landscape Receptor 
 

 
 

VALUE 

 
 

High Medium Low Very Low 

S
U

S
C

E
P

T
IB

IL
IT

Y
 High 

High High Medium Low 

Medium 
High Medium Low Low 

Low 
Medium Low Low  Very Low 

Very Low 
Low Low Very Low Very Low 

 

7.0 Landscape Magnitude of Effect 
 

7.1. Following an assessment of the sensitivity of the landscape receptor an assessment is made of 

the magnitude of effects associated with the Proposed Development. Those elements of the 

development that may affect landscape character can be either associated with direct or indirect 

effects.  

7.2. Direct and indirect effects on the landscape and visual amenity of an area potentially affected by 

the Proposed Development can be defined as comprising: 

• Direct physical changes to the actual fabric of the landscape, including loss or changes 
to individual elements such as landform, agricultural fields, trees, hedges, ditches, paths 
etc. 
 

• Direct or indirect effects caused by the development to the overall character of the 
landscape and changes to the key characteristics that help define and create the 
distinctiveness of the local landscape, including aesthetic and/or perceptual aspects. 

7.3. In relation to Magnitude of effects GLVIA 3 states at paragraph 5.48 that each effect on 

landscape receptors needs to be assessed in terms of its size or scale, the geographical extent 

of the area influenced, and its duration and reversibility.   

7.4. Receptor proximity to the Red Line Boundary is described at Close range (up to 150m), Medium 

range (between 5150m and 500m) and Long range (over 500m).  

7.5. The assessments in relation to size, scale, geographical extent, duration and reversibility are 

expressed in terms on a four point textual scale i.e. Very Low, Low, Medium and High.  

7.6. These aspects of magnitude are then combined to arrive at an evaluation of the overall 

magnitude of effects on individual landscape elements and/or character areas/types. The effects 

are considered according to whether they are adverse, neutral or beneficial in nature. The 

effects are categorised on a four point textual scale: Very Low, Low, Medium, and High as 

detailed in Table 6 below:  

 
 
 
 
 

Table 6: Indicative Magnitude of Effect upon Landscape Receptors 
 

Summary 
of Effect 

Criteria 

High 
Adverse  

The proposed site is damaging to the landscape in that: 
• At variance with the landform, scale and pattern of the landscape. 
• It is likely to degrade or diminish the integrity of a range of characteristic 

features and elements and their setting. 

• It is damaging to a high quality or highly vulnerable landscape, causing it to 
change and be diminished in quality. Likely to be in a High sensitive landscape. 

• It is unable to be adequately mitigated. 
• It is in conflict with policy in respect to enhancing landscape character and set 

out in current or emerging LDP’s. 

• It is adverse to some of the key issues/priorities or strategies for the LCA 
 
Changes are likely to be permanent and long term 
 

 The site is out of scale with the landscape, or at odds with the local pattern and 
landform in that: 
• Probably not possible to fully mitigate for, that is mitigation will not prevent 

the scheme from scarring the landscape in the longer term as some features of 
interest will be partly destroyed or their setting reduced or removed. Likely to 
be in a High or Medium sensitive landscape. 

• In conflict with policy to respect and enhance landscape character across a 
range of character themes, or current or emerging LDP’s. 

• Adverse to a few (at least 2) of the issues/priorities or strategies for the LCA. 
 
Changes are likely to be permanent or partially reversible and of Medium to Long 
duration. 
 
The site does not  fit the landform and scale of the landscape in that: 

• The proposal can probably not be completely mitigated for because of the 
nature of the proposal itself or the character of the landscape it is in. Likely to 
be in a High or Medium sensitive landscape. 

• In conflict with policy to respect and enhance landscape character across few 
character themes and set out in current or emerging LDP’s. 

• At variance with some aspects of the LCA descriptions. 
 
Changes could be of modest size and scale and geographical extent but permanent 
and of Long duration.  Alternatively changes could be more noticeable in size, scale 
and geographical extent but reversible and short term in nature. 
 

Very Low 
Adverse 

The site does not quite fit the landform and scale of the landscape in that: 
• The proposal can almost be completely mitigated for because of the nature of 

the proposal itself or the character of the landscape it is in. Likely to be in a 
Medium or Low sensitivity landscape. 

• In partial conflict with policy to respect and enhance landscape character 
across few character themes and set out in current or emerging LDP’s. 

• At variance with some minor aspects of the LCA descriptions. 
 
Changes could be of very modest size and scale and geographical extent but 
permanent and of Long duration.  Alternatively changes could be more noticeable 
in size, scale and geographical extent but reversible and short term in nature. 
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Summary 
of Effect 

Criteria 

Neutral 
Effect 

The proposal is likely to be able to complement and fit the scale, landform and 
pattern of the landscape in that: 
• Mitigation measures are likely to ensure that the scheme will blend in well 

with surrounding landscape character components. 
• Will probably maintain existing landscape character with specific planning 

conditions and in a Medium to Low sensitivity landscape. 

• Likely to be in a degraded landscape or one with a restoration objective 
(identified in LCA assessments). 

 

Very Low 
Beneficial 
 

The proposal will fit in well with the landform, pattern and historical use of the area. 
• By incorporating measures for mitigation it will ensure that landscape 

character is marginally enhanced and improved, such as habitat creation, 
restoration of previously degraded landscape. Likely to be in a Medium or Low 
sensitivity Landscape. 

• Could partially incorporate policy to enhance landscape character (on 
restoration) as set out in current or emerging LDP’s 

 
Changes could be of very modest size and scale and geographical extent but 
permanent and of Long duration.  Alternatively changes could be more noticeable 
in size, scale and geographical extent but reversible and short term in nature. 
 

 The proposal will fit well in the landform, pattern and historical use of the area. 
• By incorporating measures for mitigation it will ensure that landscape 

character is enhanced and improved, such as habitat creation, restoration of 
previously degraded landscape. Likely to be in a Medium or Low sensitivity 
Landscape. 

• Could incorporate policy to enhance landscape character (on restoration) as 
set out in current or emerging LDP’s. 

 
Changes are likely to be permanent or partially reversible and of Medium to Long 
duration. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
High 
Beneficial 

The proposal will fit well in the landform, pattern and historical use of the area. 
• By incorporating measures for mitigation it will ensure that landscape 

character is materially enhanced and improved, such as habitat creation, 
restoration of previously very degraded landscape. Likely to be in a Medium 
sensitivity Landscape. 

• Incorporates some policies to enhance landscape character as set out in 
current or emerging LDP’s. 

 
Changes are likely to be permanent and long term 
 

 

 

8.0 Overall Landscape Effects 
 

8.1. The Sensitivity of the Receptor is combined with the Magnitude to reach an Overall Effect. For 

consistency and transparency this assessment was assisted by use of a matrix table (see Table 8). 

Effects are described on a four point textual scale: Major, Moderate, Minor or Negligible. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 8: Overall Landscape Effects: Correlation of Sensitivity and Magnitude 
 

Receptor 
Sensitivity 

Magnitude of Impact 

High Medium Low Very Low 

High Major Major/Moderate Moderate Moderate/Minor 

Medium Major/Moderate Moderate Moderate/Minor Minor 

Low Moderate Moderate/Minor Minor Minor/Negligible 

Very Low Moderate/Minor Minor Minor/Negligible Negligible 

 
8.2. The analysis of potential effects must allow for the exercise of professional judgement and the 

matrix at Table 8 is only used as a guide for consistency and is not a prescriptive tool e.g. in some 

instances a particular parameter may be considered as having a determining effect on the 

analysis (when this occurs it is clearly stated in the assessment). 

8.3. Where the landscape effect is assessed as greater than Moderate, this is considered to be an 

Important effect. 
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9.0 Visual Baseline 
 
9.1. The identification of visual receptors within the Study Area focusses on the publicly accessible 

areas that fall within the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV). 

9.2. A computer generated Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) has been generated using Terrain 5 

Ordnance survey data to create a Digital Terrain Model (DTM), on top of which the main blocks of 

woodland and settlements have been added at conservative heights of 12m and 8m respectively 

to combine with the landform to create a Digital Surface Model (DSM).  The heights are considered 

to be conservative as woodland is frequently taller than 12m high and there are also buildings 

taller than 8m in the locality of the Site. A ZTV of the Study Area will always illustrate a maximum 

effect scenario, with some of the land covered by the ZTV unlikely in reality to afford views of the 

Proposed Development due to the presence of intervening surface features in addition to 

woodland and settlements e.g. local landform features, hedgerows, individual trees and other 

built structures outside settlements.   

9.3. Where relevant the ZTVs have been used to inform the design of the Proposed Development, as 

well as the landscape and visual assessment process e.g. scoping of representative viewpoints and 

the receptors to be assessed in detail. 

9.4. The ZTV computer models used specialised software (LSS, McCarthy Taylor Systems Ltd) to 

generate digital models of the landform to determine the site's Zones of Theoretical  Visibility 

(ZTV), based on mathematically generated vertical angles of view. 

9.5. The ZTV assists in objectively defining the magnitude of visual effects of the Proposed 

Development.  This is achieved by analysing the vertical angle subtended by the top and bottom 

extremities of the object that is viewable, from which a ‘contour’ model is generated (see Figure 1 

below).  The contour model provides a measure of how much of a given vertical field of view is 

occupied by the object when viewed from different locations and automatically takes into 

account effects of distance from the Site i.e. an object close to the viewer occupies a greater 

vertical angle [field of view] than a feature further away.  Where a zero value is returned, the 

viewpoint lies outside or on the edge of the Visual Envelope, delineating the areas from which 

views of the Proposed Development would not be possible (uncoloured).   

Figure 1:  A Diagram to Illustrate Vertical Angles 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9.6. Table 9 below illustrates the mathematical relationship between a 12 metre high object, its 

distance from the viewer and the vertical angle it would subtend compared to the main vertical 

field of view of the viewer. 

 
Table 9:  Table illustrating the relationship of distance and vertical angle subtended 
 

Distance From Viewer of 12m 
high object 

Vertical Angle Subtended 
(Total Field of View = @ 90) 

10.0 Km 0.07 

6.8 Km 0.1 

3.5 Km 0.2 

2.3 Km 0.3 

1.0 Km 0.7 

0.7 Km 1.0 

0.5 Km 1.4 

0.2 Km 3.0 

0.1 Km 6.8 

 
9.7. Based on experience, photographic studies and the mathematical table, certain 'contour' values 

are assessed as potentially indicating differences in magnitude of effect.  A classification using six 

‘contour’ values was used to inform the assessment of magnitude. Those receptors where the 

angle of view subtended the largest angle being likely to receive the highest magnitude of effect.  

Conversely, those where the angle of view subtended the smallest angle being likely to receive 

the lowest magnitude of effect. 

9.8. During the field study a photographic record was undertaken to record a range of viewpoints 

towards the Site, from available viewpoints.  The camera used was a digital SLR with full frame 

sensor and fixed 50mm lens. The resulting images were stitched together using digital imaging 

software to provide a ‘panorama image’. 

9.9. Typically receptors within the Study Area include: 

• People at home and in their gardens; 

• Recreational/leisure receptors including anglers, walkers, water users and cyclists;  

• Road and rail users; and 

• People at their place of work. 

9.10. Where relevant, locations were selected to represent more than one type of receptors e.g. at the 

junction of a footpath and road. No access to private properties was obtained during the field 

study; however calculations of visibility were made using computer software modelling if 

required. 

9.11. Guidance on the selection of final viewpoints is provided at paragraph 6.20 of GVLIA 3 which 

states that the selection ‘should take account of a range of factors, including: 

• the accessibility to the public; 

• the potential number and sensitivity of viewers who may be affected; 
• the viewing direction, distance (i.e. short-, medium- and long-distance views) and 

elevation; 

• the nature of the viewing experience (for example static views, views from settlements 
and views from sequential points along routes); 

• the view type (for example panoramas, vistas and glimpses); and 

VA VA
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• the potential for cumulative views of the Proposed Development in conjunction with 
other developments.’ 

• The role of scoping out visual receptors at the baseline stage that are unlikely to 
experience significant visual effects is described at paragraph 6.24 of GLVIA3 which 
states: 
‘Visual receptors, viewpoints and views that have been identified as unlikely to experience 
significant visual effects either at the scoping stage or in establishing the baseline should not 
be included in detailed reporting but should be noted, with reasons given for their exclusion’ 

10.0 Sensitivity of Visual Receptors 
 
10.1. The nature or sensitivity of visual receptors is dependent upon the value attached to the view and 

the susceptibility to change of the receptor with respect to the Proposed Development. 

10.2. Judgements on value take into account any recognised importance of the view (e.g. in relation to 

valued landscapes or features, or through planning designations) and any indicators of value 

attached to views by visitors e.g. guidebooks and tourist maps. 

10.3. Susceptibility to change, in relation to the Proposed Development, is influenced by the following 

factors: 

• Location and context of the viewpoint; 

• Characteristics of the view, e.g. whether it is continuous or intermittent and static or 
transient; and 

• The activity or expectations of the receptor at the viewpoint. 

 
10.4. Those receptors most susceptible to change include local residents, particularly those dwellings 

that have been designed to maximise views across the surrounding landscape of recognised 

value, such as experienced from patios, conservatories, picture windows etc. Whilst it is an 

accepted planning principle that there is ‘no right to a view’ residents are recognised as having 

the potential to be most susceptible to changes in their visual amenity (paragraph 6.33 of GLVIA 

3rd Edition 2013).  

 
10.5. Indicative criteria used to help determine the degree of susceptibility of visual receptors to change 

and the value of views is given below in Tables 10 and 11 respectively.  

 
Table 10: Indicative criteria used to determine the Value of Visual Receptor Groups 
 

Visual Receptor Category Value 
Open and long range views recognised in published literature and associated with 
statutorily designated landscapes. Includes promoted viewpoints that may have 
interpretative boards and/or associations with designated heritage assets. Close range 
views associated with historical and/or townscape settings of recognised rarity. 

High 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Very Low 

Partially restricted and/or oblique views over open countryside, seascapes or parkland 
that may not be subject to any designations. Partially restricted or oblique views of 
open streetscapes, avenues and boulevards and/or with local cultural associations. 

Restricted and/or oblique views over open countryside, seascapes or parkland that are 
not subject to any designations. Restricted or oblique views of narrow streetscape, 
truncated views of urban built environments or longer distant views over landscapes 
with industrial/ commercial elements and/or major transport networks. 
Restricted views over very degraded rural landscapes and/or close range views of 
industrial/commercial landscapes. 

 
Table 11: Indicative criteria used to determine the Susceptibility of Visual Receptor Groups 

 
Receptors Comments Susceptibility 

Residential Buildings 
Housing estates 
and isolated 
dwellings 

Primary living 
space 

Containing windows on ground or upper floors such as living 
rooms, dining rooms and/or kitchens where people may spend 
significant periods of waking time. Parts of gardens with greater 
usage e.g. patios 

High 

 

Secondary living 
space 

Bedrooms, bathrooms and other rooms typically not used in 
daylight hours or parts of the garden with less frequent usage. 

Medium 

Other Buildings 

Schools Classrooms Windowsill heights often limit views out of classrooms 

Medium  

to Low 

Grounds/Playing 
Fields 

Primarily sport orientated but may have views out towards 
countryside 

Hospitals Wards Windowsill heights often limit views out of wards 
Some wards may have windows designed to exploit particular 
views. 

Grounds May be used for convalescence or therapy but also may include 
car parking, access or ornament. 

Places of Worship 
and Public/Guest 
Houses/Hotels 

Ground Floor 
Upper Floors 
Gardens/Grounds 

Unlikely to be particularly sensitive to off-site views but may 
include grounds/gardens for outdoor activities and/or 
enjoyment. 

Commercial Premises 

Industrial units  Unlikely to be sensitive to off-site views Very Low 

Retail Units and Offices Unlikely to be overly sensitive to off-site views but may contain 
aspects where outward looking views are possible. 

Low 

Transport/Recreational Routes/Public Open Space 

Footpaths, Bridleways Commons and 
Open Access Areas  

Rural paths/bridleways heavily influenced by residential areas 
and/or major transport routes and/or with limited views used for 
general recreational access to the open countryside. 

Low 

Rural paths/bridleways used for general recreational purposes 
capable of gaining views across open countryside. 

Medium 

Rural paths/bridleways/open access land used for general 
recreational purposes capable of gaining extensive views across 
open countryside or subject to additional levels of designation. 

High 

Public Open Space - Rivers/Urban 
Parks/ Golf Courses/Car 
Parks/Beaches etc. 

Recreational grounds that are primarily used for active sports 
where views of the landscape are incidental to the activity e.g. 
football, rugby etc.. 

Low 

Recreational grounds that are primarily used for sporting 
activities where appreciation of the surrounding landscape 
setting has some level of importance e.g. fishing, golf, cricket etc. 

Medium 

Public Open Space in regular use that is promoted for outdoor 
recreation where the surrounding landscape of recognised 
scenic quality is integral to the experience e.g. picnic sites  

High 

Cycleways/ 
Roads/Railway 

National Cycle Routes Roads and/or tracks within a rural location and promoted as a 
national route for the enjoyment of the open countryside 
including panoramic views of protected landscapes 

High 

Unclassified/Minor 
Roads/ Local Rail 
Network/ Private 
Drives 

Rural location and relatively slow traffic speeds, possibly in 
conjunction with greater use by cyclists or walkers may influence 
sensitivity to visual impacts. 

Medium 

Unclassified/ Minor 
Roads/Main Roads/ 
Trunk 
Roads/Motorways/ 
High Speed Rail links 

Traffic speed and primary use likely to limit sensitivity to visual 
effects. 

Low 
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10.6. An assessment of both the Susceptibility and Value of visual receptors was based on a four point 

textual scale: Very Low, Low, Medium and High. This information is then combined to arrive at an 

overall sensitivity of the receptor as a whole which is also expressed as a four point textual scale - 

see Table 12 below. Professional judgment is used where the Overall Sensitivity level is borderline 

between two categories. 

Table 12: Overall Sensitivity of Visual Receptor 
 

 
 

VALUE 

 
 

High Medium Low Very Low 

S
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 High 

High High Medium Low 

Medium 
High Medium Low Low 

Low 
Medium Low Low  Very Low 

Very Low 
Low Low Very Low Very Low 

 

 
11.0 Visual Magnitude of Effect 
 
11.1. The magnitude of effects as a result of the Proposed Development is determined according to the 

criteria set out in Table 13 below and assisted by the ZTV figures and photomontages (where 

prepared).  Each of the visual effects is evaluated in terms of its size or scale, the geographical 

extent of the area influenced and its duration and reversibility. 

11.2. Receptor proximity to the Site is described at Close range (up to 150m), Medium range (between 

150m and 500m) and Long range (over 500m).  

Table 13: Indicative Magnitude upon Visual Receptors 
 

Summary 
of Effect 

Criteria 

High 
Adverse 

Views are typically unrestricted, direct and from close range. The view would be 
affected in a pronounced manner and would be difficult to reverse e.g. clear loss of 
features and/or addition of discordant new elements in the view that are 
permanent. 

 Views are typically unrestricted or partly restricted, direct or partly oblique and from 
close to medium range. The view would be noticeably affected but may be 
reversible e.g. some loss of features and/or addition of discordant new elements in 
the view that are likely to be medium to long term and permanent in nature 

Views are typically partly restricted and/or oblique and from medium to long range. 
The view would be affected to a minor degree and could be permnanet or 
temporary in nature e.g. minor loss of features and/or addition of discordant new 
elements in the view. 

Very Low 
Adverse 

Views are typically partly restricted and/or oblique and from long range. The view 
would be affected to a negligible degree and is likely to be short term temporary 
effects and/or barely discernible e.g. very minor loss of features and/or addition of 
discordant new elements in the view. 

Neutral 
Effect 

No perceived change in the view or the very small changes are perceived to be 
neither adverse or beneficial in nature 

Summary 
of Effect 

Criteria 

Very Low 
Beneficial 
 

Views are typically partly restricted and/or oblique and from long range. The view 
would be affected to a negligible degree and is likely to be is likely to be short term 
temporary effects and/or barely discernible e.g. very minor loss of discordant 
features and/or addition of new elements that improve visual amenity. 

 Views are typically partly restricted and/or oblique and from medium to long range. 
The view would be affected to a minor degree and could be permnanet or 
temporary in nature e.g. minor loss of discordant features and/or addition of new 
elements that improve visual amenity. 

 
 
 
 
 
High 
Beneficial  

Views are typically unrestricted or partly restricted, direct or partly oblique and from 
close to medium range. The view would be noticeably affected but may be 
reversible e.g. some loss of discordant features and/or addition of new elements 
that noticeably improve visual amenity. Changes are likely to be medium to long 
term and permanent in nature 
Views are typically unrestricted, direct and from close to medium range. The view 
would be affected in a pronounced manner and would be difficult to reverse e.g. 
clear loss of discordant features and/or addition of new elements that substantially 
improve visual amenity in the long term and are permanent. 

 
12.0 Importance of Overall Visual Effects 
 

12.1. The Sensitivity of the Receptor is combined with the Magnitude of the Effect to reach an Overall 

Effect. For consistency and transparency this assessment was assisted by use of a matrix table (see 

Table 14). Effects are described on a four point textual scale: Major, Moderate, Minor or Negligible. 

 
Table 14: Overall Visual Effects: Correlation of Sensitivity of Receptor with Magnitude of 
Effect  
 

Receptor 
Sensitivity 

Magnitude of Effect 

High Medium Low Very Low 

High Major Major/Moderate Moderate Moderate/Minor 

Medium Major/Moderate Moderate Moderate/Minor Minor 

Low Moderate Moderate/Minor Minor Minor/Negligible 

Very Low Moderate/Minor Minor Minor/Negligible Negligible 

 
 
12.2. The analysis of potential effects must allow for the exercise of professional judgement and the 

matrix at Table 14 is only used as a guide for consistency and is not a prescriptive tool e.g. in some 

instances a particular parameter may be considered as having a determining effect on the analysis 

(when this occurs it is clearly stated in the assessment). 

12.3. Where the visual effect is assessed as greater than Moderate, this is considered to be an 

Important effect. 


