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Proposed Site Plan & Ele vations
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Methodology and Summary landscape and VisualEffects
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Suviron mental

METHODOLO GY FORIANDSCAPE AND VISUALIMPACT ASSESSMENTS

In landscape and visualimpact assessment, a distinction is normally drawn between
landscape/townscape effects (ie.effectson the characterorquality ofthe landscape
(or townscape), irespective of whether there are any views of the landscape, or
viewersto see them)and visualeffects (i.e. effects on people’s views of the landscape,
principally from public rights of way and areas with public access, but also private
views from residentialproperties). Thus,a development mayhave extensive landscape
effects but few visual effects if, for example, there are no properties or public
viewpointsnearby. Oraltematively,few landscape effectsbutsubstantial visualeffects
if, forexample, the landscape isalleady degraded orthe development is not out of
character with it, but can clearly be seen from many residential properties and/or
public areas.

The assessment oflandscape & visualeffectsislessamenable to scientific orstatistical
analysis than some environmental topics and inherently contains an element of
subje c tivity. Howe ver, the asse ssment should stillbe undertaken in a logical, consistent
and rigorous manner, based on experience and judgement, and any conclusions
should be able to demonstrate a clearrationale. To this end, various guidelines ha ve
been published, the most relevant of which, for assessments of the effects of a
development, ratherthan ofthe characterorquality of the landscape itself, form the
basis ofthe assessmentand are as follows:

o 'Guidelines for Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment’, produced jointly by the
Institute of Environmental Assessment and the Landscape Institute (GLVIA 3¢
edition 2013); and

e 'An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment', October 2014 (Christine
Tudor, NaturalEngland) to which reference isalso made. 'This stre sses the need for
a holistic assessment of landscape character, including physical, biologicaland
socialfactors.

IANDSCAPE/TOWNSCAPE EFFECTS

[andscape/townscape qualityisa subjective judgement based on the condition and
characteristics of a landscape/townscape. It will often be informed by national,
regional or local designations made upon it in respect of its quality e.g. AONB.
Sensitivity relates to the inherent value placed on a landscape / townscape and the
ability ofthatlandscape/townscape to accommodate change.

Landscape sensitivity can vary with:

(D) existing land uses;

(i) the pattermn and scale ofthe landscape;

(iif) visualenclosure/openness of views, and distribution of visualreceptors;

@iv) susceptibility to change;

(v) the scope for mitigation, which would be in character with the existing

landscape;and
(v the condition and value placed on the landscape.

The concept of landscape/townscape value is considered in order to avoid
consideration only of how scenically attractive an area may be, and thus to avoid
undervaluing areas of strong character but littk scenic beauty. In the process of
making this assessment, the following factors, among others, are considered with
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M5

Mo6

M7

M8

M9

M10

M11

M12

relevance to the site in question: landscape quality (condition), scenic qua lity, rarity,
representativeness, conservation interest, recreation value, perceptual aspects and
associations.

Nationally valued landscapes are recognised by designation, such as National Parks
and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB') which have particular planning
policiesapplied to them. Nationally valued townscapesare typicallythose covered by
a Conservation Area orsimilairdesignation. Paragraph 170 of the current NPPFoutline s
thatplanning policiesand decisions should contribute to and enhance the naturaland
localenvironment by protecting and enhancing valued landscapes ‘'...in @ manner
commensurate with their statutory status or identified quality in the development plan’.

There is a strong inter-relationship between landscape/townscape quality, value and
sensitivity as high quality/value landscapes/townscapes usually have a low ability to
accommodate change.

Forthe purpose ofourassessment, landscape/townscape quality, value and sensitivity
isassessed using the criteria in Tables LEl and [E2. Typically, landscapes/townscapes
which camry a quality designation and which are otherwise attractive orunspoilt willin
generalbe more sensitive, while those which are lessattractive oralreadyaffected by
significant visualdetractors and distutbance willbe generally le ss sensitive .

The magnitude ofchange isthe scale,extent and duration ofchange to a landscape
arising from the proposed development and was assessed using the criteria in Table
LE3.

[andscape/townscape effects were assessed in terms of the interaction between the
magnitude ofthe change brought about by the development and the quality, value
& sensitivity of the landscape resource affected. The landscape/townscape effects
can be either beneficial, adverse or neutral landscape effects can be direct (ie.
impacton physicalfeatures,e.g. landform, vegetation, watercourses etc.), orindirect
(ie. impact on landscape characteras a result of the introduction of new elements
within the landscape). Direct visualeffectsresult from changesto existing views.

In thisway,landscapes/townscapesofthe highest sensitivity, when subjected to a high
magnitude of change from the proposed development, are lkely to give rise to
‘substantial landscape/townscape effects which can be eitheradverse orbeneficial
Conversely, landscapes of low sensitivity, when subjected to a low magnitude of
change from the proposed development, are likely to give rise to only 'slight' or neutral
landscape effects. Beneficial landscape effects may arise from such things as the
creation of new landscape features, changes to management practices and
improved public access. Forthe purpose ofthisassessmentthe landscape/townscape
effects have been judged at completion of the development and in year 15. This
approach acknowledges that landscape/townscape effects can reduce as new
planting/mitigation measures become establshed and achieve their intended
objectives.

VISUALEFFECTS

Visualeffects are concemed with people's views of the landscape/townscape and
the change that wil occur. Like landscape effects, viewers or receptors are
categorised by their sensitivity. Forexample, views from private dwellings are generally
ofa highersensitivity than those from placesof work.

In describing the content of a view the folbwing termsare used:

CSALVIA Methodology Revised February 2019
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M14

M15

Ml6

M17

M18

M19

M20

M21

M22

e No view -no viewsofthe development;

e QGlimpse -a fleeting ordistant view of the development, often in the context
of widerviews of the landscape;

e Partial-a clearview ofpart ofthe development only;

e T[ltered - views to the development which are partially screened, usually by
intervening vegetation - the degree offitering maychange with the seasons;

e Open-aclarview to the development.

The sensitivity of the receptor varies according to its susceptibility to a particulartype
of change, orthe value placed on it (e.g. views from a recognised beauty spot wil
have a greatersensitivity). Visualsensitivity wa s assessed using the criteria in Table VEL.

The magnitude ofchange isthe degree in which the view(s)ymaybe altered asa result
of the proposed development and wil generally decrease with distance from its
source, untila pointisreached where there isno discernible change. The magnitude
ofchange inregard to the views was assessed using the criteria in Table VE2.

Visualeffects were then assessed in terms of the interaction between the magnitude
ofthe change broughtaboutbythe development and also the sensitivity of the visual
receptoraffected.

As with landscape effects, a high sensitivity receptor, when subjected to a high
magnitude of change from the proposed development, is lkely to experience
‘substantial' visual effects which can be either adverse or beneficial Conversely,
receptors of low sensitivity, when subjected to a slight ma gnitude of change from the
proposed development, are likely to experience only ‘slight' or neutral visualeffects,
which can be eitherbeneficialoradverse.

Photographswere taken with a digitalcamera with a lensthatapproximatesto S0mm,
to give a similardepth of view to the human eye. In some casesimages have been
joined together to form a panorama. The prevailng weather and atmospheric
conditions, and any effects on visibility are noted.

Unless specific slab levels of buidings have been specified, the assessment has
assumed thatslab levels wilbe within 750mm ofexisting ground le vel

MITIG ATION AND RESIDUAL EFFEC TS

Mitigation measuresare described asthose measures,including anyprocessoractivity,
designed to avoid, reduce and compensate for adverse landscape and/or visual
effectsresulting from the proposed development.

In situations where proposed mitigation measures are likely to change over time, as
with planting to screen a development, it isimportant to make a distinc tion between
any likely effects that willarise in the short-term and those that wiloccurin the long-
term or 'residual effects’ once mitigation measureshave established. In this a sse ssment,
the visual effects of the development have been considered at completion of the
entire projectand at 15 yearsthereafter.

Mitigation measurescan have a residual, positive impact on the effectsarising from a
development, whereas the short-term impactmaybe adverse.

ASSESSMENT OF EFFEC TS

The assessment concisely considers and describes the main landscape/townscape
and visual effects resulting from the proposed development. The narrative text

CSALVIA Methodology Revised February 2019

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL AB/88/19/PL



M23

M24

M25

M26

M27

M28

M29

demonstratesthe reasoning behind judgementsconcerning the landscape and visual
effects of the proposals. Where appropriate, the text is supported by tables which
summarise the sensitivity of the views/landscape/townscape, the magnitude of
change and describe anyresulting effects.

CUMULATIVE EFFEC TS

Cumulative effects are ‘the additional changes caused by a proposed develop me nt
in conjunction with other similardevelopments orasthe combined effect ofa set of
developments, taken fogether.’

In camrying out landscape assessment it is for the author to form a judgement on
whether or not it is necessary to considerany planned developments and to form a
judgement on how these could potentially affecta project.

ZONE OF THEO RETIC AL VISIBILITY (ZTV)

AZIVmap can help to determine the potential visibility of the site and identify those
locations where development atthe site is likely to be most visible from the surrounding
area. Where a ZIV is considered appropriate for a proposed development the
following methodology isused.

The processis in two stages, and foreach, a digital terrain model (‘DTM') using Key
TERRA-FIRMA computersoftware is produced and mapped onto an OSmap. The DIM
isbased on Ordnance Survey Landform Profile tiles, providing a digitalrecord of existing
landform across the UK, based on a 10 metre grid. There is the potential for minor
discrepancies between the DIM and the actual landform where there are
topographic features that are too small to be picked up by the 10 metre grd. A
judgement will be made to determine the extent of the study area based on the
specific site and the nature of the proposed change, and the reasons forthe choice
willbe setoutin the report. The studyarea willbe determined by localtopographybut
istypically set at 7.5km.

Different heights are then assigned to significant features, primarily buidings and
woodland, thus producing the first stage of an ‘existing' ZTV illustrating the current
situation ofthe site and surrounding area.Thisdata isderived from OSOpen Map Data,
and verified during the fieldwork, with any significant discrepancies in the data being
noted and the map adjusted accordingly. Heldworkis confined to accessible partsof
the site, public rightsofway, the highwaynetworkand otherpubliclyaccessible areas.

The second stage is to produce a 'proposed’ ZIV with the same base as the ‘existing '
ZIV.The proposed developmentisintroduced into the modelaseithera re presenta tive
spot height, ora series of heights, and a viewer height of 1.7m is used. llustrating the
visualenvelope ofthe proposed development within the specific site.

The modelisbased on available data and fieldwork and therefore may not take into
account alldevelopment or woodland throughout the study area, nor the effect of
smallerscale planting orhedgerows. It also doesnottake into accountareasofrecent
orcontinuous topographic change from, forinstance, mining operations.

CSALVIA Methodology Revised February 2019
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Table IE3 LANDSCAPE/ TOWNSCAPEMAGNITUDE OF CHANGE Table [E4 LANDSCAPE/ TOWNSCAPE EFFECTS
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i ees and other : ¢ The majority of the Site is | Allofthe Site 's low quality Moderate Slight Adverse Slight
i vegetation i overgrown with low i vegetation willbe removed in Bene ficial
: : { quality scrub vegetation. | orderto facilitate the

i A group oflow qua lity i proposed development.
itreesislocatedinthe
i south eastern part ofthe | The proposalsinclude
 Site . | substantialnew tree, thicket
: “and hedgerow planting to
the Site boundariesand
i within the communalareasof

! the Site.
The Site —derelict Low The Site was pre viously The proposals willredevelop Moderate Moderate Moderate
i gas works ideveloped asa gas iaderelictarea ofland with beneficial beneficial
3 : { wotksand isnow i new residentialapartments,
‘derelict. i parking and communal
: gardens.
 Public access ‘Low (forSite) : The Site isnotpublically | The Site willtemain private Slight Slight ad ve rse Ne gligible
accessible although with no public access. The adverse
High (for public footpath 3080 adjacentpublic footpath wil
fadjacent {runsadjacentto the ibe retained along its e xisting
footpath) norther Site boundary. alignment although it willbe

i resurfaced with the westemn
section forming part of the
vehicularaccessinto the Site
i and the eastemn section
being upgraded with a
i hoggin surface.

i Immediate i Medium i Neitherthe Site norits i The proposed developmentis | Moderate Moderate Moderate
townscape 3 immediate surroundings ofhigh quality and hasbeen beneficial beneficial
: ‘are covered by any " designed to complement the

designation for surrounding built form
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iterraced housesalong Ford
Road, through the height and
form of the building aswellas
{ the proposed materials. The

i redevelopment of this

i brownfield site willhave a
beneficialimpacton the
localtownscape character.

Immediate
i landscape

i South Downs
i NationalPark

umulative impacts

‘townscape characteror
quality. The buitup area
¢ within the imme diate

¢ vicinity of the Site
{comprisesa mixof

i Victorian terraces,
1920s/1930s sem i
idetached housesand

i more moderm 1990s

{ housing at Penfolds

i Close.

{ The landscape
“surrounding the River

{ Arun within the

imme diate vicinity of the
i Site is generally well
%vegetated,although

{ built form isapparent on
both sides ofthe river,
broken up by a small

i group of pastoralfields
to the immediate south
{ ofthe A27. South of
these field, built form at
i PenfoldsPlace extends
up to the river'sedge.

Me dium

{ The South Downs
%NationalParkwraps
around the northem,

i western and eastemn
fedgesof Amndeland
‘generally covers the
%n'sing,we]lwooded land
beyond the built up
iarea.

Very High

We are notaware ofanysignificantdevelopmentsthatare approved orallocated, within the vicinity of the Site which would
i affectthis assessment, otherthan those which are already underconstruction and discussed within this report.

The proposed development Slight
! willcontinue the e xisting
pattern of built form along
Ford Road (including at

i PenfoldsPlace)and willbe

i setback from the River Arun
{ behind the intervening field.
Filtere d vie ws ofthe
development willbe possible
i from the River Arun towpath
and willresultin a small

i decrease in the extent of
open land surrounding this

i section of the river.

‘ Slight Adverse

Ne gligible
Adverse

i The proposed development Neutral Neutral
willreuse brownfield land

¢ within the existing built up

iarea of Arundel It willnot be

| visible from the Souths Downs

i NationalParkand willnot

directly orindirectly impact

on thisprotected landscape.

Neutral




1d/61/88/9Y NONNOD LOIMLSIA NNYY

Lighting i The Site is curre ntly unlit. The built up area surrounding the Site to the north and south hasbackground lighting and there is also
: i street lighting along Ford Road to the immediate west of the Site.

The proposalis fora residentialdevelopment with associated lighting. The developmentisnotanticipated to give rise to any
iabnormalnight time effects and willresultin a smallincrease in background lighting levels which willbe seen in the context of
existing lighting within the neighbouring residentialarea.

Construction Phase There willbe temporarylandscape and visualeffects ansing from the construction phase of the scheme. These willinclude,

: “amongst otherthings, stock piling of materials, temporary hoardings/fencing and vehicle and plant move ments, both on site
and on the surrounding road network. tisnotanticipated thatthe scheme willgive rise to any abnormallandscape orvisual
effectsabove those that would be expected from a development ofthisnature. ltis anticipated thatthe extentand timing
i ofthese effects willbe controlled through a Construction Management Plan.
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: Ford Road

s

The new Block A buiding willbe

Views when imme diately Moderate i Moderate

(Photographs
£01,02,10 &11)

{ Public footpath |

(Photographs

i adjacentto the Site look

{ towardsthe chain-link fence
along the westem boundary,
with the overgrown vegetation
{ within the Site seen beyond.

{ These views are limited to the
relatively neardistance, with
surrounding vegetation and

{ built form along Ford Road
screening the majority of the

! Site on both approaches from
the north and south.

{ Views from the section of
footpath immediately
{adjacentto the Site look
towardsthe unkemptchain-
! link fence and overgrown
ve getation within the Site.

Vie ws from the section of
footpath to the east ofthe Site
{are fitered and looktowards
the Site’seastem vegetated
boundary.

{ visible fronting Ford Road, with
a new boundary ofrailings and
{hedgerow,replacing the
existing chain-link fence and
overgrown vegetation on Site.
{ This willha ve a positive impact |
on the townscape characterof
{ Ford Road.The new access ‘
road junction willalso be visible
{inneardistance views,
replacing the existing unmade
track. The new building willbe
{seenalongside the existing
§terraced properties on both |
{approachesfrom the north and |
south along Ford Road. ‘
: : { The northem elevation of both
{ Blocks A and Bwillbe visible
when immediately adjacentto
{ the Site replacing existing views
ofthe unkemptfence and ‘
{overgrown vegetation. The new |
surfaced accessroad willalso
be visible and willreplace the

{ existing unmade track. New
hedgerow and tree planting

i along the northem Site
boundary willprovide a well
landscaped frontage to the

i development. The high qua lity
nature ofthe scheme and
{derelict state ofthe existing Site
willimprove the experience
{along this footpath, albeit there
willbe some lossofopenness
along thisroute.

Substantial

beneficial %beneﬁcial

Slight adve1se Shght adverse

....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................
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{ The new Block A building willbe | Moderate
visible above the cemetery §
{ boundary hedgerow and will
be seen alongside the existing
irow ofterraced propertties.
Occasionalvegetation within
the cemetery willcontinue to
{ provide some partialfittering of
vie ws.

Cemetery
i (Photographs
F 12 &13)

i Public footpath
i 206
(Photographs

{ 05-08, 19 &20)

Medium

: High

The overgrown vegetation

! within the Site is partially visible
above the intervening
hedgerow to the cemetery

{ boundary although not
particulary discemible. The
iadjacentterraced properties
on Ford Road are also visible
{above thishedgerow.
Occasionalvegetation within
the cemetery provides some
{ partialfitering of vie ws.

The Site is generally well

i screened in vie ws from this
footpath, by intervening

! vegetation along the edge of
the footpath. Occasional

he avily fitered views towards

i the Site are possible although
itsovergrown nature means
{thatitisnotdiscemible in the se
views. Hea vily fitered views of
the adjacentpropertiesalong
{ Ford Road are possible and
direct views of the propertie s
{atPenfoldsPlace (which
extend up to the footpath)are
{ also possible. ArundelCastle is
visible on the horizon of views
looking north from the majority
{ ofthis footpath, with Arundel

{ Views from the section of
footpath to the east willlook

{ towardsthe eastern elevation
of Block B, with new tree,

{ hedgerow and thicket planting
to the eastem boundary
fitering the se vie ws. This section
i offootpath willalso be
§resurfaced,replacing the

{ Heavily filtere d views ofthe | Slight
 new Block Bbuilding willbe i
{ possible in neardistance vie ws,
becoming screened in middle
{ distance views by intervening
vegetation. New tree, thicket
and hedgerow planting to the
{ eastern Site boundary will
furtherscreen these viewsasit
{ matures. The new building will
be seenalongside and in the
context ofexisting built form
i along Ford Road.

...............................................................................

Slight adve se Slight adve1se

Slight adverse | Neglgible |
adverse

...................................................................................................................................................................................................................
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visible in these views, asthe

i footpath continues south.
{ Torton Hill Road Low The overgrown vegetation The new Block Abuiding Moderate Slight Adverse Slight Adverse
(Photograph : i within the Site is visible from the including the hedgerow and ‘ :
14) section of Torton HillRoad i railings to the site fronta ge, will
{ immediately north of Ford be visible from the section of

Road,seen between the i road immediately north of Ford

{adjacentterraced propertties Road. The new buiding willbe

on Ford Road and the trees {seenadjacentto the existing

along the boundary ofthe terraced properties.

i field to the immediate north of The proposals willnot be visible

the Site. i from the section of Torton Hill

{ Road which extends west, with

The Site is screened in views {intervening built from

from the section of Torton Hill preventing vie ws.

{ Road which continue s we st, :

with interve ning built form

{ preventing views of the Site.
i A27 road Low ! Views from the A27 main road Glimpsed views ofthe upper Slight Negligible Negligible
(Photographs | are generally wellscreened by | floorand roofofthe new Block | adverse

£16 &17)

roadside vegetation. A view

i acrossthe River Arun is possible
{ from the A27 bridge, although
! riverside vegetation prevents
views ofthe Site. Glimpsed
views ofthe adjacent

i properties of Ford Road ate
possible during winter months.

Filtered views ofthe adjacent
! Ford Road properties are
possible through gapsin the
roadside vegetation, from the
i shortsection ofthe A27
adjacentto the roundabout
! junction with Ford Road. The
Site isnot discemible in these
views due to the intervening

{ vegetation and the overgrown
{ nature ofthe Site.

{ Bbuilding willbe possible
during winter months from the

{ A27 bridge overthe River Arun.
The new buiding willappearin
{ front of the existing Ford Road
properties in the se views, with

i riverside vegetation, together
with ne w mitiga tion planting to
the Site boundaries, providing

{ heavy fitering of the se vie ws.

{ Fitered views ofthe upper
floorsand roofs ofthe northem
elevation of Blocks A & Bwillbe
{ possible from the short section
ofthe A27 adjacent to the

{ roundabout junction with Ford
Road,replacing existing fite red
views ofthe Ford Road

i adverse
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i Properties on
Ethe eastern
edge ofFord
Road

i Medium

: Properties on EMedium
i the northem
iedge of

Penfolds Place

Y

Medium

Properties on
i the westem
fedge of

{ Fitzalan Road

i within the
ielevated built
up partof

i Arundelto the
north east

i (representative i
Photograph 22)

i Middle distance views from the
first floorwindows ofa number
i of propertie s within the
elevated built up partsof

{ Arundelto the north east of
the Site, look south acrossthe
south westermn built up area
iand beyond. Glimpsed views
ofthe Site are possible,

i Oblique views ofthe
overgrown vegetation in the
eastern part of the Site are

i possible from the first floorrear
windows of properties to the

{ immediate south ofthe Site on
Ford Road. Intervening
vegetation provides some

i filtering of the se oblique vie ws.

i The overgrown ve getation in
i the eastern part ofthe Site is
partially visible from first and

i second floorwindows of the
northemmost propertiesat
Penfolds Place, with
{intetvening tree coverfiltering
vie ws.

i First floorrearviews across the

{ River Arun are possible from a
numberofproperties, although
! riverside vegetation screens
the Site from vie w. Filtered
views ofthe adjacent

i properties on Ford Road are
possible,aswellasmore open
! viewstowardspropetties on
PenfoldsPlace.

i Oblique first floor vie ws of the
{carportand new BlockB

' building at the Site willbe
possible, with ne w mitiga tion

i tree and hedgerow planting to
the southem Site boundary

{ providing furtherfitering a s it
matures.

{ Moderate

| Pattialviews of the new Block B | Slight
building willbe possible from ‘

{ first and second floorwindows

of the se properties. Existing

{intervening ve getation

together with new tree and

hedgerow planting to the

{ southem Site boundary wil

further filter the se viewsasit

{ matures. A

! Filtered views ofthe new Block Negligible
{ Bbuilding willbe possible i

{ through the intervening

riverside vegetation. New tree,

{ thicketand hedgerow planting

to the eastem Site boundary will
further filter the se viewsasit |

| matures.

upperfloors and roofs of the
new apartments willbe possible
{ from a numberofproperties,
seen in front of the existing Ford
{ Road properties. The proposed
development willform a very
smallpartofthese elevated

{ views which look out across the

Moderate
adverse

Slight adve1se

Negligible
adverse

Negligible
adverse

i Slight adverse

Slight adverse

Neghglble ................
i adverse

i adverse
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i view. The roofsofthe adjacent south western buit up area and
i properties on Ford Road are beyond.

{ also visible in the se views. A !

! similar view is possible from

Mount Pleasant,at ground

level

: The above assessmentisbased upon an appraisalofwinterviews when vegetation was withoutleafcover. When the vegetationisin fullleaf, views
i from the east willbe more fitered although the overallvisibility of the Site willremain broadly the same.






