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RELEVANT POLICY LANDSCAPE EMPHASIS AND DESIGN RESPONSES
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8 - Promoting Healthy and Safe Communities Landscape and visual elements that are considered important when creating healthy and inclusive communities are;
•	 Positive planning for social interaction through easy accessibility, open space, use of shared spaces and community facilities;
•	 Promote healthy lifestyles, social and cultural well being;
•	 Safe and accessible environments, including clear and legible pedestrian routes and high quality public space which encourage the active and continual use of public spaces; and
•	 Access to high quality open space and opportunities for sport and recreation.

12 - Achieving Well - Designed and Beautiful Places Paragraph 135 outlines the importance of good architecture, layout and landscaping in creating visually attractive design.  Layouts should positively respond to and improve the local character and history of the built environment and landscape.  The overriding policy sets 
out the need to establish a strong sense of place, through good urban design, creating places that are safe, inclusive and accessible and which promote health and well-being, with a high standard of amenity for existing and future users. 

Paragraph 136 sets out the importance of trees within design  to create character, quality urban environments and mitigating climate change.  Layouts should ensure new streets are tree lined and include opportunities for additional trees within areas such as parks and 
communities orchards. Existing trees should be retained where possible.

15 - Conserving And Enhancing The Natural Environment The policy reflects the requirement to contribute to and enhance the local and natural environment. ‘Valued’ landscapes and those with biodiversity and geological value should be protected and enhanced, and decisions should be compliant in enhancing the intrinsic 
positive features that contribute to both the landscape character, natural capital and ecosystems services. Paras 036 and 037 of the Natural Environment Planning Practice Guidance (NE PPG) identifies LCAs as an important tool within this process. NPPF Para 192 and NE 
PPG paras 005 & 006 reiterate the importance of Green Infrastructure for ecosystems services and landscape character.  

The policy reflects the requirement to contribute to enhancing the local and natural environment and the protection of ‘valued’ landscapes. Policy and decisions should enhance the intrinsic positive features that contribute to landscape character, scenic beauty and 
biodiversity. 
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Policy SD SP1a: Strategic Approach - C The development will be considered in relation to the adjacent approved planning permissions for residential development directly east of the site. The proposals provide opportunities to rationalise and strengthen the settlement edge in this location, having well-
defined boundaries on all aspects that can contain development within the current field pattern. 

Policy SD SP1a: Strategic Approach - K Existing landscape and ecological features of value will be retained as part of the Green Infrastructure (GI) network. There will also be opportunities for enhancement of these features and to improve connectivity around the scheme as part of wider green corridors and 
open space. A net gain in biodiversity will be achieved through enhancement and protection of the existing ditches, as well as, additional tree and hedgerow planting as part of the streetscape and species-rich grassland areas and margins around the SUDS features.

Policy C SP1: Countryside The proposals will be landscape led to ensure a sensitive and appropriate response and transition for the settlement fringe location. This will include the consideration of key boundary treatments that complement the wider landscape and approved schemes to the 
east to ensure a strong, well-defined and holistic settlement edge.

Policy GI SP1: Green Infrastructure and Development Whilst not within the GI Network Map for Aldingbourne, the policy sets out a series of functions that can be used to strengthen GI. The proposals will embody this through easily accessible pedestrian/cycle links around the site, enhancement and extension of the 
current GI network and condition of key landscape and ecological features and introduction of new native features as boundary treatments for increased connectivity and habitat potential.

Policy LAN DM1: Protection of Landscape Character The contribution of the site to the LCA is outlined within the following pages of the LVBA and summarised in Table 03. Any identified key assets pertaining to character will be retained as part of the landscape and development strategy alongside measures to restore, 
enhance or extend the positive characteristics which contribute to character, placemaking and identity. 

Policy D SP1: Design In relation to landscape, the proposals will respond positively to the character and local landscape context. The LVIA will identify any sensitive views, vistas and skylines to be considered as part of the landscape strategy in order to create a well considered 
development and public realm.

Policy D DM1: Aspects of Form and Design Quality The retention and enhancement of existing landscape assets and the creation of new planting areas will be carefully considered against the arboricultural and ecological advice, as well as the benefits to place making and character. Any losses to trees will be 
compensated and a notable increase in tree cover within the site will be achieved.

Policy HWB SP1: Health & Wellbeing The proposals will be landscape led to create multifunctional green spaces which afford positive benefits to health and well-being. These spaces and links will also be considered holistically with the surrounding context and permissions to ensure a strong, well 
connected network that allows easy access to nature and encourages daily informal recreation.

OSR DM1: Open Space, Sport & Recreation The calculator requires a provision of public open space (inclusive of Parks and Gardens typology) and play space as set out in Table 02. This is then further refined by applying the ‘threshold triggers’ set out within the 2020 ADC Open Space SPD. The proposals will 
consider the various typologies as part of a holistic design response in line with the landscape character and GI network.

Policy OSR SP1: Allotments The Arun Open Space Calculator does not identify an on site requirement for the provision of allotments for a development of this scale. This will therefore be considered as an off site contribution.

Policy ENV SP1: Natural Environment Existing features and assets of value will be retained, managed and enhanced, where feasible, as part of the landscape and development strategy to ensure their longevity and continued contribution to character and biodiversity. The proposals will also create new 
habitats and connectivity between existing and proposed features to extend opportunities across the local area.

Policy ENV DM4: Protection of Trees The application and proposals will be supported by a BS:5837 Tree Survey that will form part of the landscape considerations and strategy to avoid, reduce and mitigate any potential impacts to existing trees of quality on site. Measures will include ensuring 
development lies outside of any identified Root Protection Areas (RPAs) and delivering additional tree planting within the public realm to compensate for any losses. An Arboricultural Impact Assessment will also be undertaken as part of the application.

Policy ENV DM5: Development & Biodiversity The proposals will aim for a net gain in biodiversity, ensuring any existing habitats are protected and creating new green corridors across the development to extend the GI network. These corridors will ensure additional connectivity between assets and deliver 
multifunctional benefits for both landscape and habitat creation. 
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Policy H8: Outdoor Space H8.1 - Existing habitat corridors, including hedgerows and ditches, will be retained as part of the GI. These features will form part of the wider network to deliver a series of interlinked open spaces that enhance wildlife and biodiversity around the site. These spaces will 
provide a variety of habitats, species diversity and overall net gain in biodiversity against the current baseline.

H8.2 - The scheme provides an opportunity to link with the adjoining approved permissions through informal open space, extending the network.

Policy EH2: Green Infrastructure and Ecosystem Services EH2.1 - The existing boundaries and green corridors will be retained and enhanced as part of the GI/design strategy.  

EH2.2 - The western edge of the site abuts a Biodiversity Corridor identified in the NP. The overall aim is to provide a net gain in biodiversity across the site with increased connectivity between features to enhance the function and contribution of the corridor and 
habitats on site.

Policy EH5: Surface Water Management EH5.5 - The use of ponds and basins will be considered as part of both the GI and drainage strategies to  create attractive key features within the public open spaces, contributing to the setting and managed for biodiversity and well as providing a suitable SUDs 
feature.

EH5.7 - The GI strategy will consider the clearing and enhancement of the existing ditches and improved connectivity where feasible.

Policy EH6: Protection of Trees and Hedgerows EH6.1 - The removal of any trees and hedgerows will be carefully considered through consultation with the arboricultural and ecology surveys. Any loss of vegetation will be compensated through replacement planting along proposed boundaries and within the public 
realm to extend and enhance the wider character of the settlement.

Table 01 - Relevant Landscape Policy
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Ecology & Arboriculture

3.2.2	 There are no statutory ecological designations covering the site, however 

it is identified as lying within the 12km buffer of the Singleton and Cocking 

Tunnels SAC (policy SD10 South Downs Local Plan). The proposals are 

however not considered to affect or negatively impact the aspirations 

of the policy.  There are no identified Tree Preservation Orders (TPOs) 

covering the site. TPO/AL/3/24 is the nearest TPO, covering a  number of 

trees associated with the former nursery to the east, beyond the site.

3.3	 General Context and Boundaries

3.3.1	 The site currently comprises two arable fields, lying between the Lidsey 

Landfill site to the west and disused former nurseries to the east. The site 

forms part of the south western fringe of Woodgate which, at present, 

reflects a mix of dilapidated and unoccupied features and results in a weak 

settlement edge. Several planning permissions for residential developments 

within the immediate context will however alter this character, replacing 

former nursery and agricultural land uses and extending settlement south 

along the A29 Lidsey Road and further enveloping the site.

3.3.2	 To the north, the site is bound by a narrow swathe of land comprising some 

dilapidated structures and railway line beyond, and whilst the eastern 

boundary is currently undefined on the ground, a permitted road and 

landscaped buffer is expected to align the majority of this length once the 

approved surrounding applications are implemented. 

3.3.3	 The western site boundary with the landfill is vegetated and forms part of 

a Biodiversity Corridor aligned with mature trees and a ditch at the foot of 

the manmade bank. These landfill banks rise notably to the west of the 

site, truncating experiences with the wider landscape and resulting in an 

uncharacteristic elevated mound and close horizon. 

3.3.4	 The southern boundary is also undefined, but runs broadly parallel to the 

existing hedgeline along the northern extent of the landfill access track. 

3.4	 Landscape Character 

3.4.1	 The site lies within National Character Area (NCA) 126 South Coastal Plain 

(NE525) which provides a broad brush character assessment across a wide 

area. This assessment has been refined as part of the county and local 

studies, providing a more locally relevant assessment of the key qualities 

that contribute to the character. These include:

• County - West Sussex Landscape Character Assessment - SC9 
Chichester to Yapton Coastal Plain.

• Local - Arun Landscape Study - LCA 13 Westergate Fringe. The study 
further refines these areas surrounding settlements into smaller Landscape 
Character Types (LCTs) of which the site comprises the following as 
illustrated in Figure 07.

− L1a - Large-scale enclosed arable farmland (southern part of site)

− L2 - Medium/small-scale arable (majority of site)

3.4.2	 A summary of the key characteristics is presented in Table 03.

Contribution to Character Summary 

3.4.3	 Overall, the site visits concluded that the mature trees beyond the western 

boundary, ditch and hedgerows reflect a positive contribution to the LCT 

boundary descriptions and, along with the relatively flat landform and 

wider vegetated field boundaries, contribute to the enclosed character 

of the site and LCA resulting in a Moderate Contribution. Beyond these 

characteristics, the site and current surrounding landscape has a very 

limited positive influence on the landscape character, wider associations 

with the arable landscape to the west and settlement edge.

3.4.4	 It is also noted that the immediate character will be altered in the future 

by the strategic BEW allocation and redevelopment of the adjacent fields 

for residential use. This will result in the southwards extension of the 

settlement, and will completely replace the current arable and horticultural 

land uses to the east and west of the A29, removing current detracting 

influences to create a strongly defined settlement threshold formed by the 

AL/70/23/OUT and AL/129/21/OUT outline planning permissions, as well as 

the forthcoming permission for AL/89/24/OUT following resolution to grant 

in 2025. In this instance, the contribution of the site to the current LCT and 

LCA will be further reduced and severed from the identified arable context 

by both settlement expansion and the neighbouring landfill.

SC9 Land Management Guidelines

3.4.5	 The following guidelines are taken from the West Sussex LCA (SC9) and are 

considered pertinent to the site . 

• ‘Create a new,large scale tree and hedgerow framework which complements 
the open intensively farmed landscape, whilst maintaining significant views 
of Chichester Cathedral,the South Downs and local features. 

• Maintain and strengthen field boundaries such as hedgerows and 
shelterbelts.

• Link up existing remnant hedgerows and tree lines to re-establish coherent 
field boundaries and wildlife corridors.

Figure 07 - Extract from ALS with site boundary (NTS)Photograph illustrating truncated views to the west due to the landfill mound
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Table 03 - Landscape Character Assessments Key Characteristics
West Sussex LCA  (2003) – SC9 Chichester to 

Yapton Coastal Plain
LCA13 - Westergate Western 

Fringe Landscape Character Area
Arun Landscape Study (2006) Landscape Character Types Site Contributions

LCT L1a: Large-scale 
enclosed arable farmland 
(Southern Extent of Site)

LCT L2: Medium/small-scale 
arable (Northern & Mid 

Sections of Site)

TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY & DRAINAGE

Low lying flat open landscape. Typically found on upper coastal 
plain, at the foot of the downlands

The site and surrounding area reflect the low lying and flat landscape which characterises the LCA. The only notable departure from this is the landfill site directly to the west which 
creates an elevated feature - Moderate Contribution.

Meandering rifes and straight drainage ditch systems, 
with associated unimproved grassland and edged by 
reed beds.

Drainage ditches are a key feature in the locality, however they are limited within the immediate context of the site, forming boundaries to the wider field margins and along the 
western boundary of the site. Their condition is currently overgrown requiring management and there are no associations with the Aldingbourne Rife which lies to the west of the 
landfill - Moderate Contribution with opportunities to positively improve.

LANDSCAPE FEATURES

A low density of hedgerows and hedgerow trees with 
occasional shelterbelts.

Vegetation including native hedges and 
trees, together with cypress shelter belts.

Well developed structure of 
hedges, shaws, copses and 
woodland which break up views 
across it and give a sense of large-
scale enclosure

Field boundaries including ditches, 
fencing, hedges

The western boundary comprises a mature native tree belt, reflecting a positive characteristic consistent with the enclosure of the LCA. Whilst the remainder of the boundaries 
are undefined as the site forms part of a wider field structure, the wider fields are bound mature native hedgerows, trees and ditches consistent with the identified characteristics. 
Fencing is not considered a common boundary feature.

A native hedgerow/tree belt and ditch extends east across the site to separate the central and southern field. The fields reflects an arable use, but are not considered high quality 
- Moderate Contribution

Few trees or hedgerows, partly as a result of Dutch Elm 
Disease, from the 1970s and the Great Storm of 1987 and 
overall high quality agricultural land, although, where 
they do exist, they form prominent features.

Large gravel pit lakes around the edge of Chichester. N/A

LAND USE, FIELD PATTERNS, HISTORICAL & CULTURAL CONTEXT

Large-scale arable farming and market gardening. 
Extensive farms with both traditional and modern farm 
buildings and silos.

Intensive arable farmland Intensive arable farmland The site is consistent with the LCT description, utilised for crops. The arable fields do not however reflect the ‘intensive’ qualities or scale of land elsewhere in the LCA, as it has been, 
and will further be, truncated by the adjacent landfill site and the settlement expansion (current and proposed) south along the A29, reducing its former contribution - Moderate 
Contribution.

Relatively large fields across 
relatively flat or gently undulating 
landform

Medium - small fields across 
relatively flat or gently undulating 
landform

Whilst the site reflects the typical L1a and L2 LCA characteristics of large and medium/small scale arable fields, historic mapping indicates the amalgamation of 4 smaller fields to 
create the single medium sized arable field within the northern extent of the site. The remainder of the site broadly reflects the historic pattern and large scale. 

Analysis of historic mapping also highlights the erosion of the historic field patterns within the general locality and subsequent weakening of the settlement boundary as a result of 
linear settlement expansion southwards along the A29 - Low/ Moderate Contribution.

Clusters of glasshouses. Patchwork of horticulture (glass houses/
nurseries), Christmas tree plantation, 
paddocks, mobile home development 
and playing fields, forming a transition 
between the built-up area and arable 
farmland to the west.

This characteristic is not directly evident on site but experienced within the immediate context of the derelict and abandoned structures associated with the former horticultural 
nurseries to the east.  - Negligible Contribution.

Light industry in the countryside at Ford and Tangmere. N/A

SETTLEMENT PATTERN

Scattered, historically nucleated villages with mixed 
building materials of flint, brick, half timber and stone.

The historic linear qualities of Woodgate have been eroded by expansion resulting in its perceived merging with Westergate. The site is undeveloped, however the immediate 
context to the east is subject to residential permissions which will extend the settlement south along the A29, enclosing the site between a newly defined settlement edge and the 
Lidsey Landfill. To the north/northeast, the site is influenced by the railway line and single storey residential development beyond which reflects a low quality and adds to the overall 
medley of architectural styles and eras within the locality - Low Contribution.Large farmsteads along roads, and on dead-end tracks.

Linear residential development along 
Hook Lane.

The urban fringes associated with Bognor are particularly 
obvious, with sporadic urban development in suburban 
settlements of Tangmere, Barnham, Yapton, and 
Westergate.

N/A

VIEWS AND PERCEPTUAL QUALITIES

Long views to Arundel, the Downs and to the distinctive 
spire of Chichester Cathedral.

The mature vegetation, low lying topography and surrounding settlement context is largely effective at restricting wider views out of the site. Views towards the Downs are distant 
and are limited to winter glimpses from the southern field, experienced as a distant horizon and backdrop to the foreground settlement context. 

The elevated landfill area to the west also truncates views in this direction and contributes to the sense of containment of the adjacent arable fields and site. There are no 
associations or views to higher quality local landmarks or features beyond the detracting - Low/Moderate Contribution.

The relatively open character of much of the area allows 
long views so that village church towers are important 
landmarks in views.

Frequent urban fringe influences of horse paddocks, light 
industry and disused airfields, with busy minor and major 
roads.

Patchwork of horticulture, mobile home 
development and paddocks forming a 
transition between the built up area and 
arable farmland to the west.

Redundant horticultural uses are notable between the site and settlement, forming detracting features which weaken the settlement edge in this location; the recent residential 
permissions will however replace this current outlook. Associations with the wider arable landscape to the west are severed by the landfill site.  

The A29 forms a main route directly east of the site but is not an overbearing audible influence - Low Contribution.

Well developed structure of 
hedges, shaws, copses and 
woodland which break up views 
across it and give a sense of large-
scale enclosure

Greater sense of enclosure 
compared to other larger scale 
arable land types (L1).

Overall, the site benefits from the mature vegetation beyond the western boundary and wider fields, which, in tandem with the low lying topography enhances its sense of enclosure. 
This sense of enclosure is also influenced by the elevated landfill site directly west, which truncates wider views, and mature vegetation along the access track and adjacent nursery 
boundaries to the east. The permitted sites on land to the east will further contribute to this, creating a change in use from arable to urban and subsequently extending the settlement 
south along the A29 - Moderate/High Contribution.
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5	 LANDSCAPE VALUE, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY 

5.1	 Landscape Value

5.1.1	 Natural England defines landscape value as “The relative value or 

importance attached to a landscape (often as a basis for designation 

or recognition), which expresses national or local consensus, because 

of its quality, special qualities including perceptual aspects such as 

scenic beauty, tranquillity or wilderness, cultural associations or other 

conservation issues” – (Source Annex 1 – Glossary of Terms An Approach 

to Landscape Character Assessment - Natural England October 2014).

5.1.2	 In regard to this assessment, the methodologies and criteria within the 

landscape studies undertaken by Arun District Council ‘Arun Landscape 

Study’ (ALS 2006 & 2017) have been used to establish a predicted 

landscape value for the site (see appendix A).  As a result the site is noted 

as having a Slight landscape value.

5.2	 Landscape Sensitivity

5.2.1	 GLVIA identifies sensitivity as a combination of the ‘susceptibility’ of the 

receptor to a specific type of change or development’ and ‘the value 

related to that receptor’.

5.2.2	 In regard to this assessment, the methodologies and criteria within the 

ALS 2006 & 2017 have been used to establish a predicted landscape 

sensitivity for the site (see appendix A).  The site is noted as having a Slight 

landscape sensitivity.

5.3	 Capacity

5.3.1	 The ALS 2006 & 2017 forms part of the Local Plan evidence base, and 

within the document the site is identified as forming part of Landscape 

Character Area (LCA) 13.

Arun Landscape Study 2006

5.3.2	 The report was produced to inform the evidence base for the Arun District 

Council Local Plan and provides an assessment of the capacity of various 

landscape parcels outside of the established settlements to accommodate 

development.  The criteria used was specifically created for the Arun 

district and provides scores for Sensitivity and Value. Once combined, 

these provide a potential capacity for housing.  The capacity for the wider 

LCA 13 was assessed as Moderate Sensitivity x Slight Value = Medium/

High Capacity.

Arun Landscape Study 2017 - Landscape Capacity of Strategic Sites

5.3.3	 The updated assessment reviews the criteria to include ecological 

considerations, visual considerations and the potential for mitigation. 

Whilst the site was not included within the assessment at this stage, the 

criteria has been applied for the purposes of this report and would result 

in a very similar capacity analysis. It should be noted that these studies 

pre-date the three adjacent approved planning consents (AL/129/21/OUT, 

AL/70/23/OUT and AL/89/24/OUT).

5.3.4	 In regard to the site specifically, using the ALS methodology criteria the 

assessment outcome would be Slight Sensitivity x Slight Value = High 

Capacity.  Whilst overall this study considers the current baseline and 

qualities of the site, this higher capacity relates to the future changes 

to the character and context of the immediate locality as a result of the 

adjacent approved residential permissions. The extension of the settlement 

in this location will notably alter and influence the current baseline and 

is considered to lower the sensitivity of the site and therefore result in a 

higher capacity for residential development.
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6	 DESIGN RESPONSES

6.1	 Summary of Primary Landscape / Visual Considerations

6.1.1	 This assessment has identified the following considerations that should 

form part of the development and GI parameters to preserve the valued 

landscape characteristics of the site, its contribution to the wider setting 

and successful assimilation into the existing settlement:

Retention of existing native trees and hedgerows of value. Development to 
avoid impacts to identified RPAs.

• Retention and enhancement of existing ditches. Manage overgrown areas 
to improve function, contribution to network and habitat value.

• Retain and enhance connectivity with adjacent Biodiversity Corridor to the 
west. 

• Improve and create additional habitat links across the site to promote 
connectivity.

• Ensure appropriate SUDS locations and features to address water 
management on site.

• Ensure appropriate transition to surrounding permitted schemes. Consider 
holistic approach to open spaces to promote integration.

• Ensure vehicular, cycle and pedestrian access aligns with approved 
junction and access from A29 Lidsey Road through surrounding schemes.

• Consider pedestrian links to existing PRoW network and local informal 
routes within surrounding schemes for recreation.

• Consider audible influence of railway line to the north.

• Mitigate, where possible, views towards the development from the PRoW 
to the west and local residential receptors to the east and south. Retain 
and enhance existing vegetation and consider landscape buffers and 
open spaces  to filter views and provide setting to existing and permitted 
schemes.

1

2
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4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Figure 14 - Site Considerations
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Figure 16 - Illustrative Masterplan

6.3	 Illustrative Masterplan

6.3.1	 The Illustrative Masterplan shown on Figure 16 provides an illustrated 

design layout incorporating the strategy and mitigation measures.  The 

design sits into its landscape setting, creating a new and well defined 

settlement edge which reflects local landscape character and typologies.
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7	 SUMMARY & CONCLUSION

7.3.1	 Draft proposals have been informed by the relevant landscape character 

assessments, planning policies, and the Arun District Design Guide, to 

produce a high quality, landscape-led housing site, alongside the emerging 

settlement edge to the south west of Woodgate. In addition, the site has 

also been tested against the Arun Landscape Capacity Study criteria, which 

indicates that the site has a low landscape sensitivity and a High capacity 

for residential development.

Landscape Character

7.3.2	 The baseline studies note that beyond the native hedgerows and ditches, 

the site and immediate surrounding landscape have a very limited positive 

influence on local landscape character and the setting of the village. 

Historic field patterns to the south of the railway have been eroded 

over time by horticultural nurseries, which now lie abandoned, forming 

detracting features in the landscape.

7.3.3	 A number of recent residential schemes have also been approved 

bordering the A29 including the ‘Land Adjacent to Woodgate Nurseries’ 

scheme (AL/129/21/OUT) immediately to the northeast of the site.

7.3.4	 The character of the area will be further changed by the strategic allocation 

of the BEW site to the east of the village, which will be served by a new 

roundabout onto the Lidsey Road opposite the site.

7.3.5	 Existing mature trees, hedgerows and ditches, along with the relatively 

flat landform, contribute to the site’s enclosed character and the wider 

settlement approach from the south. The enclosure provided by these 

features results in a mature framework with capacity to assimilate 

residential development, defining a strong new settlement edge.

Visual

7.3.6	 The extent of potential views is limited to a very localised area due to the 

elevated topography of the landfill site to the west, generally low lying 

topography, and the high level of mature vegetation cover that defines 

the field boundaries, the former canal, rifes, ditches and roadsides. 

Cumulatively, these features limit views from wider vantage points. 

Intervisibility with the settlement of Woodgate to the east is limited to the 

adjacent approved/recently completed residential developments, and 

scattered dwellings along the A29.

7.3.7	 Views from the south are filtered by the mature tree belt along the former 

Chichester to Arundel canal, which forms a physical and visual barrier 

to development and settlement further south at Shripney. To the north 

vegetation alongside the railway line filters views considerably.

7.3.8	 The landfill area to the west of the site forms a notable feature in the 

otherwise flat landscape and truncates views westwards, restricting 

intervisibility with the wider arable farmland context further west.

7.3.9	 The baseline visual appraisal concluded that there were no identified 

opportunities for public vantage points from the South Downs National 

Park, and it is at such a distance that any changes would not be easily 

discernible with the naked eye, given the context of the existing settlement, 

the emerging settlement and proposed strategic development site (BEW).

Strategy and Policy

7.3.10	 The landscape strategy extends the green infrastructure corridor 

established in the ‘Land Adjacent to Woodgate Nurseries’ scheme all the 

way to the landfill haul road with additional east-west green corridors 

along the existing hedge lines and ditches. A new defensible settlement 

boundary is proposed along the biodiversity corridor on the western edge, 

using SUDS features, tree and scrub planting. Visual breaks through the 

development are afforded by wide green corridors with tree planting 

to further assimilate the proposals whilst providing scale and seasonal 

interest to the new layout.

7.3.11	 The proposals have referenced landscape policy outlined within both the 

Arun Local Plan 2011-2031 and Aldingbourne Neighbourhood Development 

Plan 2019-2031 (Post Examination Plan 2021).

7.3.12	 The landscape strategy and proposed Green Infrastructure responds 

positively to policies (ENV SP1, ENV DM4, ENV DM5, GI SP1, D DM1, HWB 

SP1, OSR DM1, H8, EH2, EH5 and EH6) providing mitigation through the 

retention and enhancement of existing features and improved connectivity 

and habitat creation as part of a wider extended network. The enhancement 

of existing boundary treatments and proposed strategic GI corridors across 

the site will deliver a series of high quality, well-connected formal and 

informal public open spaces, SUDS features and habitats that increase 

connectivity between existing features and deliver positive benefits to well-

being and biodiversity.

7.3.13	 The proposals would provide a well considered settlement extension which 

responds positively to the wider landscape character and visual context, 

informed by policy aspirations on wider strategic aims, character and views 

within the Local Plan (SD SP1a, C SP1, LAN DM1, D SP1).
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Conclusion

7.3.14	 The site is notably enclosed in character as a result of mature trees and 

vegetation along the majority of its boundaries, and many adjacent field 

boundaries, as well as the well vegetated railway corridor. In addition, the 

landfill landform to the immediate west, and residential settlement edge 

to the east provides further enclosure. Given the generally flat natural 

landform in this area, the emerging residential edge to the east, and the 

mature vegetated cover across the area, these features combine to limit 

the potential for perceived landscape change as a result of the proposed 

development to the immediate features and landscape character of the 

site itself.  The location is, therefore, sandwiched between the landfill site, 

existing and consented development, leaving only selective views of the 

site/draft proposals, each of which will see the scheme in close context 

with the latter as part of a wider settlement extension.

7.3.15	 In terms of views, this well enclosed landscape would limit the 

potential visual envelope to a low number of selected viewpoints within 

approximately 500m of the site. This would include the eastern part of the 

landfill, and residents, PRoW and road users to the immediate north of the 

railway line, the east from parts of the emerging residential areas up to the 

A29 Lidsey Road, and the south along the old canal PRoW.  Within this area, 

the proposed residential layout would generally be partially visible, well 

enclosed by vegetation and set between or alongside existing residential 

developments.

7.3.16	 The existing structure of vegetation, landform to the west and residential 

edge to the east provides a strong framework, alongside which, the 

mitigation measures can support, extend and enhance green infrastructure 

and local character, and manage views. This structure would increasingly 

assimilate development of this scale as planting matures, and provides the 

opportunity to reinforce the current weak settlement boundary to form a 

new positive and well defined western edge to Woodgate.

7.3.17	 Given the landscape led evolution of the scheme, in consideration 

of both policy and guidance backgrounds, and its testing against the 

Arun Landscape Study Criteria, this report has demonstrated that with 

appropriate mitigation, landscape enhancements and layout design, the 

site can accommodate the proposed development scheme.

Final Summary

7.3.18	 As identified, the site is not within any landscape designation and the 

proposed development would have negligible to no impacts upon any 

(including the SDNP to the north).  Further, the low lying and relatively 

flat landscape within the site forms residual land, contained by the Lidsey 

Landfill site on its west (and notable screening from mature vegetation), 

and consented residential development on its east.   As such views of the 

draft proposals would be highly limited in landscape and visual impact 

terms, mainly appearing in context/read with/or screened by the approved 

residential schemes (AL/129/21/OUT, AL/70/23/OUT and shortly AL/89/24/

OUT).   Supported by effective green infrastructure, retaining and providing 

landscape buffers and planting to further soften the appearance of the 

scheme,  it is reasonable to conclude that residual impacts of development 

are likely to range from minor to moderate (at highest) and these would be 

limited (in number and extent) and localised in area.
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