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: NTRODUCTION

“‘:\\Q\\%\\Q\Q\\ ; 5 : - : Sl B 1.1, The Landmark Practice {i ip} was commissionad in :?\ugus;t 2021 il}‘,f' Conrad
SR \\\\\\\\\\.\\‘I}\\\\“- N
SRR RARERNAAAY:

s ; S , ; S : Energy o carry out a Landscape and Visual Appraisal (WA} of Land off Yapton
3 A 2 B - % '

[y
P

Thi study, complementad by site
survey work undertaken to describe the baseling environment in September
2021, s the following:

S

s the landscape character of the site, and

surroundings;

its refationship fo its

s landscape-related planning designations;

E=r)

j=

& yiews towards the site; an

s appraisal of landscape and visual effects,

5

1.3, This assessmant does not form a full Landscape and Visual Impact Assessmeant
{LVIAY, but aims 1o provide an overview of the landscape and visual context

N

e dikely level of effects as

N

sult of the proposed

1.4, Assumptions, informed by documentary review; consideration of the naturs,

5

vpe and axient of proposad development; and professional experience were
rnade about:

likely extent of views for receptors at locations which are not publicly

sible, notably private residences; and

s Seasonal variations in visibil

ity in terms of both internal and exte

4

Method

1.5, Toensure a systematic and transparent approach, consistent terms have
heen usad throughout the appraisal to define relative sensitivity, magnituds

of impact and importance of effect. These criteria, developed from the

‘Guidelines for Londscope and Visuol impact Assessment, Third Fdition, 2012°

and professional experience, are set out in Tables at Appendix A, These
terms are abways indicated in talics when usad in the report text.

A
3 %

e

and modelled Zone of Theoretical Visibility {(ZTV, Section 7 refers} confirmed
i

1.6, The study area was defined and shown to extend up to 2 k. The site visit

that the potential effects of the proposed development bavond this study

araa are likely to be limited due to the nature of intervening topography
form and vegatation,

o PO I 1 P I TRy 87
Figure I Location Plan Scoie 1 20,000 A3
B e M o TTRA - N - e S T e e P A P P
ronmental B ; LIS O A Srobireotyres ow ATt T ural rapnics Page 1
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2.0  PLANI

|G POLICY

Relevant planning policy documents National Policles

uncit, 4.5, The NPPF sets out the core planning principles in the delivery of sustainable development and key
categarsea supporting these principies,

2.4, The site is within the administrative area of Arun Distric

review of planning policies, supplementary planning guidance and other supporting documaents relevant 1o
fandscape and visual issuss has been undertaken to inform this appraisal, This has ,nmived a review of the
foliowing development plan documents:

~a

2.6, Category 15 addresses 'Conserving and enhancing the notural environment', Paragraph 170 notes that
the planning system 'hauid contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by ‘protecting
and enhancing vaiued londscapes' and recognise the ntrinsic character gnd beauty of the countryside’,
As such whilst designated landscapes, such as National Parks and AQNBs, enjoy the highest level of
planning protection, the impacts of development on landscapes outside designated areas can be an
important consideration in the determination of planning applications,

s Arun Local Plan {&LP} 2011-2031
¢ National Planning Policy Framework {(NPPF) {Adopted 2012, updated July 2021}

olicy Context

2.3, The following paragraphs summarise the landscape policy context set by policy, planning guidance and ﬁiﬁg@gﬁ@ﬁ“&@ﬁ?a?y Mgﬁnmg Guidance and §§.§§§§3@§”’§‘§§‘3§ Documents

supporting documents {relevant policies are listed in sguare brackets) with further detall and direct guotes set

. 2.7, The Landscaps Sensitivily Anabysis & Guidance for West Wessax Low Carbon Study [Land Uss
out at Appendix 8,

Consultants 200%] h » been studied. Although the document specifically determines landscaps
sansitivity of the regions’ LCA in relation to Wind F*ﬁ‘“'s“,' and Biomass it does also provide high level
actio

generic gm{ianﬁe on other renewable technologies in g n 3.

Local Policles

2.4,  Local Development Plan policy reguires development to respect and enhance local landscape character, and
public amenity through design as follows:

s Landscape Character and Design: Development must conserve and enhance landscape character, scenic
and v:sa.mi quality, avoiding significant and adverse landscape or visual impacts, Proposals should maintain
an areas’ sense of place, conserve and enhance character and views, along with restoring positive landscape
characteristios and features that reinforee tocal landscape. Developmeant should look to incorporate existing
arnd new trees as i nmbr»:i parts of the development. There is a requirement to avoid, mitigate, and whers
appropriale compensate, for any residust adverse effects and take opportunities to secure landscaps
character and visual ershame'“m.nts {Policies LAN DRI, D SPL and D DML

s Green infrastructure, Natural Environment and Blodiversity: Development should explore the preservation,
restoration and enhancemaent of biodiversity and the natural environment. it should also ook for
opportunities to conneact and enhance Gl together with existing habitats and incorporate considerad
biodiversity features and interventions. [Policy GESPL, ENV SP 1 and ENV DMS5L

s+  Renswable Energy: Development should look to minimise adverse impacts on landscape habitals and
residential amenity mf‘iudmg potential visual impacts. Proposals shm% take into account landscape
sensitivity studies [Policy ECC DM ALP]

s  Heritags: Consideration within new development with regard to designated henmga assets including listed
buildings, structures and their sethngs; and Conservation Areas to ensurs preservation am’i enhancement.
{Policies LAN DM and & DMI ALP]

b . = P I § 3 ~ b o FRN > o, 3 I
e NS A A SRRSO S} 1y ey h ™ > Fe R A e S B e S Y R ¥ - = . N A A A ] T T e N RN N o~ SR oy
ThAITLnmonLar vaann Uism & L an@ooaldd Srdnimediurs v oo SRV R S S EraTannily Fage
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5.0 DESIGNAT

3.1, Helevant landscape planning designations are shown on Figure & and are
described below.,

& 3 SR :
ey Site Boundan ? w : : i

e T o e o _ " g - Protected Landscapes
Open Access Land e : ‘

3.2, There arg no protected landscapes within the study area.
Right of Way
Listed Building o A S _ , e : 3.2, South Downs National Park lies csppm‘{s m to the north of the site

Th

Dl

re s o interaction hetween the i srotectad |

N indscape
Nationa! Cycle Route

Heritage Assets

3.4, Anumber of Listed Buildings are present within 2 km of the sit
scatterad around the study area with concentrations of lis d assets being
found within two nearby villages.

3.5, The nearest Listed Building to the site is the Grade H Listed Wayside Cottags
found 600 m to the north of the site, There is 3 concentration of listed assels
found further north on the edge of Yapton and another serles of assets wi
the village of Bisham 600 m to the west of the site. The site visit confirmed
there is no inter-visibility between these assets and the site dus b
of built form, topography and vegetation between thase assets and the site.

3.8, The site doss not lie within a Conservation Area nor are any such areas
focated within the study area.

3.7, There are two Scheduled Monuments within the study area, both lig € km to

the east of the site and consist of medieval sarthworks close o the grounds
of St Mary's Church {Grade | Listed) in Climping. The site visit confirmed there
is no inter-visibility between these assets and the site due to the nature of

built form, topography and vegetation,
Recreational Assets

3.8, The local Public Right of Way {PRoW)} network close to the site ind
of PROW 1686 and 175, the National Cycle Route 2 runs ap i g
to the south of the site following along Grevatt's Lane {A239) as identified on
Figure 4. A number of vie*wp oints within this appraisal represent viaws from
thase routes and are assessed within Section 11.0,

2 Londscape De

H e Ui A ow i s & e N b e Dcoyen 3
§ Eobben w4 ® AT § HEEN FOge
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4.0 LANDSCAPE CHARACTER OF THE

Wast Sussex Landscaps
Character Areas

NHIK

N AW > }
Site!locationi

-~

Figure 3 Extract of Published Landscape Chorgoter

ht

{Landscape Character Assessmeant of West Sussex 2003]

b . I
S s e, S S N A
AR S R R N L Rt I e H

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/69/21/PL

D

N

"
-

IDER AREA

Chichester to Yapton Coastal Plain

4.1, The site sits within the Natonal Character Area: NCA 126 South Coast Plain.

smant ¥ Sussex {2003] identifies the site within
Landscape Character Area {LCA} 509 Chichester to Yapton Coastal Plain as shown on
Figure 3. Appendix Cincludes extracted LCA pages. Key characteristics relevant to the
site include:

¢ Low fving flat opes landscape,
N

s Meandering rifes and straight drainage ditch systems, with assodiated unimproved
grassiond and edged by resd beds

s Large-soale arabie forming and morket gordening. Extensive farms with both

tradiiona! and modern farm buildings and silos.

g views to Arundel, the Downs and to the disfinctive spire of Chichester

ont urhan fringe influences of horse poddocks, light industry and disused

g

felds, with busy minor ond major roads.

s The urbon fringes associoted with Bogno

oy

~qre particularly obvious, with sporadic
urban development in suburban seftlements of Tangmere, Barnhom, Yapton, and
Westergate,

s lightindustry in the countryside of Ford and Tangmere.’

N
(a3

Relevant Landscape Sensitivities are identified as:

:

s ‘Fraogmentation and foss of hedgerows and connections between hedgerow and
woodiond.

»  Replocement of mature Ireescupe.

s industry in the countryside gssocioted with horficulture and light indusiry, resulting
i orge dusters of glasshouwses and industrinl buildings.

s foss of distinction between different seftiernents due to urbon exponsion.

s Changes in fransport infrostructure due fo urban development pressures.

ki

4.4, Relevant Land Management Guidelings include:
s Maintain and strengthen field boundaries such as hedgerows and shelterbeits,

i

e-estabiish coherent feld

3

s Link up existing remnont hedgerows and tree fines to
bpoundaries and wildiife corridors
i Loy gy N T TR N NP XY SCHR Je RPN £ odfnes - e g s Tt o J TR PP S
s Restore and strengthen the landscape of the gops between settfements.

s Fstablish new vegetofion features by the planting of hedgerows and tree clumps in

field corners gnd glong roodsides.’

4%, The appraisad has been informed by A Strotfegy of the West Sussex Londscape {2005}
which sets out a vision supported by strategies and guidelines for the 5 Mational

Character Areas within West Sussex which includes the NCA: 126 South Coast Plain,
Extracts of the report relevant to the site’s NCA are included within Appendix D,

i

e




5.0 SITE CONTEXT

5.1. The site is located within a small arable fisld on what was part of Ford Airfield,
Site noundary - - now disused and home to scattersd compounds and units including & waste
e Bounaarl R % . 1. . o . s a
. R recycling facility. The site is bounded:

Legend:

2ium radial extant )
| Pubiic Right of Way N s To the north by the rest of the arable feld which s bounded by a mature
: 3 R X N hedgerow with scatterad frees;
¢ To the south, by & wide concrete accass track and some recent spail
heaps;
s To the east by the remainder of the arable field bounded by mature tress
and hedgerow bevond which sits T Waste Recyeling facility; and

= To the wast, by establishing tree and scrub planting beneath which sitg
ough grassiand, The planting is comprised of native species and varies in

i &
h

eight between 3 moand & m.

Vegetation pattern

[y
7

5.2, The vegetation pattern of the landscape within the study ares comprises of
mature hedgerows with scattsred trees at faid junctons. There is a wide
woodiand copse to the south~west of the site which links to a shelter belt of
poplar traes that run along the southern boundary of the ofd airfield, To the

L

north the feld pattern ghves way to residential gardens within the village of
Yapton with some retained hedge lines which run north through the vitlage.

Public rights of way

5.3, Anetwork of paths criss-cross the south~western portion of the study area

_ N __ W@ _ finking Yapton in the north to Grevatt’s Lane {A259) in the soauth. Asingls

RN - X N PROW runs through what was the Ford Airfield to the east of the site hayond

\ \\\\ Yapten Road Hnking Yapton to Horsemere in the south-east. & shared oycle
\\\\\\\\\ R N : 5 and padestrian pathway, part of National Cyele Route 2, follows along the
N X R northern edge of Grevatt's Lane running west into Middiston-on-Sea and east

into Littlehampton,

€

o - P O o S ow 2 SoreRitacvizend [ Dy 5
& THITT R H [N S oo FOATOITOOT R g f1id Fage
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Legend:

Site boundary
2ium radial extant

Helght {m):
11.00
825
558

275

0.00 {sea level
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Seole 120000 A3
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Settlement patiern

i

L

o

o

o

The site is located on land that was part the Ford Airfield approximatsby 300m

b

1o the south of the village of Yapton in West Sussex.

Yapton itself is o small village of circa 3500 inhabitants and its settlament
pattern consists of predominately post war residential areas and estates
which are interspersed with some older dwellings. The village has spread
north and south along Yapton Road and to the west along Bilsham Road.

The Ford Airfield was active between 1918 and 1580, Presently the northern
parts of the airfield contain a mixture of land uses including Rudfisld
industrial Estate, a treatment works and Arun Snorts Arena. The southern
portion of the field in which the site sits is home to several scalterad unils
which are home to T} Waste Recycling, Ceasefire (afe and various storags
vards,

Yapton Road runs to the sast of the site linking Yaption to Grevatt's Lane
(A238) in the south. Bilsham Road runs approximatshy 500 m to the west of
the site and also links Yapton to the Grevat!'s Lane.

The larger towns of Midddiston-on-Sea and Littiehampion lie on the coast
o seuth-west and south-sast retrospectively. Both form edges to the larger
conurbations of Bogner Regls and Worthing.

Landform and drainage

9]

o)
L

i,

e

foud

e

The site is flal with no variation in height.
The study area varigs little in height sitling between 5 and 7 m AQD.

There are no distinctive high points in the study area. The elevated ridgeline
around 51 Roche’s Hill {206 m AQD) within the South Downs National Park sits
approximately 13 km to north-wast of the site and is visible when on site.

There is a small stream/ditch running along the western adge of the site
which links into the wider Held drainage systerm. It is anticipated that these all
flow south linking into the Ryebank Rife which flows east to west joining the
Lidsey Rife in Middlston-on-5Sea.




6.0 LAN

SCAPE CHARACTER OF THE SITE

et

Legend: X \ Y Al . A site focused assessment was undertaken through fald work to provide
Site houndary _ X a better understanding of the site’s character and how it relates to s
: oooed immediate setting. An aerial photograph of the site is included at Figure &

and panoramic photographs have been included an the following pages.

biic Right of Way

Landscape character of the site

]

The red line boundary of the site axtends over the south-western portion

of one {1} arable field which is bound to west by maturing trees and rough
grassiand a shown in Internal Views A and B and Character view 2. To the
south a acgess track, once part of the airfield, runs along the edge of the site
as shown in Internal View A, The site b currently open 1o the east and north
by the rest of the field in which it sits, as shown in internal Views Ato €

£.3.  The site is generally flat as ilustrated in Internal Views A through to O

8.4, Despite its location on a former airfield and its proxdmity to a waste recycling
facility and scattered Hght industrial compeounds the site has a rural feel due
o the surrounding arable fslds and sstablished fisld boundaries.

The vegetation pattern of the surrounding landscape that consists of mature
and establishing hedgerows, mature woodland copses and stands of trees,

as shown in Character views 1 to 3. These features form a strong Grasn
infrastructure {GH network within the study ares and are characteristic of the
focat landscape character,

o]
ir

£.5. The surrounding vegetation features together with the relatively flat
topography imit any far reaching vigws out from the site into the surrounding
fandscape. Medium views are afforded to the north towards the edge Yapton
ard the new Potteries development on its southern fringe as shown in
internal View Al

£.7.  The audible and the visual effects of the nearby waste regycling compound
and its associated regular vehicle movements are distracting slements whan
on site,

\ - |
‘ 3 \l RN \. . R R 3 A

Figure § Aerial photograph Scale 1 2,500 A3

. - - o - s & - " "
¥ - NN < oy NN N N OEN D 2 N % dy o N T O ~ SR oy
[ 2 <38 F R & LER YAl IO % Y LoF . FOATL PR 3 il}igt‘?f"
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internal View A Taken from south-east corner of the fleld in which the site sits looking west, Units in the new Potleries’ developmaent are visible to the right of the view.

the south west of

the site is visible as is the industrial unit to the south,

o A S P NS pn b T e ey e R e o [ TV
Ure s DoEingy ¢ Aronifediural Lranhios Page &
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7.0 VISUAL BASEL

Legend: e : ; . o Lo ‘ ¢
Site boundary . TR o, ‘ L - 7.1 , i extent to which development on the site
' ' ' ' \sdem ed by gresn shading). The ZTV is generated
from an obsery §”~£3 ight of 1.7 m {average eye tevel) and an average targst
: ; : height of 7m. ’: itiple targets were placed throughout the site, The ZTV
Viewpoint location ' ; : _ : _ was generated using a computer calculation which cannot take account

' : of alf intervening surface features such as tress or hedges. It therefore
represents @ worst case of precaulionary assessment. The ZTV was validated
for this appraisui by field survey carried out in August 2021 which confirmed
that the zones as calculated provide a good match with topography, but a

&

< 2 km radial extent

4

pracautionary visw of inter-visibiiity. The site was found o be well contained
within the wider landscape due to the local topography and layers of
intervening vegetation which frequently curtail views,

Representalive views

7.2, Eight {8} publicly accessibie viewpoints {receptors) were sslected to provide a
representative sample and spread of typical views towards the site, shown on
Figurs 7. Panoramic photographs are included on the following pages.

Local views {under 0.5 km}

7.3, Local views can be summarisad as those within close proximity of the site or
on the da,e of the site boundary. Viewpoints 1 through to & are alt captured

e is close to the site,

Medium distance views {0.5 ~ 2 kmn}

7.4, Bue to the nature of topography, built form and vegeiation there are limited
views of the site beyond 500 m. Vi ewpo;m 7 and 8 to the south of the site
reprasent visws towards the site where there are some breaks in intarvening
field boundaries.

Distant views {over 2 km}

7.5, There are no long distant views into the site.

Private views

7.6, Private views towards the site are limited to recent residential developmeants
he so ui‘? wern adge of Yapton, namely the "Potteries reprasentad by
viswpoint 4. At the time of the survey the units closest to the site were still
under constructio

)
o
s
fes

Views from Herilage Assets

.
o

. None of the viewpoints ara lo Ldtw d;ee ivornorcdosetoh f-rétas;e assels
however Viewpoint 1 sits b small garden.

. e s ] oL . R .
; s oS s A TEn HEREN Page 8
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Approximate extent of the site
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Approximate extant of the site
screened by vegetation
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Row of Poplars to south east of the site,
baside Ceasefire Cafe
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8.0 THE PROPOSALS

Proposed landscaped bund--------~ —

N Existing access track/road

/
g
14
7

/ 5
/ R
/ / ///7 r/ \\E:
P i/ / E
/] / |~ PROPOSED LAYOUT '
/ / ’/ i / Scale: 1:500QA1
;o /! ’ W SN
;o [ §
/ / H
/o . -
I L s
[ \\\ i
[ \\ yard
N \ e
[ A4 pd
" L \A pd
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Figure 8 The Proposed Development
Drawing produced by Conrad Enargy
Environmeantal Plann Eia s Srobiitenivre s = &rohviteoty
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The site fayout that was assessad by this VA s presented in Figure 8. Refer
to Appendib D for further drawings which provide detail as to the visual
appearance of the development proposals.

The pmpmed deveinpment comprises of Hexible gas generator faciiity with
associated infrastructure and secure compound within a fisld to the south
wast of an existing waste recyaling facility {11 Wastel, Proposals look to retain
the -’Wiﬂi‘ihg‘ trees and vegatation on the boundaries of the site and provide
bunding along the western edgs of the site which will be supplemented with
native p:an‘mg

There will be a considered planting strategy for the site which is describad in
mare detail in Section 5.0,

Construction Phase

it is anticipated that the following construction activities will take place:

s Ersction of hedgerow and tree protection measures in accordancs with
BS 5837:2012 prior to commencamaent of ground works;
s Exposure of bare soil in localised areas due to construction activity;
s Construction traffic, plant and machinery movements within the site
alating to ground preparation, earth moving, removal and delivery of

bmideng ﬁ"!dt&rmia,

5

s Service connections which will result in trenching and groundworks;

s increased vehicular activity on site and along Yapton Road resulting from
the delivery of building materials and removal of waste materials;

#  Creation of a bund along the western edge of the site;

s installation of a 4 m high acoustic fence to the north, east and western
houndaries of the site;

s Lighting of development area and construction activities during winter

months;
s Scaffolding and building works associated with the construction of the
development; and

+  Landscaping work,

Operational Phase

e

The scale of the proposad development is not out on context with the
surrounding Heht industry, storage compounds and waste recycling land uses.

The facility will require regular maintenance and chacking, vehicle
movemants associated with these achivities will be ahsorbed by those already
ocourring on site.



orated by iterative design to ensure
that any adverse landscape and visual effects of the proposed development
ard its associated boundary treatments are minimised. These include
ludes the siting, design and chelce
is assassment to

primary {embeddad) mitgation which incly
als and secondary mitigation, informed by th

A number of measures have been ingorp

At 4
9.1,

HTIGATIOI

of materi

address outstanding sf

Landscape Mitigation

Landscape mitigation measures that have been carried forward are detailed

s0ts,

9.0 LANDSCAPE

Legend:

Site boundary

3o
1]

on Figure 8 Landscaps GA Extracts and are detallad within the supporting
fandscape plans submitted with the Planning Application and contained
es are summarised below:

within Appendix £, Mitigaton measures
Alf the sxisting trees and maturing vegetation to the western boundary of

e will be retained and protected;

®
s inclusion of a landscape bund along the western sdge of the site wh
will be supplemented by tree planting and species rich grassiand,

features together with the existing will soften the appearance of any
introduced built form and boundary treatments from external viewpoints
improvements that compliment sxisting

o the north-west of the site; and
proposad planting will provide Gl in
s and trees and strengthen Gl on site.

&
native hedgerow
The landscaps mitigation proposed has been considered in terms of strategic
character of the site as well

<

&~
o

and local context in order o fit with the existin

as Green infrastructure policies for the area.

Dasign
4.4, The approach to materiality and the houndary treatments of the facility is led
by funciionality and security. The proposed treatments are not out of keeping

to other hard boundaries found around the adjacent units and compounds

lanaform shown Indicatively
.
PnGIrR B0 My indd existing e
. FIELD ELSE aron FIELD £0rzE srre
S | EP TN S - o f - 8% L vpdego e oo
Figure 8 Landscape Generaf Arrangement Extracts
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10.0 LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY & EFFECTS

Landscape sensitivity Appraisal of landscape effects

Wider Landscape Sensitivity Effects on Wider Landscape Character

101, The sensitivity of the wider landscape {LZA} 309 Chichester to Yapton Coastal Plain is considerad 1o be 10.6. The proposed development is undikaly to significantly alter the character of the widsr area otherthanteoa
of Medium sensitivity, The landscape is in relatively good condition outside development areas and change a cormnar of what is a small arable filed adjacent to a3 Waste Recoydling facility. The site is generally well
valued at local ley t§ but has been in part compromised by strong suburban elements, ‘Where these ocour, contained in the wider landscape by sxisting vegetation and surrounding built form, Landscape effects on
they credgte visug f don and poor definition between town and countryside, and erode distinctive the wider landscaps area and the LCA in which the site s located SC8 Chichester 1o Yapton Coastal Plain are
fandscope charocter” The landscape does contain a series of specific cultural features including Scheduled tharefore anticipated to be very localised and be no maore than Adinor adverse.
Monumanis and tsstw Bulldings. Recreational value Is provided by the local PRoW network as well S ) e ; ind : - i b

B ’ w2 B ¥ 10.7. Proposals for mitigation have been informed by the county wide landscape guidelines identified within 4

Nationat Gycle Route 2 to the south of the site. -

Strategy for the West Sussex Landscope {2005}, specifically:

N
H

Givarn the scale of the proposals and immediate context of the nature of land use on the Ford Alrfield a
the naturs of the expanding residential suburbs arcund Yapton the proposed development is not iskei\i

freit
=
i

Landscape Guidelines for commuercial and industrial development including rural diversification:

to adversaly influence the key characteristios of the wider landscape. It is therefore considerad that th o Secure the use of mainly native tree, wooediond and hedge plonting to screen developrments sufficiently
wider landscape is able to accommodate the Qmposed development, providing that local features are and integrate them with the wider fundse G;J'-" This may include substanticl odvance woodiond planting
strengthened such as boundary hedgerows, trees and wider connectivity in the forry of Green Infrastructure on and off-site, in wide belts, on fond secured specificaliv for this purpose.
{31}, as is the case for this scheme. = Segure wher a_;:spro,m‘iai'e habimf creation and enhancerment both on and off site as a requirement of
o . . . new development,’
Landscape Sensitivity of the SHe and Immediate Surroundings ‘
Mo T H - . . N P PTRAL R I H i y M P a i S ) H < *r\ It 5 T~
10.3. The landscape sensitivity of the site and immediate surroundings s assessed as Medivm-Low. The proximity Landscape Guidelines for conserving and increasing hedgerows and shaws
of existing light industrial land use on the southern portion of Ford Airfield detract from the site’s landscape s ‘Conserve, enhance or restore the hedgerow and shaw netwaork to reinforce existing fleld patterns and
character lowering it sensitivity. The boundary veﬁgatﬁzm; is ganerally of moderate value with the mature erhance the character and unity of f_;‘»;g_fmﬁ_gmﬁg
traes and hadgerow to the south-west being of higher value. L ) o )
s Encourage an incregse in new hedgerow trees by reloining seif-sown soplings and planting new trees.

i medium sensitivity. = Atempt o link hedgerows wherever possible to create wildlife corridors.’

104, The network of hedgerows, arable farmiand and woodiand within the study area a
These areas are relatively intact, providing wildiife habitat and forming an intsgral part of the Green
Infrastructure (G network of the 1A as \w.i: as the coniributing to the landscape character of the area. 1.8, These guidelines are read in conjunclion to those identified within the land management guidelines

Y

contained within the {LCAY SC8 Chichester to Yapion Coastal Plain, primarily:

185, The site can accommodats (ieveiarsment of this type and scale without significant

boundary vegetation is retainad, protected and strengthensad where possible; with add:iﬁu *mE =and>cd e s Maintain and strengthen field boundaries such os hedgerows and shelterbelis,
caments T ag whig : Y field boundaries, as is the case for this scheme, - . ; o . R - cols
enhancements incorporated which re-establish field boundaries, as is the case for this scheme o Frcourcge and promote land monagement schemes to increase species rich grassiand areas
s Estabiish new vegetation features by the plonting of hedgerows and free clumps in feld corners and

along roadsides, especially those approaching setflerments)’
Landscape Effects on the Site and mmediate Swroundings

109, The proposed development {Appendix D) will result in 3 permanent change to site. The site is reasonably
well contained by establishing field houndaries and mature hedgerows and trees,

10,10, No vegetation removal §s required to facilitate the development. Proposed landscape mitigation {as shown

on Figure 8} includes the inclusion of 2 bund along the western ngm of the site which follows alongside a
re-establishing hedge, the bund will be enhancad through strategic planting. The soft landscape scheme

includes a varied planting palette focused on native tree and hmgu species set beneath specias rich
grassiand.

et
o
Py
st

1. Thess measuras will ensure the design of the developmaent responds to its sething, protects and sﬁ-nhancee:
grean infrastructure and wildlife corridors and reinforces tocal landscape character. Landscape effects on the
site itself are assessed as Modergte adverse.

_— AR N . . N : "
oS ~ oy e SO s S U T B M o ¥ T ™ . X & R A S R R Sy P LXoma ey on 28
ThAITLnmonLar vaann Uis W Ao EIiudrg ¥ FoATOOITE AT t HE R FUGE
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11.0 VISUAL SENSITIVITY

EFFECTS

Visual Sensitivity

it

b
e
1]

113

5‘..."

No High sensitivity viswpoints were captured within this appraisal. Due to the nature of flat topography,

intervening vegeiation and built form betwean the heritage assels found within the study ares, the
Scheduled Monuments adjacent to 5t Mary's Church and scatiered listed buildings, there are no views
hetween these assets and the site.

Views from the local PROW network within the study area and residences close o the site are of Medium
sensitivity, Viewpoints 1- 8 are likely to be valued at a local leval by pedestrians, other road users and
rasidents focused on the landscape.

No Low sensitivity viewpoints were captured within this appraisal.

Appraisal of visual effects

114

11.6.

easonably well
typified by

: site are limited
newly constructed

The proposed development will not be highly visible in the wider landscaps as the site s
contained by the surrcunding huilt form together with the local vegetation patter swhmh
well vegstated boundaries with occasional maturs trees and hedgerows. Views into the
close views from short stretches of the PRoW, local roads and the southerly extents of
residential developments within the study area,

The nature of fal topography together with the lavering effact of field boundaries and woodland copse
soresn views Into the site in medium distant visws.

[7¢3

There are no long distance views into the site,

Private views

1.7

Visur

118,

Due to the proximity of the site to the southern edge of Yapion, namely the 'Polteries’ development there

are a numbaer of residences which, once occupied, will axperience cose distance views of the site from first
floor windows. These are restricted to residences which are oriented towards the site and on the southern
sdge of the developmeant. Viewpoint 4 from the PRoW 166 which runs along the southarn edge of the
Potterias provides a representative residential view from the southern edge of Yapion., These residences will
experience the graatest visual change

i offocts on representative viewpoints

The following visual effects are anticipated on the selected viswpoints, these provide a representative sample
and spread of typical visws towards the site amj area appratsed below:

¢ Viewpoint 1 from bus stop on Yapton Read: Viewpoint 1 provides a view from Yapton Road
immediately adiacent 1o the entrance to the site. s taken to capture the view south down the access
road into ti’* > site and is located close to the Fo*j Alrfisid memorial which is located to *he north of
the bus stop, |t is anticipated that receptors at this viewpoint will experience Negligible adverse effects
during construction as, although §, site itsalf is not visible, some activities and plant movements will
be visibie but are likely to be wall absorbed by thoss aiready generated by the waste recyaling Tacility
These effects will reduce 1o No chonge on completion as the site is not visibie and routine maintenance
access to the site will be absorbed by current vehicle movements and activities on site,

v oy : : N
oo s oo, RIS N Y ] b N o B R A B A I ™ Ty T " W
Uiy rraniiniaiaay Yrann Ereh o ® o an il ang Ty v
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= Yiewnoints 2 and 3 from PRoW 175 within Ford Sirfield: Viewpaint» Zand3
whan ir\:vdh‘w to the sast of the site along PRoW 175

Airfield. The mature trees closs to the site and the mature stand f\f pf\pias frees o w‘hu south-sast of +§"a
site are visible above the hedgerow in the visw, B is anticipated that receptors at these two viewpaints
will experience No change effects during construction as activities and plant movements will be sereaned
by the dense intervening hedges whsah run either side of Yapton Road. These effects will remain as No

chonge on completion for the reasons as stated.

;\mvade Jsﬁf:u\.n‘ﬂai Vigws

= Yiewnoints 4 and 5 from PRoW 166 close to the Potteries development: Viewnoints 4 and 5 are hoth
close to the site but, due to the nature of the high arable crop with in the Held between the site and the
PRoW, the site itself is not visible, It is anticipated that during the winter there will be views into the
site fromy both locations. Viewpoint 4 is representative of views from the Poiteries development but it is
anticipatad that views will be experienced from first floor windows only due to the high boundary fences
already installed. It is antcipated that receptors at these two viewpoints during the winter months,
when intervening wgeq Hon is not in leaf and crops have been harvested, will experience views into the
site and therefore effects are likely to be Moderate adverse during construction as activities and plant
muovemsanis will be vis ;sbie and only partially filtered by existing vegetation on the weastern boundary. On
cornpletion the visual effects are likely to reduce 1o Minor adverse as the proposed mitigation planting
oy the introduced bund will have sstablished providing a dense screen to the development which is
supplemeanted by the existing trees and hadge planting.

¢ Viewpoints & and 7 from PRoW 166 to the south of the site: These two viewpoints provide seguential
views when travelling along PRoW 188 which goes through the northern portion of Ford Airfleld. The
mature woodiand copse to the south-west of the site is visible in the mid-pround of the view as is part of
the large indusirial unit 1o the south of the site. It is anticipated that recepiors at these two viewpoints
witl experience No chonge effects during construction as activities and plant movements will be screened
by the dense woodland copse in the mid ground of the views, These effects will remain as No change on
completion for the reasons as stated.

¢ Viewpoint 8§ from National Cpcde Route 2 on Gravatl's Laneg: This view provides an glimpsed view
towards the site from Ehe shared path which runs along the northern edge of Gravatt's Lane {A259).
Bre;fzkf; in intervening fleld boundaries and trees allow for a opportune view of the industrial unit which
5 focated to the south 0? the and the feld boundary vegetation close 1o the site. The mature woodiand
copse to the south-west of the site is visible in the mid-ground of the view as is part of the large

industrial unit to the south of the site. it is anticipated that receptors traveliing along the road and path

will experience No change effects during construction as activities and plant movements will be screened
by nature of layered vegetation. These effects will remain as No chonge on completion for the reasons as

stated,

In overview, bevond the boundary of the site, the visual effects of the proposed development are not
anticipated to he overly harmful as views are read in rm‘junf‘ton with the surrounding land uses on the
airfield and visws of the site itself are limited to a short stretch of PRoW 166, therefore anticipated vss&ﬂ
effects are no graater than Moderate adverse durmg construction reducing to Minor gdverse on completion
once mitigation planting has established. Views from the first floors of residences to the north of the site

witf experience the greategt degree of change; introduced fandform together with on site strategic planting is
proposed to soften the appearance of the development from these locations.
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12.0 CONCLUSIO!

Conclusion

12,

12,

)

£

5‘..."

En.}

Lad

This appraisal concludes that,

There are likely to be some Moderate adverse landscape effects on the immediate site itself and some Minor
adverse sffacts on visws from some select stretches of the PRoW to the north-west of the site during the

winter months.

The proposed development incorporates a considerad and strategic mitigation strategy that takes account of
sxisting views and the local landscape character and s associsted Green infrastructure in order to mitigate
effects and deliver long term landscape enhancement.

b subject to application of the mitigation considerations that are set out
t Section 9, the site is capable of accommaodating the proposed developmant and the development is
cansiderad o be acceptable in landscape and visual terms,

&

oy
>
b
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APPENDIX A: LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL APPRAISAL CRITERIA

To ensure a systematic and transparent approach consistent terms have heen used throughout the appraisal,
These oriteria, developed from guidance in GIVIAZ and professional experience, are st out in the tables
below. These terms are always indicated in Halics when used in the report text.

Landscape Appraisal

Landscape Sensitivity

Sensitivity of the landscape receptor is assessad by combining the Andings of landscape value
with the susceptibility of the landscape to change.

Very High

international or national designation, with the highest status of protection. Landscapes wherse
ranguillity, scenic quality, wildness, natural and cultural heritage features make a special contribution.
important literary and artisHic associations.

High

Local designation with policy protection. Landscapes whare tranguillity, scenic guality, wildness, natural
and cultural heritage features make an important contribution. Some literary or artistic associations,

Medium

Valued at a community level with local policies to ‘Conserve’. Landscapes in good condition with scenic,
natural and cultural gualities of local importance,

TR %
R D R R

Little/ no ability to accommuodate the proposed development without undue harm, Ky
characteristics of the landscape are highly vuinerable to the proposal and the devslopment could
not be accommaodated without a significant change in character, lrading to a different character

High

Landscapes which by nature of their character would be unable to accommuodate change of the tvpe
proposad. Typically thess would be;
o Of high gquality with distinctive elemeants and features making a positive contribution to
character and sense of place.
= {ikely to he designated, but the aspects which underpin such value may also be present
outside designated areas, especially at the local scale.
s Areas of special recognised value through use, perception or historic and cultural
associabions.
¢ Likely 1o contain featuraes and elements that are rare and could not be replaced.

P

Little ability to accommodate the proposed development without undue harm. Key characteristics
of the landscaps are vulnerable to the proposal and it is likely that the development could not be
accommaodated without a signifizant change in character,

RA $ivs
Medium

Landscapes which by nature of their character would be able to partly accommaodate change of the type
proposad. Typically these would be;
¢ Comprised of commonplace elements and features creating generally unremarkable
character but with some sense of place.
e Locally valued with policies to ‘Conserve’
»  Containing some features of value through use, perception or historic and cultural
associations,
= Likely to contain some features and slements that could not be replaced.

Medium

Some ability to accommodate the proposed development without undus harm, Some key
characteristics of the landscape are vulnerabie to the proposal but in general the landscape could
accommodate the development without a significant change in character,

Low

Substantial ability 1o accommuodate the proposed development without undue harm, The
davelopment is not likely to influence key characteristics and the landscape would accommaodate
the development with no changs in character,

Low

Landscapeas which by nature of their character would be able to aceommodate change of the type
proposed, Typically these would be;
+  Comprised of some featuras and elements that are discordant, derelict or in decline, resulting
iy indistinct character with little or no sense of placa.
s Notlocally valued in policy terms
s Containing few, if any, features of value through use, percaption or historic and cultural
associabions.
¢  Likely to contain faw, if any, features and slements that could not be replaced.
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Magnitude of change {impact} to the landscape

e
ot

criteria used to assess the size and scale of change that will occur as a result of the proposed development, as
described in the table below:

High Adverse: The proposed development would result in the permanent foss of key features of the
fandscape.

Raesult of change may undermineg any designation
introduction of elements uncharacteristic in the landscape.

The proposad development erode the context of existing features and thelr perception within the
landscape.

NMitigation measures do not reverse the loss although will deliver some localised benefits

Beneficial: The proposed development strengthens axisting landscape structure through the
introduction of lost or degraded features and reinstatement of fragmented landscape patterns.
The pmposed development fits within the existing landscape character and anhances and /oy
reinstates key landscape features.

Medium Adverse: The proposed development would result in the localised medium to long term loss of some
key characteristic landscape features

introduction of development / un §. racteristic elements within the landscape whilst alongside
characteristic features,

Beneficial: The proposed development introduces characteristic development and key landscape

N
{

features whilst respecting the scale and pattern of the landscape.,

Low Adversa: The proposad development would result in the termporar :v loss or a low number of localised
key features. Mitigation is possible and can maintain or restore foss
The proposad development introduces temporary uncharacterist u‘ 3 into the landscape,
Baneficiall The proposed development retains existing key features and respect the pattern of

i

the landscape. The proposed development allows for local enhancemaents through the removal of
detracting features

Negiigible  { The proposad development would introduce barely discernible elements or physicat change to the

landscape. Key characteristics of the landscape and the integrity of the landscape rermain unaffected.

No Change | No noticeable loss, damage or alteration to character or features or elements.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/69/21/PL
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Visual Appraisal

Sensitivity of views

Sensitivity of the visual receptor is assessad by combining the findings of value of views and

susceptibiiity of the visual receptor to

» change.

mg:"} “vsum from or to landscapesfy se\\.pon ts of national importance, or highly popular visitor attractions
whare the view forms an important part of the experience, or with important cultural associations.,

Medium Views from or to landscapesHviewpoints of regionalfdistrict importance or moderately popular visitor
attractions where the view forms part of the experience, or with local cultural associations,

Low Yiews from or to landscapesfviewpoints with no designations, not particularly
popular as 3 viswpoeint and with minimal or no cultural associations.

High ¢ Residents;
¢ Pegple engaged in outdoor recreation, including users of public righis of way, whose
attention is likely to be focussed on the landscape and on particular views;
s Visiiors to heritags assels or other sttractons whers views of the surroundings are an
important part of the experience;
«  Communities where views contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by residents;
and
= Travallers on scenic routes,
Medium Travellers on road, rail or other transport routes {8, scenic routes, where the view is moderately
bmportant to the gquality of the journay).
Low s People engaged in outdoor sport or recraation, which does not involve appreciation of
VIeWS:
¢ Peopls at their place of work, where the setling is not important to the guality of
waorking life; and
o Travellers, whers the view is flesting and incidental to the journey.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/69/21/PL

L eiand

fMagnitude of visual change {impact}

The following oriteria are used to assess the size and scale of change to the view or compaosition:

;“gn i"a proposed developmeant will cause a dominant or complete change or contrast to the view,
rasulting from the loss or addition of substantal features in the view and will substantially alter the
appreciation of the view.

Medium The proposed development will cause a noticeable change or contrast to the view, which would have
some sffect on the composition, resulting from the loss or addition of features in the view and will
noticeably alter the appreciation of the view.

Low The proposed developmeant, or a part of the propossd development, would be perceptilds but not

alter the overali halance of features and elemeanis that comprise the existing view,

Negligibie

The proposed developmeant would infroduce barely discernible change to the view,

N Change

No noticeable loss, damage or alteration to character or features or elements.




Overall effects

Serns

~.
\g.:

The overall effect or ir
itvity of the re

Negligihde

niporiance of effect is derived through consideration of Magnitude o

captor. The scale shown in the below, is used to guide this hudgement.,

f Chang

No change

@ {impact} and

identify
concept ang

iy

important effe

ving importance
can only be defined in relation 1o sach develog

oty

The proposed development will cause substantial degradation of the landscape charact&r;f
5

e of effect rafies upon reasoned argumaent and m@fe%éo*ui judgement. it is not an absolute
sment and s focatio
are defined as those w

shich are Major or Moderate/Major, Le. between Maoderate and Major
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3 Tt i e Ty & i &

High Major Moderate or Minor or Ainor Neutrols
Muaojor Maoderate No chonge

Medium Moderate or Minor or Minor Negliqibie Neutral/
Major Maoderate ar Minor No change

. A s Z F

Low Minar or Minor e‘v’m gi Negligitie/ Neutral/
Moderate Ain Newtral No change

Environmenial Plann Ei4 s Landsoape & rmoiture v B

adverse landscape features/axisting views. These advarse effects are kay factors in the decision-making
process. These effects are generally, hut not exclusively, associated with sites or features of
international, national or regional importance that are hikely to suffer a most damaging impact and
foss of resource integrity. However, a major change in a site or feature of local importance may also
enter this category.

Modergte The proposad development will cause noticeable degradation of the landscape character/

gdverse elements/existing views. These advarse affacts m ay be of note, but are not likely 1o be key
decision-making factors, The cumulative effects of such factors may influence decision-making if
E'hey fead to an increase in the overall adverse effect on a particular resource or recapton

Minor The proposed development will cause small degradation of the landscape character elements/

adverss axisting views. These adverse effects may be raised as local factors. They are unlikely to be oritical

in the decisi
project.,

on-making proceass, but arg important in enhancing the subsequent design of the

Negligible
gdverse

ed development will cause barely perceptible degradation of the landscape character/

isti ng ViBws,

The propos
glemants/ ex

Neutral

Beneficial effects balance out adverse effects such that there is no overall heneficial or adverse

No change

Nao effects or those that a
within the margin of fore

re beneath tevels of perception, within normal bounds of variation or
casting error.

Negiinible

The proposed development will cause barely perceptible improvement to the fandscape character/
elements/existing views.

The proposed development will cause a small improvement 1o the landscay
existing views,

The proposed development will cause noticeable improvement to the landscape character/
elemaeants/ existing views.

The proposed development will cause substantial improvemaent in landscape characterfelemants/
existing views. in making a decision about the proposal this advantageous effect may be considered
to compensate to some degree for other, non-landscape, adverse effects,

;

25
I
e
m
Wy



APPENDIX
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Table 1: Relevant landscape policies

:

Areq Boundaries (s identified on the Polidies

defined as cm;rsz‘rysi de and W‘*r bsv :'F‘i?s”s,;ﬂ!bé‘:‘ff? for ::‘f intringic chor
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¢ Jorgreen infrasitructure; or
d. forthe diversification of the rural economy; or
g, forroad and/for cycle schemes; or

£ inaccordance wi
development,
to gooount cumulative impact of development in the consideration
15, 70 ensure better mf*rmgemwi af ;‘* rurai-urban fringe in :*, Greas
nent Is progosed, early co ;
igndscape and h, ,swws,rv enhancement, woodlond man fs::;emeﬂt
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Polioy G SPL
Green
infra
and
Development

fructure

The existing Green infrostructure Network, as shown on the Green Network fwc-r:s.s j each
arish and town, must be considered gt an early stage of the design process for of 3-:3jc;'

: ; § o el it ;

Al mojor development must be designed to protect and enhance existing Green infrostructure
gasets, and the connections hetween them, in order o ensure @ joined up Green infrastruciure

Network The Green infrostructure Network must be wnﬁ?ff#fj from 553. ¢ pofiution &
that aregs defined by their trranquillity are protected from
development,

ahiecti

2 COMPat fibie with noture conservation

s

VEs, (‘P"P‘:O’Z‘ ment proposal is 1

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/69/21/PL

cpporfunities 1o ¢ 0:“:“3-’5‘?”53 5??‘,”;{ een infrastructure assets with the coast, the South Downs
Notional Pari or fo the District’s infand villoges. Qpportunities to enharnce iﬁs’_ netwaork should
take aocount of the mu:’ug:n‘e fu‘}c‘zs:}r;s of Green Infrastructure assets and should be bosed upon
those opportunities set out in the supporting text

Ervironmenital Pi npos DA s Las

|G POLICY EXTRACTS

"‘iscy LAN DRM1:
Protection
of landscape
character

:

wiff not h

o b
)

in the setting of the South Downs Nationa! Park muast hove special
18 conservation
permitted where there would be harmiul eff

of that setfing, including views into and out s}f ff."se? pfw ang

Development throughout the plon grea should respect the particulor characteristics and
notural features of the relevant landscape choracter areas and seek, wherever possibie,
to reinforce or repair the choracter of those areas

The historic character and development pattern of settlements within the District should
be respected, taking into account thel j's ot identity and setting

Policy O SP1
Design

i

should hove been deriv

fo objectives informing msﬁ o mb;"ﬁ desion {inclusivity, ado ﬂiabif‘;‘i}.{. SE0U
usability, health ond well a‘}e g,
these obiectives hove on

". ~s, ;miﬁi’? and arofitectural details. Dev n,:"m\, el npnsaig

T aporaisal; us';iwromss

rif Vi gitrac
and the j?a@nae




) ; Policy ECC DML o and desi g e

Aspects of form | to the folfowing aspects: Renewable assessment and fandscape sem:iswiy siudius {u; SHCCessor documenis) a;‘:d proposals ;n,
and design energy fgrge scale renewahie energy projects will need to be supported by o zone of theoreticad
guatity 1. Chorocter visibility and viewpoint gssessment;

Malke the hest possible use of the availoble fand by reflecting or ,mwmfmlj upa the oo Priority should be given to proposais that integrate with existing or new development

charocter of the site and the surrounding area, in terms of s scale, mossing, aspect, where gporopriate to do so hoving regard to {a}; and

siting, lavout, density, bullding moterinls {colour, fexture), f:::'ﬁd.s‘:ts’;pmg, and design d. Al proposois will need to demonstrate o suitable connection to the electricity distribution
features, network, or appropriote engrgy storage facility, ond provide evidence to demonstrate that
the connection wil not result in unocceptable impocts vpon the landscape, notural and
2. Appearonce/attractiveness histaric environment or visual and residentiol amenity,
Demonstrate o high stondard of grchitectural principles, use of building materials,
i 4' A ; P Five foue Oy
raftsmanship god bard and soft landscaping (o reflect the jocal area. Policy HER SPL: | The Loco! Plonaing Authority v or refevant consent for
3 impact “m histaric development proposals tho! conserve or ferfhc?r;ce the :‘s;&i'm'i;: environment of the District,
! environment based on the following approach:

Have minimal impaoct to users amid occupiers of nearby progerty and land., For example,
by avoiding <;gm=%£w£ foss of sunfight, privacy and outlook and unacceptable nolse ond

Desizgnated heritage assets including listed buildings, structures and their sethings; and
disturbance,

Conservation Areas will be given ihﬁ highest level of protection and should be conserved

- r . and enhanced in a manner appropriate to their significance
7. Trees and woodlongd

Al new development will be expected to incorporaie existing ond new free plonting os o e s N o U
Non-designated heritage assets ;m‘iudmg iocaily listed heritage assets {Buildings or
g integral port of development proposals.

Structuras of Character and Areas of Character} and thelr setfings will also need to be
conserved and enhanced in a manner appropriate to their significance and contribution

\ A to the historic environment;
feve vfmmerwf should keep within the generol confines of the
N

i con be demonstrated that the confrory would i}i-"'ig,- a substantiol

Development likely to prejudice any of the ahove, %nciudmg thelr setlings, will be refused,

visual improvement oot . - . -
) * ' Arvy proposals for developrment will be required to comply with all other relevant policies

e 5 and reflect any relevant appraisals or management propoesals adopted by the Local
15 Aspects of form and desian gquality o

. ) o e e Planning Authority.

Development showld aiso comply with the Avun District Council Design Guide,

Policy HER DRI | Proposals affecting statutory Listad Buildings will be required to:
Listed Buildings

Palicy ECC DML | The Council will support renewable energy development suliject to the criteria in this

Renewable Poficy. Schemes will be expected to contribute to the sedinl, economic and environmental . .
) e ) a. Fresarve or enhanes the historic character, qualities and spacial interest of the bulldings
energy development ond overall regeneration of the District. s
= ’ ? b, Be necessary and not detrimental fo the architectural and historical integrity and detmimg

of a Listed Building's saderior;
o, Protect the architecturad and historical integrity and detalling of a Listed Building's interior;

N

Within areas of protected londsoapes, areas or buildings, development should generally

be smali seale or community based, .
’ d.  Protect the spedial interest of bu;id ngs of architectural or historic interest; and
. o L . » e. Protect, and where possible enhance the setting of the building
The Council will support proposals for appropriately located renewable energy
development, and their ancillary development where they meet the fowmw Wy oriteric:
g, The proposal is focated and desiy wdverse ;‘mpacfg fo fondsaa, m;;‘mfvzmb
the historic environment and residentiol amenity including visual, noise and odour impacts;
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Policy ENV 5P 1
Natural
Environment

Arun District Council wilf encourage and promote the preservalion, restoration and
enhancemest f)j biodiversity and the notural environment through the development process

aad porficularly through ;}.f,es’:'c.é'eg for the protection of both designoted and non-designoted
sites, Where possible it shall aofso promote the creation of new areas for habitats ond species,
in relotion to designated sites, develog ms?s’:t will he permitted where it protects sites fisted in

e species and halitats contained within them.

...
)
P
)
i
5
d
ey
t
ey
\,’l
.

7 that are recognized fort

Develonpment

Policy ENV DMS

and Biodiversity

D?W"Q; mwa? schemes sholl, in the first instance, seek to achieve o net goin in biodiversity and
Heig habitats on site, They sholl afs ver incorporate glements of biodiversity

;’;}cs’asd:’;m g;’ae.. ;mm. y ool as londscape features minimising

2N
or
%)
o
j3¢)
]
%)

shall also be afelsls );};‘n;::@w ﬁs::.i wed € emergence c?g. new hahitats through the
creation of ;’s‘m$ betweern habitat areas paces. Together, these provide o netwaork of
green spaces which serve 1o reconnec =5 and fucilitote species movement

Where there is evidence of g protected species on g proposed development site, planning

gpplications shall include o detoiled survey of the subiect species, with details of measures
fo be incorporated into the development scheme to gvoid loss of the species This involves
-~ Py Ey? 5

fect the species directiv orin j ectly, whether within
i1 grea outside of the 5:‘?&, which maoy be indirectly affected by

the proposais, Al s shail be wmm’ out gt on pppropriate tme of vear ond shall be
undericken by o qu anidd, where appropriate, sultably i,ce:}sea" SO

Alf developments shall bove regord o Natural Englond's stoading advice for protected species.

Policy H

5. Conserving
and enhancing
the natural
envirenmant

0. Planning poii
environment by:

¢} protecting ond enhancing valued londscopes, sites of blodiversity or geologicol value

and soils {in o moanner commensurale with thelr stotutory status or identified guality in the
P ol

b} recognising the intrinsic character and bemny of the countryside, gnd the wider henefits
from noatural copital and eco j. femn servives - including the economic and other benefits of the
is § g

best and most versatile agriceltural fond, and af trees and woodiond:....

172, Great welght should be giveﬂ to conserving and enhoncing londscope and scenic beguty
in Naotional Barks, the Brogds and Areas of Gutstanding Notural Beauty, which hove the hBighest
status of protection in relafion to these issues. The conservation and enfiancement of wildiife
and culftural heritoge are olso importont considerations in these areas, and should be given

great weight in National Porks
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PUBLISHED LANDSCAPE CHARACTER EXTRACTS
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Overall Character

T his Character Area extends from Chichester in the west to the edge of the Arun Vailley in the east, and around Bognor Regis to the south. Over time a
iarge part of this area has been reclaimed from the sea, and remains below the current high spring tide level. It comprises a mainly flat, open landscape
crossed by meandering rifes. Dominated by highly productive arable fields and modern farm bulidings, i€ has a fragmented hedgerow and hedgerow tree
pattern. T he spire of Chichester Cathedral is a widely visible feature. Rows of large light reflecting glasshouses, equestrian facilities, horse paddocks and
industrial buildings, for instance in the Ford and Tangmere areas, are strong suburban elements. Where these occur, they create visual confusion and poor
definition between town and countryside, and erode distinctive landscape character. Major suburban settlements in the area are Tangmere, Barnham,
Yapton, and Westergate. In contrast, there are areas of a smaller scale, more varied rural landscape with qguiet hamilets and traditional villages enciosed by

smali pastures.
TR RN R R R e e e §
o% 'Q“\

23

B

3

Z

B

R
L - S
. \\ \\\\\\\\ e S Shtas iR e S R

- g\\\\\\\\\\\\\s\\\\k\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ .....

AR RIIERAR heogk R R R R R

'/

> % - e e % & >
TR R TR PR A S D S 1 R RN R ER P R
k\

THE WEST SUSSEX LANDSCAPE
Land Management Guidelines

South Coast Plain

The areg covered by the Sheet is derived from:

Chichester to Shoreham Coastal Flain (Cl} Landscape Character Area
as defined in the unpublished West Sussex Landscape
Character Assessment (November 2003).
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Historic Fegtures

® Avrea settled and resources exploited from prehistoric times onwards. Few visible prehistoric
monuments apart from crop marks.

& Distinctive medieval manor houses at Shripney and Barnham Court.

@ Important medieval churches with spires which distinguish this otherwise flat landscape.

@ lLarge regular fields, mostly the product of Parliamentary enclosure.

& Remains of the line of the Arundel to Chichester Canal. This formed part of an important
late |8th century barge route.

@ Excavations at Westhampnett, in advance of the bypass, demonstrated that Reman, iron age
and earlier settlement evidence may lie just below plough soil level.

& At Aldingbourne, beside the Rife, lie the remains of a medieval castle. In those days
Aldingbourne Rife was a navigable waterway.

@ Disused airfields, such as at Tangmere and Yapton.

Biodiversity

& Semi-natural habitats are scarce due to intensive arable agriculture.

® Hedgerow pattern is fragmented with occasional isclated woods, for example, Hunston
Copse (Site of Nature Conservation lmportance, SNCH).

® Low lying species-rich grasslands adjacent to the rifes, artificial water bodies of Chichester
canal (SNICI) and gravel pits together with remnant semi-natural broadleaved woodlands
form pockets of high nature conservation importance.

@ Cccasional species-rich meadows along rifes, for example, Kingsten Manor
meadows, Runcton.

@ Artificial lakes of the Chichester Gravel Pit complex are particularly important for wintering
and breeding birds as the largest collection of inland water bodies in the county.

@ Cccasional village ponds and greens provide local havens for wildfife.

@ Invasive floating pennywort in Pagham Rife.

Change - Key Issues

@ Urban development pressures, especially in the gaps between settlements and on the
adge of Chichester.

& Major road improvements.

® Loss of mature elm trees in the 1970's and {980's due to Dutch Eim disease.

® Loss of floodplain and wet woodland due to changes in agricultural drainage practices.

@& Loss of tree and hedgerow cover from agricultaral intensification since World War L

& Conversion of agricultural buildings to light industrial uses.

@ Farm diversification and garden centres leading to introduction of signs and fencing.

@ Introduction of large scale industrial buildings and glasshouses with distribution sheds.

& Derelict glasshouses.

& Climate change may increase the risk of storm surges associated with flooding. This will have
consequences for inter-tidal habitats, increasing pressure for possibly insensitive coastal
defences.

® Management and possible realignment of sea defences due to predicted sea lavel rises will
have significant implications for landscape over the coming decades.

Landscape and Visual Sensitivities

Key sensitivities are:

& Key views to the South Downs, Chichester Cathedral and Arundel.

& Fragmentation and loss of hedgerows and connections between hedgerow and woodland.

@ Replacement of mature treescape.

@ Changes in drainage patterns.

@ Industry in the countryside associated with horticulture and light industry, resulting in large
clusters of glasshouses and industrial buildings.

® Loss of archaeological remains to ploughing.

& Development on settlement edges of Bognor and suburban settlements of Tangmere,
Barnham, Yapton and Westergate.

B Loss of distinction between different settdements due to urban expansion.

@ Chan porginfrastructureydue to urban development pressures.
AR WA E S . : s L
@ Manags N ‘&% g be particularly influential in the future, providing

wi.coastal and inter-tidal habitats, and could result in a
more naturally functi
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APPENDIX D: LANDSCAPE STRATEGY EXTRACTS

Table 2: Relevant landscape strategy

| Policy 1D | Content

BRI X
AR TR

Hs"ﬁ*’v m:s“z‘y new development is well-integroted with existing towns and the dscape

128: South Coast e urhon fringe combines g j istinctive i?smigats:z;ss? character {including o combingtion of ope sodving the landscape

Plain spaces, woodlonds, and | wdz;iws:%s, with well-managed lond uses which henefit residents and nd managed
visitors in fown and country alike. if the character of

farming methods
A strong network of woodiands and hedgerows forms Q,E’ corridors within the gops between o longf character and
the coostol towns, providing .Fﬂ_,’i::-m’:s';.-*' recreational opportunities ond helping to connect the
towns and their residents with the wider landscape
Obfective 4; conserve and enhance semi- ‘}amm: fhabitats including securing the future of
Froductive farmiand ond permitted horficuitural uses are set within g strong londscape woodiands, fedgerows and trees gs distinctive fonds: “::3’_;3:? ﬁ.atus‘et
ramework of woodiands, shefterbelts and hedgerows, Agriculture odopts sympathetic farming 3.5 Semi-natura! habitats such as wetlonds, heaths and chalic downlands are vita! features of
and fond monogement methods, contributing to landscape renewal and biodiversity, including the West Sussex iandscc*ps including h'gmy wf*raciw He woodlonds, hedges, and trees. The
conserving wetlonds ond posturelond conservation and enhoncement of these hobitals and features, including creating new ones,
is fundamental to fiw 5h ms’uy e‘/nmv frabitats are protected for their nature conservation
s, sait marsh and coastal grazing marsh are estoblished within importance through interngfonal, national and locol designations. However, management
coastal :'m'e‘ 5 G vmariu t port of coastal retreat schemes. of these often v;.einer'gabfe hab:mis is essentiol if they gre fo cor mwv to refain their noture
conservotion volue and contribute to fandscape character. Major hobitot creation schemes will
The historic and inspiring long views so characteristic of the Coastal Plain, to Chichester complement these efforis
Cathedrol and its downdand backdrop, to other church towers and spires, to Arundel and its
castie and cothedrad, and from the coast to the downs, are maintained, Ohjective B: promote and celebrote the volue and voriety of the West Sussex fondscape
3.6 As well gs celebrating the variety and beguty of the landscope gnd the history it embodies,
The focal distinctiveness of villoges and their settings continues to be evident, with o return fo such countryside giso has other riches to offer reloted to health, education and guality of fife.
the greater avoilability and use of tra ;‘ Honal imri mgteriais., The importance of the countrvside for acoess and ‘”E”"":"Gi"{)h is part and parcel of heplthy living
including the gppreciation of londscape and what it has to offer

Stratesy Objective 1: ensure high guality new development which contributes to ond reinforces Landscaps Refevant Extracts:

Objectives fondscape character Guidelines for s gnsure new fand uses and development associated mfi? rurad diversification projects relate
3.1 The siting, scale and design of much new development s tending to reduce or even destrov commercial well to and retain key existing londscope features and minimise modification to existing
variety and disfinctiveness in the landscape. Much modern development, including new and industrial fandforms ond vegetation cover,.
nswwg estates and greas for husiness and industry, tend to he bullt to standardised desi Q;‘S development s pecote buildings ond associoted infrastructure to avoid foss of views on and off the site,

They have o weak “sense of place” grompting the speculation that we could he “anywher including rural infrusion on to sensitive ridgelines or prominent siopes and other highly visibie locations,
when we are in them, The Strategy is based on the principle espoused by the Countryside diversification: and to minimise damage to the settings of settiements.
Agernicy of development good enough to ;;, pprove, The desion and setfing of new develogment s secure the use of mainly notive tree, woodlond and hedge plonting fo screen developments
nust recognise, reflect and reinforce existing londscape features and the key characteristics sufficiently and integrate them with the wider landscope. This may include substantiof
wh.:c: make each Landscope Character Areg unigue and distinctive. advance woodiand planting on and off-site, in wide belts, on land secured specifically for
this purpose.
Objective 2: conserve and enhance fistoric londscape character e secure where gppropricte hobitat creation and enhancement both on ond off site as o
3.2 West Sussex is {?Ohmum,’f};’ 'c:‘* o historic londscopes and features, including historic reguirement of new development,
parkionds and gardens. No port has been unaffected by post human octivity. In many of
the Londscape () :“s racter Areas, historic landscapes ond features make g vital contribution Landscape Belovant Extracie:
¢ distinctiveness and character imparting o strong sense of place HG&"”'EV":‘K as o resuft of Guidelinesfor | o Conserve, enfiance or restore the hedgerow and show network to reinforce existing feid
changes In agricufturel practice, fack of manogerment, foss from development, and domage CONSErvVing patterns and enhance the charocter and unity of the fandscape.
to the sem’.'sgf foncient monuntents and other features, this rich historic character s being and increasing |+ encowroge oo incregse In new hedgerow trees By retaining seif-sown saplings and plonting
eroded, Appropriate conservation and monggement measures based on sustainobie forming hedgerows new Froes,
practice and appropriate development standards are therefore essentiol and shaws: « gitempt to fink hedgerows wherever possible to create wildlife corridors
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SITE LAYOUTS AND DETAILS
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APPENDIX E: SITE LAYOUTS AND DETAILS
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APPENDIX E: SITE LAYOUTS AND DETA
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Proposed bunding to marry into existing
bund to create free flowing landforim.

for reference only.
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