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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

Lizard Landscape Design and Ecology (LL0) has been 1.7
comrmissioned by Rural Associates to underiake a proportionate
Landscape and Visual Appraisal (LA} to consider the potential
tandscape and visual effects of a GTR Factory located at Arundel

Foad, Fontwell, West Sussex. (National Grid Reference: SU

95100 07000), (see Figure 1). 1.8

The LVA has been undertaken by Ed Zapp, an Assistant
Landscape Architect at LLD, reviewed by Joshua Peacock,

an Associate Landscape Planner at LLD and a Chartered
Landscape Architect with over 18 years professional experience
in Landscape and Visual impact Assessment (LVIA).

The Scheme forms part of a larger strategic area which was

granted outline planning permission with matters reserved on

13th July 2017, under planning application reference WA/22/15/ 1.9
QUT. The LVA has been undertaken to inform approach

fandscape design and management, which is additionally being
underiaken for the Site by LLD, as part of a Reserved Matters
Application.

The Site

The Site comprises a semi-rural parcel of land in use as a field in
pasture within a suburban setling, adjacent to the well trafficked
Fontwell West roundabout and A27. The Fontwell Racecourse
lies some 120m 1o the west of the Site, with the Fontwell services
io the North.

1.10

The landform about the Site has been heavily manufactured with
the inception of the adjacent AZ7 which lies some 32m Above
Ordinance Datum {aOD). The Site itself falls from east to west
with the highest point being some 30m aOBDb falling {0 a height of
24m a0D.

The Site is bounded by maiure trees {o the northern and western 1.11
boundaries with associated understory, which reduces in density

from north to south. Dense understory and scattered trees define

the field boundary 1o the east some 30m adjacent io the indicative
gastern Site boundary. Three mature field trees of some 18min

height are localed within the centre of the Sile.

The Scheme

The Scheme is understood through reference to Alan Baker
Associates Site Layout Plan and Proposed Elevation Drawings,
respectively numbered: 1723.7E, 1723.028, 1723.03B, 1723.4C,
1723.05C, 1723.06C.

The Scheme comprises the construction of a new GTH factory

of 2510m2in area, split across two buildings. The two proposed
buildings stand some 7.4m in height with the external fabric being
constructed using Kingspan Evelution Axis Cladding. The Scheme
incorporates associated parking to the north east and east of

the Site, with the proposed building being set into the existing
landform using cut and fill technigues. Access ¢ the scheme

is gained via Arundel Road, with the proposals o relocate the
existing Site entrance further east along the northern boundary.

The proposed Site layout would consist of a 5m vegetaled
tandscape buffer to form the east and southern boundaries. Lizard
Landscape Design and Ecology have been commissioned 1o
provide the landscape scheme for the project.

PLANNING POLICY, DESIGNATIONS AND LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER

Planning Policy
MNational Pianning Policy Framework, {(February 2019)

Regarding achieving well-designed places, Paragraph 124 within
Chapter 12 identifies that

1. Jthe creation of high quality buildings and places is fundamenial
fo what the planning and development process should achieve.
Good design is a key aspect of sustainable development,

creates better places in which to live and work and helps make
development acceptable to communities]...]’

With regards conserving and enhancing the natural environment,
the NPPF, Paragraph 170 ideniifies that: ‘planning policies and
decisions should contribute o and enhance the natural and local
environment by:

a} protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, Siles

of biodiversity or geological value and soils (in a manner
comimensurate with their statutory status or identified quality in the
development plan);

b) recognising the inirinsic character and beauty of the
countryside, and the wider bensfits from natural capital and
ecosystem services ~ including the economic and other benefits
of the best and most versatile agricultural fand, and of frees and
woodilandf...]’

The Arun Local Plan (2014)

Policy LAN DM1: Protection of landscape character: [dentifies that
development will be permitied where:

{...JLandscape character, including its natural features,

are conserved or enhanced,...]The historic character and
development pattern of setifermnents is respected, taking into
account their distinct identily and setlingf...[

Designations

The entirety of the vegetation on Site is covered under two TPO
areas. Through reference to Arun District Council interactive
map the vegetaion within the north western corner of the Site

is covered under TPO number TPO/EG/1/14, the remainder is
coverad under TP number TRPO/WA/Z/14.

Some 330m to the north of the Site, adjacent {o the northern
edge of the A27, lies the southern boundary of the South Downs
National Park (SONP). The majority of Ancient woodland within
the Study Area lies within the National Park with a band of
wocdland extending south towards the Site located some 230m in
distance.

Listed Buildings are scattered throughout the Study Area,

with groupings about the surrounding villages of Walberton,
Westergate and Slindon. The closest Listed Building to the Site
lies adjacent to the northern edge of the A27 some 240m to the
north west namely (Grade {f Listed) The Hermitage.
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Landscape Character
Arun Landscape Characler Study (HDA, 2006}

Through reference o the Arun Landscape Study (HDA, 2006), the
Site is located within the Fontwell to Eastergate Mosaic (LCA 76)
of the Costal Plain Enclosed Pasiure Landscape Character Type
(LCT L3).

The Fontwell 1o Eastergate Mosaic Character (LCA 16} is
described in the study with the following key characteristics:

«  ‘Small scale landscape, area contains ancient woodfand,
ecological and heritage interest and Fontwell racecourse;

»  Provides separation between Westergate and Barnham;

«  Smail scale patchwork of paddocks, pasture, horticulture
(inc glasshouses and remnant orchards) and small holdings
associated with linear, post war, low densily development;

«  Woodland at north-west corner, both well esiablished and
newly planied (associated with estales of large houses).’

Landscape Sensitivity within LCA18 is identifiedto have moderate
sensitivity to change with the highlighted following features:

¢ ‘Copses to west, some ancient woodiand and hedge
struchire;

«  Westergate / Eastergate / Fontwell mosaic not distinctive;

»  Siluated on upper coastal plain, low density mosaic notably
different to Easlergaie settlement pattern;

«  Mixed north-west woodiand contributes to wider rural
fandscape;

« It provides separation between Fontwell-Barnham,
Fontwellkastergate/ Westergate.”

Landscape Value to be of moderate value within LOA16 has been
highlighted and graded within the study as the following:

= ‘Proximily to SONF, SNCI, ancient wood, selting o
Conservation Area and listed building setting,;

«  SDNF io the north Fontwell Racecourse;

»  Very limited scenic beauty.”’
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Landscape Capacity is defined within the 2006 study by
incaorporating both landscape sensitivity and landscape value. The
Fontwell to Eastergate Mosaic Landscape Character Area (LCAT6)
is denfined to have a landscape capacily of medium.

VISUAL AMENITY

The description of visual receplors with some visibility towards the
Site is provided through reference to the Viewpoint photographs 28
within Appendix A.

Receplor Sensitivity

Through reference {o the criteria provided within Appendix B, 3.0
Users of the adjacent A27 are represenied within Viewpoint
no. 84. Receptors of these view are considered o be of Low
Sensitivity due 10 the nature and direction of fravel and existing

3.1
boundary vegetation of the scheme.

Views to the Site experienced by users of both Arundel Road and
the adjacent Foniwell Services are represented within Viewpoinis
Mo. 01, 82 and 83. The receplors within these locations are
considered to be of Moderate Sensitivity, due to there nature of
travel and exisling vegetation.

Users of Fontwell Avenue and the Fontwell Racecourse are
represented within Viewpoints No. 05 and 06. Receptors of these
views are considerad o be of Moderate Sensitivity due to the
nature of ravel and distance from which the scheme would be of a
consideration {0 users.

Zone of Visual Influence

The Zone of Visual influence (ZV{) for the Site, (see Figure 3) was
derived from the Zone of Theoretical Visibility, (see Figure 2) and
determined as pari of the field assessment and desktop analysis
of Ordnance Survey mapping, through reference o the Viewpoint
photographs.

The ZVl is indicative of the area from which the proposed built
form is likely to be visible from the public realm, taking into account
landform, built form, vegetation and distance.

Through reference fo Figure 3, the ZV| is defined as two separate
zones as follows:

¢ The zone defined in yellow is indicative of areas of publicly
accessible land from which filtered visibility of part of the
proposed building is possible through intervening vegetation
{primarily when out of leaf);

«  The zone defined in orange is indicative of areas of publicly
accessible land from which visibility of part of the proposed
building is possibie.

Visibility towards the Site is substantively confined to the northern

and weslern boundaries. The western boundary is noted to have a
poor-quality tree line in which much of the vegeiation is stunted or
decayed.

LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL APPRAISAL
Landscape Yalue

The Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
(GLVIAZ), Box 5.1 {p84 GLVIAZ) provides a range of factors that
can assist in the identification of valued landscapes. These factors
inciude:

= ‘Landscape quality (condition). A measure of the physical
stale of the landscape. It may include the extent io which
typical character is represented in individual areas, the
intactness of the landscape and the condition of individual
efements;

- Scenic guality: The lerm used o describe landscapes that
appeal primarily to the senses {primarily but not wholly the
visual senses);

s Rarity: The presence of rare elements or fealures in the
landscape or the presence of a rare Landscape Character
Type;

«  Represeniativeness: Whether the landscape conlains a
particular character and / or features or elements which are
considered particularly imporiant examples;

- Conservation interesis: The presence of features of wildiife;
garth science; archaeociogical; historical or culfural interest
can add to the value of the landscape as well as having value
in their own right;

« Recreation Value: Evidence that the landscape is valued
for recreational activity where experience of the landscape is
important;

- Perceptual aspecits: A landscape may be valued for its
perceptual qgualities, notably wildness and / or tranquillity;

- Associations: Some landscapes are associated with
particular people, such as artisis or writers.’
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3.2

3.3

3.4

3.6

3.7

The application Site is not considered to comprise a valued
landscape in relation to Paragraph 170 of the National Planning
Policy Framework.

Through reference {o the factors described in GLVIA3 the

Site is not considered to contribute 1o more than moderaie
landscape and scenic qguality, or comprise particularly rare and
representative features or characteristics of the Fontwell {o
Eastergate Mosaic Landscape Character Area (HDA, 2006).

Landscape features considered by LLD {0 positively contribuie to
landscape value across the Site comprise the following:

o Limited contribution from the enclosed field of pasture fo the
wider small scale patchwork of fields within the Fontwell to
Eastergate Mosaic Landscape Character Area;

= Coniribulion of the malure boundary vegelalion (including
oak, ash and pine trees with mixed native and ornamenial
understory scrub), along the northern and westermn boundary
of the Site to local landscape structure and relative
tranquillity;

«  Coniribution from the trees focated within the cenire of the
field to local landscape structure and relative time depth;

¢ Limited contribution from the sloping landform across the Site
(falling from east to wesl) {0 sense of enclosure and iocal
fandscape character.

Natural Change

Natural change within this location is anticipated o be limited,
due to the relative malturity of much of the existing vegetation.

Annoiative Photomontages

Relevant views identified through the assessment have been
provided with a proportionate level of visual rendering (o
Hlustrate the likely visual change resulting from the Scheme (See
Appendix A).

As such the photomontages represent the likely residual effect
immediately following construction for visual receptors. The
photomontages are not verified views.

3.8

3.8

3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

The two viewpoints selected for annotative pholomontages
comprise:

«  North easterly views towards the wesltern boundary from the
footpaih running along the adjacent Fonitwell Avenue (A29),
represented in Viewpoint no. 05,

«  Easterly views towards the wesitern boundary from the adjacent
Fontwell Racecourse vehicular access point along Fontwell
Avenue (A29), represented in Viewpoint no. 06.

The building has been localed and scaled within the viewpoint
images, relative to the comparable ground level of the mature
tree group within the centre of the Site and the southerly extent of
proposed built form, which occur at some 29m a0D.

The height of the trees, (shown in Viewpoint No. 06} is some 18m
AGL, compared with the proposed buill form of some 7.4m AGL. As
such, the built form would be over some one third the height of the
mature trees. The heights of the tree group has been understood
through reference 1o the Arboricultural assessment, provided within
the outline planning application referenced WA/22/15/0UT.

impact Assessment
Landscape Character

The part replacement of the field, within which the Site is located,
would have a Minor adverse effect on the limited contribution of
the enciosed field of pasture to the wider small scale paitchwork
of fields within the Fontwell o Eastergate Mosaic Landscape
Character Area.

The Scheme proposes o substantively retain the existing northern
and western boundary vegetation, beyond a small area, which
would be removed along the northern boundary to enable road
access to the Site. The trees located within the cenire of the field
would be retained as a feature within the proposed layout.

There is considered to be g short term Minor adverse effect from
the small area of vegetation removed along the northern boundary.
As recommended reinforcement planting about the Site boundary
matures, there is considered to be a local mid to long term Minor
beneficial effect on vegetation and the contribution of this to local
landscape structure and relative tranguillity.

3.14

3
—
o

3.16

3.47

Regarding the limited contribution from the sloping landform across
the Site to sense of enciosure and local landscape character there
would be a notable change at construction from the replacement
of the sloping field with built form. Primary mitigation includes the
GTR Factory being partly sunken into the landform. However, the
fill arising from this would result in a modified landform.

Whilst the sense of enclosure would be partly maintained through
this approach there is considered to be a localised Moderale-
Minor adverse effect on landform and the sense of enclosure
this provides io local landscape character. This would be limited
in the mid to long term, resulling from the maturing of proposed
vegetation reinforcement and structural landscaping, as outlined
within Section 4.0.

Visual Amenity

For users of Arundel Road and the adjacent Fontwell Services
(represented by Viewpoinis No. 81, 02 and 03), and for users

of the adjacent A27 {(represented by Viewpoint no. 04), due

to the intervening boundary vegetation, and existing built form
there is likely 1o be a Negligible effect when vegetation is in leaf,
increasing to a short term Minor adverse effect when vegelation
is out of leaf. This would reduce to a mid-long term Negligible
effect as proposed boundary vegetation reinforcement matured.

For users of Arundel Road, adjacent to the proposed access info
the Site, (iflustrated by Viewpoint No.02), there would be a Minor
adverse effect from the replacement of vegetation with the road
access and built form beyond, for this localised area. This would be
limited as proposed structural landscape planting matured from the
short through to long term.

For users of Fontwell Avenue and the Fontwell Racecourse
{represenied by Viewpoints No. 05 and (6) with glimpsed visibility
of the field through vegetation, the introduction of built form and

a flat roofline at an offset into part of the field would be noticeable
when vegetation was out of leaf, reducing 1o perceptible when

in leal. This is considered to result in a Minor adverse seffect on
visual amenity for users, reducing to a Negiigibie effectin the

mid {o long term as reinforcement planting matured, with a high
percentage of holly within the understory.
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4.0

4.1

LANDSCAPE CONSTRAINTS AND OPPORTUNITIES
Landscape Constraints

Landscape constraints and opportunities are identified to
communicate the relevant aspects derived from the study through
reference to Figure 7.1. The key landscape constraints identified
for the Site are considered 1o be:

%//72

Limited contribution from the enclosed field of pasture fo the
wider small scale patchwork of fields within the Fontwell to
Eastergate Mosaic Landscape Character Area;

W,
_

Contribution of the mature boundary vegelation (including
oak, ash and pine trees with mixed native and ornamenial
understory scrub), afong the northern and western boundary
of the Site to local landscape structure and relative
tranquillity;

y
7

N
§\§ Coniribution from the trees located within the cenire of the
field to local landscape structure and relative time depth;

Limited contribution from the sloping landform across the Site
{falling from east to wesl) {o sense of enclosure and local
fandscape character.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL WA/108/20/DOC

4.2

4.3

4.4

Landscape Opporiunities

Landscape opportunities are defined both 1o respond to the
constraints identified for the Site through either recommending
approaches which avoid or reduce potential impacts from the
Scheme, but also to define Site specific enhancement measures
which will assist in achieving high quality design.

The key landscape opporiunities which are integrated into the
Scheme approach are identified as primary mitigation, followed by
secondary mitigation recommended for the Scheme through this
assessment.

Primary mitigation incorporated into the Scheme, as described
within Section 1.0 includes:

Avoid - Subsiantive retention of exisfing mature boundary
vegetation (including consideration of root protection areas),
and its contribution to local levels of relative tranquillity, green
infrastructure and visual amenity;

Avoid and Reduce - Trees located within the cenire of the
field would be retained as a feature within the proposed
fayout and a 5m wide tree and shrub belt continued about
the eastern and southern boundary to integrate the budlt form
into the enciosed landform and surrounding field boundary
vegetation,;

Reduce - Impact on sense of enclosure and local landscape
character from sloping landform, minimised by the GTR
Factory being partly sunken into the landform;

Enhance - Incorporation of attenuation pond upon the lower
ground to the west of the Site, providing biodiversity and Suds
drainage opporunities.

4.5 Secondary mitigation recommended for the Scheme through this
assessment includes:

Reduce and Enhance - Reinforcement io existing boundary
vegetation, particularly where there is glimpsed visibilily into
the Site, with improvement to green infrastructure;

Reduce - Incorporation of native tree and undersiory
vegetation to infill the gap left due {o the relocation of the Site
access point;

Reduce - Reprofile the cut landform to as naturalistic a finish
as possible, to mainiain the sense of enclosure. Use native
belts of vegetalion fo integrate the reprofiled landform;

Enhance - Consider approaches to providing biodiversity net
gain on Site, including creation of wildflower meadows and
woodland edge grassiand mixes.
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APPENDIX A - VIEWPOINT PHOTOGRAPHS AND ANNOTATIVE PHOTOMONTAGES
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APPENDIX A - VIEWPOINT PHOTOGRAPHS AND ANNOTATIVE PHOTOMONTAGES LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL APPRAISAL STATEMENT

Site

R s

z g Date: 12th November 2019 Description
Vi@Wﬁ@fﬁf M@" Q‘i Time: 10:46 ami Representative view towards the northern and eastern boundaries of the Site. The view shows the large vegetation along the
Location: Roundabout adjoining both Arundel Road ~ Weather: Clear Weather Conditions northern boundary, including the existing built form running along the northern extent of the eastern boundary, further enclosing the
and London Road, Lighting Conditions: Good Visibility Site.
Approximate Ground Level: 30 melres aOD
Direction of View: South west Ordnance Survey Grid Coordinales: SU 85210 ?7047 Sie .,

z H Date: 29th August 2018 Description
Vi@%’ﬁﬁiﬁf NQ“ Qg Timeg: 68:57 am Representative view in a southerly direction along the northern boundary. The view i located at the access point 1o the Fontwell
Location: Access Road o the service siation and Weather: Clear Weather Conditions services, the view illustrates a proportionate exient of the existing vegetation along the northern boundary, with the localised gradient
associate car park. Lighting Conditions: Good Visibifity in topography being svident along the access road (Arundel road).
Approximalte Ground Level: 30 metres aCpD
Direction of View: South Ordnance Survey Grid Coordinaltes: SU 95152 07066
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APPENDIX A - VIEWPOINT PHOTOGRAPHS AND ANNOTATIVE PHOTOMONTAGES LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL APPRAISAL STATEMENT

Date: 28th August 2013 Description

Vi@Wﬁ@iﬁf M@" @3 Time: 08:58 am Representative view in a south easterly direction towards the Site with exisling boundary vegetation encompassing much of the view.
Location: Roundaboul adjoining the main A27 Weather: Clear Weather Conditions The current access point is visible within the view proposed to be relocated further to the east along the northern boundary. The
highway with Arundef Road and Fontwell Avenue. Lighting Conditions: Good Visibility iocalise gradient within the topography can be seen within this view faliing from sast to west.

Approximate Ground Level: 26 metres a0OD
Direction of View: South east Ordnance Survey Grid Coordinales: SU 95085 67091 i

.

]

.

Date: 28th August 2018 Description

Vf@Wﬁ@iﬁf MQ” @4 Time: 09:16 am Representative south easterly view from a footpath associated with the main A27 (Arundel Road). The large mature vegetation within
Location: View from foolpath associated with the Weather: Clear Weather Condifions the northern and western boundaries can be seen within this view, running to the south. The slight localised fall can be sean within
main A27 Highway. Lighting Conditions: Good Visibility this view falling to the south,

Approximate Ground Level: 25 melres a0D

Direction of View: East Ordnance Survey Grid Coordinates: SU 95027 070897
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GTR Factory

APPENDIX A - VIEWPOINT PHOTOGRAPHS AND ANNOTATIVE PHOTONMONTAGES LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL APPRAISAL STATEMENT

i
ol
e
7
L

L

D N
S N - -
: z Date: 28th August 2018 Description
Vi@Wﬁ@iﬁf MQ" @5 Time: 08:07 am lHustrative north easterly view towards the Scheme, along Fontweli Avenue show the mature vegetation along the western boundary
Location: View along Foriwell Avenue running Weather: Clear Weather Conditions proposed for refention, with the indicative southern boundary visible within this view. Receptors of this view comprise vehicular users
adjacent with the western boundary. Lighling Conditions: Good Visibifity of the adjacently running, Fontwell Avenue (AZ9) traveling at speed.

Approximate Ground Level: 23 melres aOD

Diraction of View: North east Ordnance Survey Grid Coordinates: SU 94986 (06928

" ; - I Description
Vf@Wﬁ @iﬁf M@“ @5 Fh@f@iﬁ@ﬁf&g e Qf pﬁ"@ﬁ @ﬁ@d Biﬁf@fﬁ The lower extent of the building, cut into the landform would be visible through filtered visibility due to the extent of the existing
boundary vegetation. The perceptibility of the building changes when vegstation is out of leaf with the scheme becoming more
exposed.
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APPENDIX A - VIEWPOINT PHOTOGRAPHS AND ANNOTATIVE PHOTOMONTAGES LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL APPRAISAL STATEMENT

Matore Central Trees . )
" GTR Factory ’ g g * Site GTR Factory

A

\

T i

@5 Date: 28th August 2018 Description
Time: 08:08 am lHustrative view towards the western Site boundary along Fontwell Avenue (A29) some 50m to the north of Viewpoint no. 05. The

Weather: Clear Weather Conditions mature existing boundary vegetation dominates this view with the understory planting reducing in density from north {o south. To the
Lighting Conditions: Good Visibility right of this view the falling gradient of the Site can be seen falling from east to west.

Approximate Ground Level: 23 melres a0D

Ordnance Survey Grid Coordinates: SU 94890 06958

.

Location: Main access point to the Fonitweli
Racecourse adiacent to the western boundary some
10m in distance.

Direction of View: East

NN

. &\\\\\\\ ~

i § - Py . ifeds Description
Vi@Wﬁ@fﬁi M@" @ﬁ ph@f@iﬁ@ﬁfﬁg@ @f Pf@p@@@@? ﬁiﬁi@fﬁg The proposed GTR buillding would appear to be shorter than the existing boundary vegstation within this view, with small extents
being visible through the gaps within the boundary vegetation. The proposed building would increase in visibility from this current
view when vegetation is out of leal.
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APPENDIX B - LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL APPRAISAL - METHODOLOGY
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METHODOLOGY
General

This assessment has been prepared with reference o the
following guidance:

= An approach lo landscape sensitivity assessment — to inform
spatial planning and land management. {(Natural England,
June 2018}

«  Landscape Character Assessment - Guidance for
England and Scotland (Scottish Natural Herflage and The
Couniryside Agency, 2002); An Approach to Landscape
Character Assessment, (Natural England, 2014);

»  Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment,
Third Edition, published by the Institute of Environmental
Management and Assessment and the Landscape instilute,
2013 (GLVIA3);

»  Photography and photomontage in landscape and visual
impact assessment, Advice Note 01/71, published by the
Landscape Institute, 2011;

«  Visual represeniation of development proposals, Technical
Guidance Note 02/17, published by the Landscape Institute,
31 March 2017.

in accordance with GLVIAZ, the following distinct but inter-
related assessments are undertaken:

¢ Assessment of landscape character effects — assessing
effects of the proposal on landscape as a resource through:
‘changes to physical areas/features of the landscape and/or
the aesthetic, perceptual and experiential characteristics that
make different landscapes distinclive...;

«  Assessment of visual amenity effecis — assessing effects
of the proposal on the views available {o people and
their visual amenily through: ‘changes in the context and
character of views as a result of the change or ioss of
existing elements of the landscape and/or the introduction of
new slemenis’.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL WA/108/20/DOC

APPENDIX B - LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL APPRAISAL - METHODOLOGY

The Study Area

The extent of the Wider Study Area is defined by the Scheme's
Zone of Theorstical Visibility (Z7V). The ZTV defines the potential
visibility of the Scheme based on landform, determined during the
deskiop survey and analysis from reference to Ordnance Survey
mapping and Google Earth Viewshed output. The ZTV is primarily
used to identify viewpoints or areas to be visited during the field
survey.

Through reference 1o the field survey and review of resulting
photographs a Zone of Visual influence (ZV/) is identified, which
identifies the exient of land that is visually connected with the
Site, viewed from the public realm, taking into account landform,
vegetation, built structure and distance.

The Study Area is subsequently defined to enable a proportionate
evaiuation of likely effects on landscape and views.

Field Survey

The field survey work was carried out in clear weather conditions
on the 28th August 2018, when vegetation was in leaf.

Landscape Character

Existing landscape character assessments are reviewed 1o inform
the baseline in advance of the field survey work. This informs

a proportionate understanding of landscape character across

the study area, which through reference to landscape planning
designations provides the baseline of gualitative and quantitative
information against which the polential landscape effects of the
Scheme can be predicied.

Within this Study the term ‘landscape’ is synonymous with its
definition within the European Landscape Convention as: ‘An area,
as perceived by people, whose character is the result of the action
and interaction of nalural and/or human factors’. The Convention
is very wide in scope and covers: ‘nafural, rural, urban and peri-
urban areas, which include land, indand water and marine areas.’
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Yisual Amenity

Key viewpoints are selected to represent a range of
potential visual effects which may occur from the proposal,
demonstrating long, medium and short distance views where
available. Short distance views are categorised based on
the viewpoint being within 500m of the Site, mid-distance
{(500m-1km) or long-distance views (beyond Tkm).

Viewpoints are identified as either represeniative, illustrative

or specific. Representative viewpoinis are selected 1o best
represent the nature of a view and where the effects are unlikely
to differ across an area. lllustrative viewpcints are otherwise
used to demonstrate an effect restricted to that particular
location. Where a viewpoint is particularly noteworthy and
sometimes promoted, associated with a designated landscape
or feature, then this may be identified as a specific viewpoint.

The photographs have been taken using a Canon EOS 650D

Digital SLR Camera with an 18-55m lens, which was manually
set {0 the 35mm film camera equivalent focal length of 50mm,
(approximately 3imm af 1.6x conversion) at each shot.

The viewpoini images, {(see Appendix A) have been taken at
approximately 1.7m above ground for consistency and in order
to replicate the view an average sized person would experience
in that location. The date, time, weather, lighting conditions and
direction of view has been recorded including the approximate
ground level and Crdnance Survey grid coordinates.

A series of single shot photographs have been composed to
form panoramic photographs using the cylindrical projection
function in Adobe Photoshop. The images are marginally
cropped to remove white space from the surrounding edges, 1o
enable the composition of the visual components o be clearly
presented.

The viewpoini photographs are presented 16 be viewed upon
an A3 size of paper (420 x 297mm), held at arms length.
Based upon variables introduced from differing arm length of
between 300mm - 500mm, the resulling relative scale of visual
components are presenied to approximate with the extent of
that visible 1o a viewer within the landscape.
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Assessment Criteria Landscape quality {condition) is defined in relation to perceptions The criteria in Table 4 are used to define the nature of the
Land p ‘A ; as to what the typical or ideal characieristics of a given area might landscape effect:
7 m, men : . . )
Anascape impact Assessme be. GLVIAS defines this as: ‘A measure of the physical state of the e .
) ) , , . . Table 4 - Landscape Effect Criteria Definitions
The evaiuation of landscape effects considers two types of landscape. It may include the extent to which typical character is Erioct Y
impact: represented in individual areas, the intactness of the landscape e - '
and the condition of individual elements.’ Significant Major | The proposed scheme would result in effects
= Changes to the fabric of the landscape resulting from . adverse that are at a complete variance with the
T ) o . . . , fandform, scale and paittern of the [andscaps;
loss/addition of key features (such as trees, woodiands, The criteria in Table 2 are used to identify magnitude of landscape would permanenily degrade, diminish or destroy
hedgerows),; change: the integrity of valued characteristic features,

. drired . oy ; elements and/or their setting; would cause a
Changes to the intrinsic Char,:f;’cter of the local and wider Tabis 2 — Magnitude of Landscape Change Criteria very high quality landscape to be permanently
fandscape (the degree to which the proposed scheme affects Magnitude | Criteria changed and its quality diminished.
the overall paftern of elemenis thal give the landscape ifs High Notable change in key landscape characteristics and Major adverse The propose;i scheme wguid resglt in effects that
particular character including aesthetic, percepiual and features over an extensive area ranging to a very are at a considerabie variance 1o the landscape
experiential characteristics and/or distinctiveness). intensive change over a more limited area. scale, landiorm and pattern degrading the

- - , — integrity of the landscape; would be substantially
Madium Partial changes in key landscaps characteristics and

damaging to a high guality landscape.
Moderate adverse | The proposed schems would be out of scale

features over a wide area ranging to notable changes

The landscape effect of any proposal depends on both the i 3 more limited area,

iivi e . . . . . - with the landscape or at odds with the iocal
sensitivity of tﬁe landscape to the nature of the praposed change Low Minor or virtually imperceptible change in any area of pattern and iand?orm' would be damaging to a
and the magnitude or scale of change. landscape characteristics and features. landscape of recognised quality.

TR ; ; vt ) ) . Minor adverse The proposed scheme would not quite fit into
The criteria in Table 1 are used 1o identily landscape sensitivity: The framework shown in Table 2 is used to inform the the landform and scale of the landscape:
Table 1 - Landscape Sensitivity Criteria identification of adverse or beneficial effect thresholds from the would affect an area of recognised landscape
Sensitivity | Criteria differing combinations of levels of landscape sensitivity and character,
. . Negligible The proposed scheme would complement the
High Landscape or fandscape features of distinctive magnitude: scale, landform and pattern of the landscape:
character in good condition, highly valued and maintain existing landscape gualit
considered susceplible to relatively small changes. Table 3 - Effect Threshokis Framework - - kUL praety ,
T —— — f — Magnitude | Sensitivity Minor beneficial | The proposed scheme has the potential to
eGium andscape or landscape fealures of moderate improve the landscape guality and character,
condition and value and considered reasonably tolerant High Medium Low fit in with the scale, landform and pattern of the
of change. High Significant Major Moderato landscape; enable the restoration of valued
Low Alandscape or landscape features of generally poor Tedi Yo y v characteristic features partially lost through other
condition and low value and considered potentially edium or oderate i land uses.
tolerant of substantial change. Low Moderate Minor Negligibie Moderate The proposed scheme would have the potential
beneficial to fit very well with the landscape characler,
_ R . e e . . removal of damage caused by existing lan
the nature, scale and duration of change. Duration is judged on and provide an initial indication of the likely effect arising from the USeS.
a scale as follows: short (0-5 Years), medium (5-10 years) and assessment of magnitude and sensitivity. Given that the criteria
long (10-25 years). This is based on the timeframe within which major / moderate / low / negligible represent levels on a continuum
it is considered likely that any specific proposed tree and shrub or continuous graduation, application of the framewaork also
planting or habitat creation would reach a satisfactory height or requires the application of professional judgement and awareness
maturity to reinforce or provide appropriate landscape structure. of the relative balance of importance between sensitivity and
magnitude.
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Visual Impact Assessment

The visual effect of any proposal depends on both the relative
sensitivity of the visual receptor to the nature of the proposed
change and the magnitude or scale of change.

The following criteria in Table § are used (o identify the likely
relative sensitivity of visual receptors, (which may include users of
public rights of way, areas of open public access, public highways
and communily areas, but generally does not include residential
properties).

Table 5 - Visual Sensitivity Criteria

Relative Type of Viewer
Sensitivity
High Receptors experiencing views of high value importance
and/or who will notice any change to visual amenity by
reason of the naturs of use and their expsctations.
Moderate | Receptors experiencing incidental views not critical to
amenity and/ or the nature of the view is not g primary
consideration of the users.

Low Receptors where the changed view is unimportant/
irrelevant and / or users are not sensitive 1o change.

The magnitude of changes o visual amenity depends upon the
nature, scale and duration of change.

Duration is judged on a scale as follows: short (0-5 Years),
medium (5-70 years), long (10-25 years). This is based on the

timeframe within which it is considered likely that any specific
proposed tree and shrub planting would reach a satisfactory
height and density to filler or reduce intervening views.
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The criteria in Table & are used o identify magnitude of visual
change:

Table & — Magnitude of Visual Change Crileria

Magnitude | Criteria

High Where the proposed scheme or elements of the
scheme will dominate the view and fundamentally
change its composition in terms of form, scale and
mass, line, height, colour and texture.

Moderate | Where the proposed scheme or elements of the
scheme will be noticeable in the view, affecting it
composition in terms of form, scale and mass, line,
height, colour and texture.

Low Where the proposed schame or elemenis of the
scheme will be only a minor element of the overali view
that are likely 1o be missed by ths casual observer and/
or scarcely appreciated.

The framework shown in Table 3, with the accompanying
note {(gbove) is used fo determine adverse or beneficial effect
thresholds from the differing combinations of levels of visual
sensitivity and magnitude of visual change.
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The criteria in Table 7 are used io define the nature of the visual
effect:

Tabls 7 — Visual Effect Criteria Definitions

Effect Definition
Significant Where the scheme would cause a significant
adverse deterioration to the character of an existing

promotled view.

Major adverse Vihere the scheme would cause a significant
deterioration to the character of the existing

VIEW.

Moderale adverse | Where the scheme would cause a neticeable
deterioration to the character of the existing
view.

Minor adverss Whare the schems would cause a barely
perceptible deterioration o the character of the

existing view.

Nagligible Mo discernible dsterioration or improvement in
the existing view.

Minor beneficial | Where the scheme would cause a barely
perceptible improvement o the character of the
existing view.

Moderatls Whare the schems would cause a noticeabls
beneficial improvement to the character of the existing
VIEW.
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Figure 1. Development Site Location
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Site Boundary.
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Figure 2. Zone of Theoretical Visibility.
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Legend

Site Boundary.

Viewpoint Location and Direction.

Areas of publicly accessible land
from which fillered visibility of part
of the Site is possible through
intervening vegetatlion (primarily
when out of leaf);

Areas of publicly accessible land
 from which visibility of part of the
Site is possible.

Figure 3. Zone of Visual Influence and
Viewpoint Photograph Locations.
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Legend

Site Boundary.

Constraints and Opporiunities,

Constraints.

§§\

Oppertunities.

\ : See Section 4.0 for supporting description
of Constraints and Opportunities.
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200 Figure 4. Constraints and Opportunities.
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LIZARD

Landscape Design and Ecology

The Old Bank, 34 South Street, Tarring, Worthing, West Sussex, BN14 7LH
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