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Introduction and Purpose of the Study
Wynne-Williams Associates have been appointed by Bidwells LLP on behalf of Mr Cowell to
undertake a landscape character and visual impact appraisal of a 16.65ha parcel of land
south of Claydon, Suffolk. Mr Cowell is seeking to establish the development potential of
the land with regard to residential dwellings.
Wynne-Williams Associates is a practice registered with the Landscape Institute with many
years’ experience in landscape design and landscape and visual impact assessments. The
report has been compiled by Karen Lacey CMLI (Chartered Member of the Landscape
Institute) and assisted by Bobby Browne, Landscape Architect.
The purpose of this report is twofold. Firstly, to provide a landscape character
assessment of the land and the surrounding landscape. Secondly, to provide a visual
assessment which will analyse the visibility of the land from the surrounding
landscape, assess the impact of changes and identify where potential development
could be accommodated without adverse impact to the visual amenity of the local
area.
The assessment had been carried out using guidance set out in the Landscape
Institute Guidance for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (3rd Edition).

2

Site Description
The study area is located in Mid-Suffolk, between Ipswich and Claydon (see Figure 1). The
site is currently in use as agricultural land and is separated from adjacent plots by a series
of ditches, hedgerows and mature treelines. The majority of the site sits on the eastern
slope of the River Gipping valley, with elevation varying from 12m to 44m above ordnance
datum. A series of public rights of way (PROW), consisting of public footpaths, bridleways
and restricted byways, go through and around the site (see Figure 2).
The southern portion of the site is currently affected by construction work for cabling to
link The East Anglia ONE offshore windfarm with an onshore substation in Burstall, near
Bramford. The project is managed by Scottish Power and includes a temporary haul road,
deep ditch excavation and earth mounding. The windfarm is expected to be fully
operational in 2020, with all landscape reinstated to its previous state by this point.

wynne-williams associates

Page 3

Land South of Claydon Landscape Character and
Visual Impact Appraisal

September 2019

Figure 1 – Site Location Map (site shown in red)

Crown copyright. All rights reserved. License number: 100046255
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Figure 2 – Site Description Map
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The Landscape Context
Landscape context is assessed using a combination of fieldwork observation and review of
existing landscape character studies for the local area. These studies vary in their
geographical extent, from the Natural England Character Area, which covers a wide
swathe of countryside in Suffolk, through to the more local level. The studies are also used
as baseline reference data for local authorities deciding planning applications and include
not only description of landscape character but also recommendations for planning
guidelines. A summary of the relevant descriptions from these baseline studies follows
below.

3.1

Baseline studies

3.1.1

Natural England National Character Area
The study site and surrounding area is located in National Character Area 86; South Suffolk
and North Essex Claylands.
Characteristics of this NCA which are present in the landscape are:

3.1.2



An undulating chalky boulder clay plateau is dissected by numerous river valleys,
giving a topography of gentle slopes in the lower, wider valleys and steeper slopes
in the narrower upper parts.



Fragments of chalk give many of the soils a calcareous character, which also
influences the character of the semi-natural vegetation cover.



Lowland wood pasture and ancient woodlands support the dormouse and a rich
diversity of flowering plants on the clay plateau. Large, often ancient hedgerows
link woods and copses, forming wooded skylines.



The agricultural landscape is predominantly arable with a wooded appearance.
There is some pasture on the valley floors. Field patterns are irregular despite
rationalisation, with much ancient countryside surviving.

Suffolk Local Character Area
The Suffolk Local Character Assessment, carried out in 2011, was conducted at a strategic
scale and therefore comes with the following guidance, “the boundaries between
landscapes are only indicative of the change of the physical and cultural patterns between
areas. This means that when working at a site scale, especially when close to boundaries,
users should be careful to identify which landscape type the land parcel belongs to, based
on its characteristics”.
It is therefore important to consider the four character types that the assessment identifies
as being dispersed throughout or very close to the study area; Ancient Estate Claylands,
Ancient Rolling Farmlands, Plateau Estate Farmlands, and Rolling Estate Farmlands. Key
characteristics and, where available, accompanying development guidance notes for each
character type are given below. The assessment also identifies Urban and Valley
Meadowlands as landscape character areas in close proximity to the site. These are clearly
distinct from the character of the study area and are therefore not detailed below.
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Ancient Estate Claylands
Key characteristics present within the study area:


Dissected Boulder Clay plateau



Organic pattern of field enclosures



Straight boundaries where influence of privately owned estates is strongest



Enclosed former greens and commons



Distinctive estate cottages



Ancient semi-natural woodland

Accompanying guidance notes express a concern that settlement expansion is eroding
the characteristic form and vernacular styles of this landscape typology. It states,
“Parishes in this landscape tend to consist of multiple clusters of varying sizes. The
release of land for development should, if at all possible, reflect the local pattern.
Ribbon development destroys this pattern and can have a considerable impact on the
wider landscape. When vernacular styles and detailing are used for housing or other
development the choice should echo that of the immediate locality or the specific
cluster in which the development is proposed.”

3.1.4

Ancient Rolling Farmlands
Key characteristics present within the study area:


Rolling arable landscape of chalky clays and loams



Field pattern of ancient random enclosure. Regular fields associated with areas of
heathland enclosure



Hedges of hawthorn and elm with oak, ash and field maple as hedgerow trees



Scattered with ancient woodland parcels containing a mix of oak, lime, cherry,
hazel, hornbeam, ash and holly



Network of winding lanes and paths, often associated with hedges, create visual
intimacy



Dispersed settlement pattern of loosely clustered villages, hamlets and isolated
farmsteads of mediaeval origin



Farmstead buildings are predominantly timber-framed, the houses colour-washed
and the barns blackened with tar. Roofs are frequently tiled, though thatched
houses can be locally significant

Guidance notes for Ancient Rolling Farmlands are identical to Ancient Estate Claylands.
Part of parcel A and B are located within this character area.

3.1.5

Plateau Estate Farmlands
Key characteristics present within the study area:


Large scale rectilinear field pattern



Network of tree belts and coverts

wynne-williams associates

Page 7

Land South of Claydon Landscape Character and
Visual Impact Appraisal
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18th- 19th & 20th century landscape parks



Clustered villages with a scattering of farmsteads around them



Vernacular architecture is often 19th century estate type of brick and tile
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Guidance in the accompanying notes outlines potential opportunities for development, “In
respect of visual impact, the regular nature of this landscape means that it does have more
potential capacity to accept significant settlement expansion than the ancient countryside
of the claylands. The Plateau Farmland with its simpler and more modern land cover
pattern and extensive regular pattern of tree cover can be adapted to accept larger
growth.
This landscape does have a history of settlement. Therefore, there is some capacity, in
terms of landscape character, for the tightly clustered settlements to expand. However, it is
important to integrate the settlement edge into the surrounding rural and sparsely settled
countryside to minimise the impact on the character of the wider countryside”.
The potential sites are adjacent to, but not included in this character area.

3.1.6

Rolling Estate Farmlands


Key characteristics present within the study area:



Gently sloping valley sides and plateau fringes



Generally deep loamy soils



An organic pattern of fields modified by later realignment



Coverts and plantations with some ancient woodlands

The accompanying Guidance Notes state, “In these valley side landscapes, the visual
impact of new vertical elements is increased by the landform. Therefore, new buildings are
likely to have a significant impact on both the character and visual amenity of valley floor
and valley side landscape types. The setting of specific features and elements of these
landscapes, such as small-scale enclosure patterns or historic buildings and monuments,
can also be significantly damaged.”
The majority of the land being assessed in within this character area and mostly typical of
its characteristics.
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Figure 3 – Suffolk Local Character Area Assessment Map
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Landscape Fringes of Ipswich Settlement Sensitivity Assessment
Alison Farmer Associates were commissioned in 2018 to conduct a settlement
sensitivity assessment on areas surrounding Ipswich. The study site lies fully within
area ‘CB4’ of this assessment. The report highlights that part of the upper slopes of
the Gipping Valley are more sensitive to future development due to their elevation and
visual prominence. It also recognises the value of the landscape between Claydon and
Whitton as providing separation between the settlements.
Although these observations raise important considerations for any proposed
development within the study area, the generalisations do not fully represent the site.
Existing vegetation acts to screen visibility to the highest parts of the proposed site
and, if development was permitted within this area, there would still be a substantial
landscape buffer preventing coalescence between Claydon and Whitton.

3.2

Conclusions from the baseline character studies
The baseline landscape character studies provide a good overview of the context within
which the site is located. Many of the features identified in the studies are present and, in
the most part, are accurately spatially described. However, the strategic level of the
baseline assessments does mean that there are variations in character at the site scale.
With a view to providing a finer grained and detailed landscape character description for
the site, additional field assessment was carried out in December 2018, January and June
2019 by WWA. Using the Suffolk Landscape Character Assessment as a basis, some
additional character areas were identified and some amendments to area boundaries were
also identified. These are detailed below:

4



The Suffolk Landscape Character Assessment classifies the main settlement of
Claydon as ‘Rolling Estate Farmlands’ when it actually displays the characteristics
of an ‘Urban’ area.



The distinctive nature of the A14 corridor has not been recognised in the Suffolk
Landscape Character Assessment. This significant infrastructure feature changes
the character of its immediate surroundings and is a prominent dividing line in the
local landscape.



Pockets of commercial development have not been separately assessed when
clearly they have a more urban landscape character.

GLVIA Guidelines
The landscape and visual assessment have been undertaken in accordance with the
guidance given in ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ Third Edition
(GLIVIA 3) published by the Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental
Assessment, 2013. This recommends that an assessment is made of the likely impacts of
the development and their significance. The approach distinguishes between landscape
and visual effects;
Landscape effects consider the effect of proposed development on the existing landscape
as a resource in its own right.
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Visual effects consider the effect on specific views and on the general visual amenity
experienced by people.
The Guidance also makes a distinction between landscape receptors and visual receptors:
Landscape receptors are defined aspects of the landscape resource that have the potential
to be affected by a proposal.
Visual receptors are individuals and/or defined groups of people who have the potential to
be affected by a proposal.
The appraisal process is divided into a description of:


The existing landscape base line



Appraisal of the landscape effects



The existing visual baseline



Appraisal of visual effects



Suggested mitigation techniques

Fieldwork for the assessment was carried out in December 2018 and January 2019 and this
report contains observations and photos taken only from these dates. All photos were
taken by the report authors following guidance in GLIVA3.

4.1

Landscape Effects
Landscape effects are an important consideration when assessing the development
potential of a site. They may be adverse, neutral, or beneficial and are determined
[Appendix B Table 6] as part of the landscape appraisal of the proposed development
once operational. The landscape appraisal considers;
• The type of effect
• The sensitivity of the baseline landscape
• The predicted magnitude of effect

4.2

Sensitivity of Landscape Receptors
Landscape sensitivity is defined as a combination of the landscape quality of the
receptor and its capacity to accommodate change without significant effects on its
components or overall character.
Landscape receptors are defined in Appendix B Table 3. Receptors can include
individual and constituent landscape elements, aesthetic and perceptual qualities, and
landscape character. Highly valued landscapes may have local or national
designations, but many landscapes are valued by their communities for different
reasons without being formally designated as a high quality or highly valued
landscape.
The condition of the landscape and its level of intactness within a character type are
important factors in assessing sensitivity. The landscape sensitivity has been assessed
using the methodology and definitions set out in Appendix B, Table 1 and 3, it
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considers both the quality of the receptor and the receptor’s ability to accommodate
change as compared to the baseline.
The landscape surrounding the study area is representative of the attributes outlined
in the relevant landscape character assessments. There are, however, no elements
that have been designated at a regional level. Therefore, the landscape description
that fits the site most accurately is the high/local category (Appendix B Table 2):
‘Reasonably attractive landscapes with some attractive features and a few intrusive
elements. Variable condition of vegetation and lacking in local designations but
nevertheless of value to the local area.’
The existing landscape is managed and noticeably influenced by human activity, with
infrastructure such as roads, commercial units and housing bounding parts of the sites.
However, these intrusions are not evenly distributed, meaning that capacity for
development is not uniform across the sites. Areas with the most intrusion will have more
ability to accommodate some change, especially if views from adjacent residential
properties and public footpaths are approached sensitively. There are also opportunities
for landscape mitigation features to lessen the impact of the development - these would
need to be considered if proposals were to progress further.

4.3

Magnitude of Change in landscape character
The magnitude of change has been assessed in accordance with the criteria set out in
Appendix B Table 5.
Although proposed development on the site has not be detailed, it is reasonable to
assess the magnitude of change in landscape character to be high if residential
elements were introduced to the site. This would be the case for the central portion of
the site and cause “change that may be large in scale and extent, including the loss of
key landscape elements and features or the addition of new uncharacteristic elements
or features, leading to a change in the overall landscape character”.
However, northern and southern parts of the site are adjacent to areas that have already
experienced a high level of development; new housing on Willow Close and commercial
units along Old Ipswich Road respectively. Therefore, changes to these parts of the site
“may have prominence but are not considered to be substantially uncharacteristic in the
existing landscape”. This would be classified as a medium magnitude of change to
landscape character.
The change which will result from the development will be permanent and direct, but its
overall impact could be lessened with time if appropriate mitigation tree and hedgerow
planting matures and provides increased screening to the development at height.
Therefore, with reference to the tables in Appendix B, the magnitude of change is
judged as being medium to high when assessing the site as part of the wider
landscape.
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Appraisal of Landscape Effects
Landscape effect is determined by reference to the baseline assessment of the existing
landscape and can be classified as adverse, neutral or beneficial [Appendix B Table 6].
Detailed proposals for the development have not been produced, so it is difficult at this
time to fully comment on the potential landscape effects. However, the introduction of
residential development to the site could lead to the loss of up to 16.65ha of Grade 3
agricultural land (good to moderate). There is also the potential for damage to existing
mature trees and hedgerows if the development were not to be designed with ecological
sensitivity in mind. A full Arboricultural Constraints Survey and Preliminary Ecological
Appraisal would be required if proposals were to go any further.
The landscape effect of the proposed development in the wider landscape has been
estimated as moderate adverse (that is: it would be out of scale with the landscape or
at odds with the local pattern and landform, and would leave an adverse effect on a
landscape of recognised quality).

5

Landscape Value
Methodology for assessing landscape value is set out in the Guidelines for Landscape
and Visual Impact Assessment 3rd Edition, box 5.1. It is necessary to examine the site
and the role it plays within its immediate context. The headings below outline the
factors to be considered:

5.1

Landscape Quality (Condition)
The site consists of large areas of open Grade 3 agricultural land with native and nonnative tree and hedge planting also present on the boundaries of the site. Most of this tree
and hedge planting shows signs of regular maintenance and is in moderate to good
condition.

5.2

Scenic Quality
There are substantial views in and out of the site from multiple PROWs. Although elements
such as overhead power lines and the A14 corridor intrude on some views, scenic value
across the site is high.

5.3

Rarity
There are no rare or unusual landscape features present on site or in the immediate area.

5.4

Representativeness
The site has many characteristics of the surrounding rural landscape and is somewhat
representative of the wider character areas.

5.5

Conservation Interests
The existing site does provide some biodiversity value in terms of habitat provision, but
this will mainly be limited to hedgerows and treelines.
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Figure 4 shows the proximity of listed buildings to the site. 37 listed buildings and
features are present within 1.5km of site boundaries. Most of these would not be
adversely impacted by potential development due to topography and existing tree
lines and hedgerows. However, there could be distant broken views of the potential
development from the Church of St Mary and Rise Hall, as well as distant open views
from Mockbeggars Hall. There may also be close-range broken views to potential
development from Claydon hall.
Figure 4 – Listed Buildings Map

5.6

Recreational Value
There are a moderate number of public rights of way in the area, with public footpaths
defining the northern and eastern boundaries of the site. A further network of public
footpaths, bridleways and a restricted byway extend south and east of the site. Aside from
PROWs, the site is not open to public use.
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Appraisal of landscape value
Overall the site does hold local value in terms of agricultural potential, scenic and
recreational worth. The site also holds limited biodiversity value. However, the lack of
designation or rare landscape features limits the site’s value to local.

6

Visual Survey and Findings

6.1

Selection of Viewpoints
Viewpoints selected for photographic analysis were chosen to be representative of the
views that can be obtained within and around the site. All viewpoints outside of the site
were selected to be publicly accessible sites on roads or footpaths. These viewpoints are
considered to be the most sensitive in GLVIA. The only exception to this being viewpoint 21,
which is taken from a private road leading to Mockbeggars Hall. The Grade II* listing of
this building made it necessary to assess the potential visual effect from this viewpoint.
Figure 5 shows the location of photographic viewpoints. Commentary on the viewpoints is
included with each photograph in Appendix A.

6.2

Summary of Visibility to Proposed Development
There are some short-range broken views to the proposed site from viewpoints to the
north-east and east. These views are focused on higher land to the east of the site and
include views from sensitive receptors such as residential properties, users of PROWs, and
from Grade II listed Claydon Hall.
Visibility to the northern part of the site is direct and open from viewpoints 10, 11, 12, 13,
14, 15 and 16. There is also a direct, distant view from Mockbeggars Hall, represented by
viewpoint 21. A broken view to Claydon Hall is illustrated by viewpoint 18.
Long-distance broken views to the site can be seen from viewpoints 9, 19, 21, 23, 24, 25,
26, 29, 30, 31.
The screening effect of topography and mature vegetation mean that there are very
limited views to the site from long-distance viewpoints to the north, east and south. There
will, however, be some views to the proposed development from fast moving traffic
travelling from south to north on the A14.
Overall visual effect of potential development can be assessed to be moderate/substantial
to substantial adverse due to the high sensitivity of PROW and residential receptors and
the medium to high magnitude of visual change that may occur. However, it is fair to note
that the substantial adverse effects would be restricted to a limited number of people
using a short section of public footpath.
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Figure 5 – Viewpoint Location Map

Crown copyright. All rights reserved. License number: 100046255

7

Potential for Development Within the Site
Following analysis of potential landscape and visual effects that may result from
development of the site, it is possible to evaluate the development capacity of the land.
The proposed site is examined below with opportunities and constraints discussed. In
addition, amendments to the observed landscape character areas are illustrated by Figure
6.
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Capacity for Development in the Northern Portion of the Site
There is potential for residential development within parcel A1. The local topography and
mature vegetation act to screen the plot from wider views. Although there would be a high
magnitude of visual change for PROW users and potentially residents along Willow Close
and Hazel Rise, this would be limited to a small number of receptors and could be
mitigated by sensitive site design and screen planting.
Settlement expansion in this area would be in keeping with the scale and pattern of
existing development within Claydon. This would act to limit the character intrusion that
may result from the change. As with any development, proposals would need to be
sustainable and include appropriate mitigation measures to minimise the visual and
landscape effects caused.
Development capacity within the northern portion of the site has, therefore, been rated as
high.

7.2

Capacity for Development in the Southern Portion of the Site
The southern portion of the proposed site has increased constraints to development
compared to the northern part of the site. Factors for consideration are the sloping
topography and proximity to existing settlement in Claydon. The southern portion sits on
the sloping side of the Gipping valley and is therefore considerably affected by visual
intrusion from the A14 corridor. It could be argued that this has eroded the landscape
character and residential development within the plot would not represent a high
magnitude of landscape change.
This part of the site is visible from Grade II* listed Mockbeggars Hall. However, visual effect
to this sensitive receptor is reduced by the distant nature of the views. Even so, it would be
difficult to fully mitigate this.
The scale of the development would also need careful thought. Introducing residential
dwellings to this part of the site would clearly move the line of built development further
south and increase the settlement size of Claydon. It could also be considered that
developing this land would remove an important link between ‘Rolling Estate Farmlands’
east and west of the A14.
Overall, development capacity for the southern portion of the site has been judged as
medium.
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Figure 6 – Revised Landscape Character and Development Capacity Map
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Conclusions
The area examined in this report offers a varied landscape capacity for future
development. A full landscape baseline study has revealed a range of landscape character
areas with differing landscape sensitivity. Although the study area does not hold any
landscape designations, it is bounded by listed buildings and PROWs. The site
predominantly consists of Grade 3 agricultural land surrounded by mature tree lines and
hedgerows. Much of the land displays a character of ‘Rolling Estate Farmlands’ or ‘Ancient
Rolling Farmlands’, adjacent to ‘Urban’ settlement to the north, ‘Commercial Enterprise’
and ‘A14 Corridor’ to the west.
Results of a visual survey show that visibility of the site varies depending on viewpoint
location. The sloping sides of the Gipping valley and undulating terrain across the site give
screening and prominence to different parcels of land from alternating viewpoints. Longdistance views are available from Grade II* listed Mockbeggars Hall west of the A14 and
short-distance broken views exist from Grade II listed Claydon Hall to the east. The
proposed development would have an effect on the extensive existing footpath network in
the area. This would be a substantial adverse effect on users of a short section of footpath
along the northern and eastern boundaries of the site.
Capacity for development across the site also varies. The northern portion of the site is well
screened by mature vegetation and is predominantly situated within the Claydon existing
line of built development. It has therefore been assessed to have a high capacity for
residential development. The southern portion of the site slopes down to the Gipping Valley
and is visible from two listed buildings as well as fast moving traffic along the A14.
Development in this part of the site would be an extension to the settlement footprint of
Claydon and would therefore have increased landscape character effects. However, visual
and landscape effects of the proposed development in this part of the site would be
restricted to a small number of receptors. Therefore, the southern portion of the site has
been assessed to have a medium capacity for development.
It is important to note that any proposed residential development of the site would require
careful consideration of measures to mitigate landscape and visual effects. This is likely to
include sensitive layout and design of built form to complement the existing landscape
character of Claydon. In addition, boundary landscape buffers could act to mitigate
potential visual effects and increase biodiversity value across the site.
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Appendices

Appendix A – Photo Viewpoints
Appendix B – Methodology
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Appendix A - Photo Viewpoints

Viewpoint 1
Viewpoint location: Taken from public
bridleway east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 2

Viewpoint location: Taken at corner of public bridleway and restricted byway east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 3

Viewpoint location: Taken from junction of public footpath and restricted byway east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 4

Viewpoint location: Taken from public bridleway east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Distant, broken views to proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 5

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath close to Rise Hall east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 6

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath between Rise Hall and Thurleston Lane east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 7

Viewpoint location: Taken from junction of public footpath, restricted byway, and Thurleston Lane east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 8

Viewpoint location: Taken from public bridleway east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 9

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath close to Grade II listed Claydon Hall east of the site, looking west.
Visibility of the site: Distant, broken views to proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 10

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath close to Hazel Rise north of the site, looking south.
Visibility of the site: Direct, open views to the proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 11

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath close to Willow Close north of the site, looking south.
Visibility of the site: Direct, open views to the proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 12

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath in north-eastern corner of the site, looking south-east.
Visibility of the site: Direct, open views to the proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 13

Viewpoint location: Taken adjacent to residential property on Old Ipswich Road in eastern corner of the site, looking east.
Visibility of the site: Direct, open views to the proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 14

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath along eastern boundary of the site, looking east.
Visibility of the site: Direct, open views to proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 15

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath close to boundary of proposed development site, looking north-west.
Visibility of the site: Direct open views to proposed development site. Photo also shows the temporary cabling works to link East Anglia ONE
offshore windfarm to onshore substation.
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Viewpoint 16

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath along eastern boundary of the proposed development site, looking south-west.
Visibility of the site: Direct, open views to proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 17

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath at east of the proposed development site, looking south-east.
Visibility of the site: Direct, open views to the proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 18
Viewpoint location: Taken from public
footpath adjacent to Claydon Hall Grade II
listed building, looking south-east.
Visibility of the site: Broken close-range views
to the proposed development site visible
through the tree line.
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Viewpoint 19

Viewpoint location: Taken from restricted byway south-east of the site, looking north-west.
Visibility of the site: Broken, long-distance views to the proposed development site visible.
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Viewpoint 20
Viewpoint location: Taken adjacent to
residential property on Thurleston Lane,
looking north-west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 21

Viewpoint location: Taken from private road close to Grade II* listed building Mockbeggars Hall, looking north-east.
Visibility of the site: Distant, open views to the proposed development site visible.
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Viewpoint 22
Viewpoint location: Taken from access road to
Cottage Farm in Little Blakenham, looking
east.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 23
Viewpoint location: Taken close to public
footpath adjacent to residential properties
along York Crescent, looking south.
Visibility of the site: Some broken, distant
views to proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 24

Viewpoint location: Taken from public footpath running adjacent to St Peter’s Church in Claydon, looking south.
Visibility of the site: Broken, distant views to proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 25

Viewpoint location: Taken from restricted byway south-east of the site, looking north-west.
Visibility of the site: Broken, long-distance views to the proposed development site visible.
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Viewpoint 26

Viewpoint location: Taken adjacent to Claydon Hall Cottage off Church Lane, looking south-west.
Visibility of the site: Broken, distant views to proposed development site.
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Viewpoint 27

Viewpoint location: Taken adjacent to residential property off Thurleston Lane, looking north-west.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 28

Viewpoint location: Taken from pavement adjacent to Old Ipswich Road, looking north.
Visibility of the site: Not visible.
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Viewpoint 29

Viewpoint location: Taken from restricted byway south-east of the site, looking north-west.
Visibility of the site: Broken, long-distance views to the proposed development site visible.
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Viewpoint 30

Viewpoint location: Taken from pavement adjacent to Old Ipswich Road, looking north.
Visibility of the site: Broken, long-distance views to the proposed development site visible.
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Viewpoint 31

Viewpoint location: Taken at entrance to restricted byway adjacent to Old Ipswich Road, looking north.
Visibility of the site: Broken distant views to proposed development site visible.
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Appendix B – Methodology
The landscape and visual assessment has been undertaken in accordance with guidance
published in
‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ Third Edition (Landscape Institute
and
the Institute of Environmental Assessment, 2013). This guidance has been used to inform
the methodology and the main stages of the LVIA process as set out below. This process
aims to identify and assess the potential effects of a development on the landscape
resource and the visual environment.

1. Landscape Baseline (The Existing Site and Context)
- Define the scope of the assessment.
- Outline the planning policy context, including any landscape designations.
- Establish the landscape baseline through a site visit and an assessment of published
Landscape Character Assessments to identify the value of the landscape resource
(receptor), at community, local, national or international levels where appropriate.
The landscape baseline will help to establish the sensitivity and quality of the existing
landscape [Table 1 and 2].

Table 1: Methodology for Sensitivity Assessment
Landscape sensitivity is defined as a combination of the landscape quality of the receptor and its
capacity to accommodate change without significant effects on its components or overall
character. Highly valued landscapes may have local or national designations, but many landscapes
are valued by their communities for different reasons without being formal designated as a high
quality or highly valued landscape. The condition of the landscape and its level of intactness within
a character type are important factors in assessing sensitivity. The assessment of the landscape
quality of an area is based on professional judgement about the characteristics and the overall
condition and integrity of the landscape. The assessment will be informed by studies published by
competent authorities such as the local planning authority and Natural England and by study of the
elements which make up the landscape:
- Physical influences such as geology, soils, landform, drainage and water bodies
- Land cover and ecology
- The influence of human activity including land use, landscape management, the pattern of
infrastructure and development, enclosure and field types
The aesthetic and perceptual aspects of the area will be taken into account – for example its scale,
openness or enclosure, tranquillity or wildness. It usually follows that higher quality landscapes are
more sensitive to change: but this is not always the case. It will depend on the type of change
proposed and its appropriateness in the landscape and the capacity of the landscape to absorb the
change. Table 2 summarises the definitions used for defining the quality and sensitivity of the
landscape, using the methodology from the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment 2013.
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Table 2: Landscape Quality Criteria
Landscape
quality

Definition

Very high /
international
designation

Landscapes with exceptional scenic quality with strong structure, distinct
features and under appropriate and robust management.
Very few detracting features. Typically considered attractive by most people
and highly valued. Likely to have international designations such as a world
heritage site.

High / national

Exceptional scenic quality and containing many attractive features with no
visually intrusive elements. Vegetation cover in good condition and well
maintained. Considered attractive by most people. Often designated at a
national level such as Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and National
Parks.

Medium/
regional

Attractive landscapes, well maintained but with some minor blemishes such
as unattractive buildings. Designations as regional, county or district
importance such as Areas of great Landscape Value, Conservation Areas,
Local Nature Reserves

High/local

Reasonably attractive landscapes with some attractive features and a few
intrusive elements. Variable condition of vegetation and lacking in local
designations but nevertheless of value to the local area.

Medium/local

Pleasant but ordinary landscapes with intrusive elements including
infrastructure, unattractive buildings and industrial areas. Poor vegetation
structure and management. Typified by urban fringes.
Landscape with severely damaged structure and degraded features. Many
unattractive and intrusive features and landscape elements removed such as
woodland or hedges. Typical of urban fringe and abandoned industrial sites.

Low/local

- Identify the extent of visual receptors within the study area, with the use of Zones of
Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) where appropriate and establish the number and sensitivity of
the representative viewpoint and/or groups of people (receptors) within the study area
whose views may be altered as a result of the proposals. Visual receptor sensitivity will be
assessed using the criteria below. Photographic evidence of these viewpoints will be
recorded on a site visit and included within the assessment stages of the LVIA.

Table 3: Visual Receptor Sensitivity
High
Medium

People in residential properties with direct or open views
Users of public rights of way with closed, open or direct views
People in residential properties with indirect, oblique or glimpsed views
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People using local footpaths for recreational activities with indirect or glimpsed
views
Motorists using the local road network
Road users on high speed roads

Low

People at work

2. The Effect of the Proposed Development
The level of effect on both landscape and visual receptors should be identified in respect of
the proposed development. In order to assess the significance of the effect on the receiving
environment, the landscape and visibility will be assessed using magnitude and sensitivity
criteria. The magnitude of change is established by considering;
The amount of land lost to development which contributes to the prevailing landscape
character
-

The loss or change in landscape elements which contribute to landscape
character
The extent, duration and permanence of change
The extent to which change is direct or secondary i.e. not a direct result of the
development

Criteria used to assess the magnitude of visual change:

Table 4: Visual Magnitude of Change
High

A major change or obstruction of a view that may be directly visible, appearing as a
prominent feature and appearing in the foreground.

Medium

A moderate change or partial view of a new element within the view that may be
readily noticed, directly or obliquely visible including glimpsed, partly screened or
intermittent views, appearing as a noticeable feature in the middle ground.

Low

Negligible

A low level of change, affecting a small part of the view that may be obliquely
viewed or partly screened and or appearing in the background landscape. May
include moving views at speed.
A negligible level of change affecting small areas of landscape character and quality,
including the loss of some landscape elements or the addition of features or
elements which are either characteristic of the existing landscape or hardly
noticeable.
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Criteria used to assess the magnitude of landscape change:

Table 5: Definitions of Magnitude of Landscape Change

High

Change that may be large in scale and extent, including the loss of key landscape
elements and features or the addition of new uncharacteristic elements or
features, leading to a change in the overall landscape character.

Medium

Partial loss or alteration to one or more key features of the baseline landscape
character. Elements of change may have prominence but are not considered to
be substantially uncharacteristic in the existing landscape.

Low

A low level of change typically affecting smaller areas of specific landscape
character, including the loss of characteristic elements or features or the addition
of new features or elements.

Negligible

A negligible level of change affecting small areas of landscape character and
quality, including the loss of some landscape elements or the addition of features
or elements which are either characteristic of the existing landscape or hardly
noticeable.

Criteria used to assess the sensitivity of landscape effects:

Table 6: Sensitivity Criteria for Landscape Effects
The proposed scheme would result in effects which:
Severe
adverse

• are at complete variance with the landform, scale and pattern of the landscape
• would permanently degrade or destroy the integrity of valued features
• would cause a very high-quality landscape to be permanently changed
The proposed scheme would result in effects that

Major
adverse

• Cannot be fully mitigated and may cumulatively amount to a severe adverse
effect
• Are at a considerable variance to the landscape
• Will be substantially damaging to a high-quality landscape

Moderate
adverse

• Be out of scale with the landscape or at odds with the local pattern and
landform
• Will leave an adverse effect on a landscape of recognised quality
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The proposed scheme would
• Not quite fit into the landform and scale of the landscape
• Affect an area of recognised landscape character
The proposed scheme would;

Neutral

• Fit in with the scale, landform and pattern of the landscape
• Maintain existing landscape quality

Minor
beneficial

Moderate
beneficial

9.3

The proposed scheme would;
• Improve the landscape quality and character
• Complement the scale, landform and pattern of the landscape
The proposed scheme would have the potential to
• Fit very well with the landscape character
• Improve the quality of the landscape

Significance
To evaluate the effects or significance of visual effect, the definitions in Table 7 have been
used. The ‘Magnitude of Change’ and ‘Sensitivity’ of landscape resource (or visual receptor)
is combined in order to judge the predicted level of effect. The predicted or visual effect is
based upon professional judgement and reported descriptions ranging from ‘substantial’ to
‘negligible’.
The magnitude of change combined with sensitivity of visual receptor = the level of effect.
Determining the ‘threshold’ at which an effect is potentially unacceptable requires the
application of systematic, consistent, professional judgement. The following table
summarises the principle and it has a role in providing a consistent basis for the
application of professional judgement.
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Table 7 Evaluation of Effects of Visual Assessment (significance)

Magnitude
of Change

Landscapes and Visual Sensitivity
High

Medium

High

Substantial

Medium
Low
Negligible

Low

Negligible

Moderate/
Substantial

Moderate

Slight/
Moderate

Moderate/
Substantial

Moderate

Slight/
Moderate

Slight

Moderate

Slight/ Moderate

Slight

Negligible

Slight

Slight/Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Significant in terms of the EIA Regulations
Key:
Not significant

All of the viewpoints identified in the field have been assessed using this approach.
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