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1.0 METHOD FOR LANDSCAPE ASSESSMENT 

1.1 This Chapter sets out the approach and method used to provide an assessment of 
effects on the landscape as a result of the proposed rail-served storage and 
distribution development during operation (enduring presence) and during 
construction.   

1.2 Operational effects are assessed in the short and medium term (between year 0 and 
15) and residual operational effects are assessed as those which would occur from 
the proposed development fifteen years after completion, taking account of the 
establishment of replacement tree and hedgerow planting, and the establishment of 
site-specific mitigation proposals. 

1.3 The assessment of the likely significant effects of the proposed development on 
landscape character has been undertaken by Chartered Landscape Architects from 
The Environment Partnership (TEP) Ltd who are experienced in landscape 
assessment.  This method has been established with reference to the Guidelines for 
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment – Third Edition’, Landscape 
Institute/Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, 2013 (GLVIA 3).   

1.4 There are six stages to the landscape assessment: 

 baseline landscape assessment including an appreciation of the existing features 
which shape the character of the landscape; 

 assessing the sensitivity of the receiving landscape including consideration of the 
landscape’s susceptibility to change to the proposed change, and the value of the 
landscape; 

 understanding the nature, form and features of the proposed development; 
 assessing the magnitude of effect likely to result from the proposed development;  
 evaluating the significance of the effects identified based on the sensitivity of the 

landscape and the magnitude of effect; and 
 assessing the potential to mitigate landscape effects. 

Study Area 

1.5 The physical scope of the landscape and visual assessment has been informed by field 
assessment.  The area’s relatively flat topography means some views of the site are 
screened by intervening roadside hedgerow, intervening mature vegetation and 
residential development. Built development, the railway and the A562 with associated 
vegetation greatly limit views into the site from more distant locations; although views 
across and beyond the site towards industry within Widnes are possible from some 
viewpoints west and south-west of the site. 

1.6 Given the relatively flat nature of the landform and the proximity to the built edge of 
Halebank and to the north Widnes gives a relatively compact study area extending 
approximately 450m to the north, 625m to the south and west and 315m to the east. 
Beyond this built development to the north and east and landform and intervening 
buldigns and vegetation to the west and south reduce the visibility of the site. 

 

Desk Based Assessment 

1.7 A  review of relevant information, guidance and planning policy relating to electricity 
development and the landscape (and views) has been undertaken including: 

 Halton Borough Council Core Strategy (April 2013)  
 Halton Borough Council Unitary Development Plan (UDP) (April 2005); 
 Knowsley Metropolitan Borough Council UDP (2006); 
 Natural England National Character Areas 60 and 58, 2013; 
 Natural England North West Landscape Character Framework, 2009; 
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 Cheshire Landscape Character Assessment, 1994 (updated in 2008); 
 Cheshire Historic Landscape Characterisation; 
 The Mersey Forest Landscape Assessment; 
 Halton Borough Council Landscape Character Assessment, 2009; and 
 Knowsley Metropolitan Borough Council Landscape Character Assessment, 

2005. 
 Conservation Area Character Appraisals; 
 Ordnance Survey mapping and aerial photography. 
 
Site Assessment 

1.8 Site assessment was initially carried out in June and July 2011. Desk study and field 
survey work was used as the basis for defining the area from where the proposed 
development would potentially be visible. 

1.9 An update and review of baseline conditions was undertaken in April 2014.  The 
survey works has covered a variety of seasons.    

Assessing the Significance of Landscape Effects 

1.10 The method for the assessment of the likely effects of the proposed development on 
the landscape is described below, and considers the sensitivity of the landscape 
(including its susceptibility to change and its value) and the magnitude of the effect 
(size or scale; geographical extent; nature of the effect (adverse or beneficial); and its 
duration and reversibility) on the landscape resulting from the proposed development.  
The significance of the effect is a judgement based on the sensitivity of the landscape 
and the magnitude of effect or scale of change arising due to the proposed 
development.  

1.11 National and local level landscape character assessments have been used as the 
basis for establishing the baseline environment for this landscape assessment and 
have been supplemented with field observations where differences or refinements 
were noted. 

Landscape Sensitivity 

1.12 Landscape sensitivity considers the value of the landscape and the landscape’s 
susceptibility to change.  

Value of the Landscape 

1.13 Landscape value assessment considers the relative value that is attached to a 
landscape.  Highly valued landscapes are typically identified by national level 
designations such as National Parks and AONB.  Landscapes of more local value 
may be identified by designations in the local planning process. There are no 
designations either national or local covering the site. 

1.14 Undesignated landscapes and features are also valued.  Consideration of condition, 
quality, rarity, representativeness, perceptual aspects and associations are 
considered in the identification of valued landscapes 

Susceptibility to Change 

1.15 The susceptibility of a landscape to change is dependent on the characteristics of the 
receiving landscape and the type and nature of the development proposed.  
Landscape types also have varying sensitivity to the types of development they are 
able to accommodate.  The judgement on the susceptibility of a landscape is recorded 
as high, moderate or low; with high being a landscape which is highly susceptible or 
sensitive to change and low being a more robust landscape which is less susceptible 
to change.  



HBC Fields, Widnes  April 2014 

4490.003  Landscape and Views Method Appendix   Page 3 

1.16 The susceptibility of the landscape to the proposed development has been assigned 
to the landscape in in accordance with the criteria set out in Table 1 below. 

 
Table 1 - Susceptibility to Change 

Susceptibility 
to Change 

Typical Criteria 

High 

 there is no or little similar development present in the 
landscape; and or 

 there is limited or no screening or backgrounding by 
landform, woodland, and or built form; and or 

 the landscape cannot accommodate the proposed 
development without suffering detrimental effects on its 
character. 

Medium 

 there is some similar development present in the landscape; 
and or 

 there is some screening or backgrounding by landform, 
woodland, and or built form; and or 

 the landscape is generally able to accommodate the 
proposed development without suffering detrimental effects 
on its character. 

Low 

 there is large scale development of a similar nature present 
in the landscape; and or 

 there is screening or backgrounding by landform, woodland, 
and or built form; and or 

 the landscape is able to accommodate the proposed 
development without suffering detrimental effects on its 
character. 

 

Landscape Sensitivity 

1.17 As set out above, landscape sensitivity considers the value of the landscape and the 
landscape’s susceptibility to change to the development proposed.  The criteria for 
this are set out in the Table 2 below.  

 

Table 2 - Landscape Sensitivity 

Landscape 
Sensitivity 

Typical Criteria 

High 

The landscape has a high susceptibility to change and has national or 
regional value; or 

The landscape has a medium susceptibility to change and has 
national value. 
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Medium 

The landscape has a high susceptibility to change and has local value; 
or 

The landscape has a medium susceptibility to change and has local 
and or regional value. 

Low 
The landscape has a low susceptibility to change and has local, 
regional and or national value. 

Magnitude of Effect 

1.18 The magnitude of effect on the landscape is considered with regard to the size or 
scale of change in the landscape likely to be experienced as a result of a 
development; the geographical extent of the area influenced; and the duration and 
reversibility of the effect.  More weight is usually given to effects that are greater in 
scale and long-term in duration.  In assessing the duration of the effect, consideration 
is given to the effectiveness of mitigation, particularly where planting is proposed as 
part of the works which would change the scale of the landscape effect.  The following 
aspects have been taken into consideration in determining the magnitude of effects on 
landscape character. 

Size or Scale 

1.19 Determining the size or scale of landscape effect takes account of the loss or the 
addition of features in the landscape and the changes anticipated in its composition as 
a result of the development proposed.  Consideration is also given to whether the 
predicted landscape effect changes the key characteristics of the landscape that 
influences the distinctive character of the landscape. 

Geographical Extent 

1.20 The geographical area likely to be affected by the development proposed is 
considered in the landscape assessment.  Landscape effects can be experienced at 
the site level (i.e. within the proposed development site), at the scale of the landscape 
character area within which the proposed development is; and also at a large scale 
where the proposed development would influence several landscape character areas 
either by directly affecting different character areas or in its visibility from these areas. 

Duration and Reversibility of Landscape Effects 

1.21 These are separate but linked considerations. 

1.22 Duration has been judged on a scale of: 

 short-term: 0 to 5 years including the construction period and on completion; 
 medium-term: 5 to 15 years including establishment of replacement and proposed 

mitigation planting; and 
 long-term: 15 years onwards for the life of the proposed development. 

 

1.23 Reversibility is a judgement about the prospects and the practicality of the landscape 
effects being reversed.  For example, while some forms of development such as 
housing or industry can be considered permanent, others such as an overhead line or 
quarry can be considered as reversible since they have a limited life and could 
eventually be removed and the land reinstated.  Reversibility is particularly relevant to 
construction effects as works will cease and land and most landscape features will be 
reinstated in the short-term. 

Magnitude of Effect 
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1.24 The magnitude of effect considers the scale of change (i.e. whether it is high, medium, 
low or negligible); its nature (adverse, beneficial or neutral); and its duration (short, 
medium or long-term) and its reversibility.   

1.25 Table 3 describes the magnitude criteria for the landscape assessment, which can be 
adverse or beneficial. 

Table 3 - Criteria for the Assessment of the Magnitude of Effect on Landscape 
Character 

Magnitude of Effect Typical Criteria 

High 

Major alteration to key features or characteristics in the 
existing landscape and/or the introduction of elements 
considered totally uncharacteristic. 
Typically this would be where there would be a great scale of 
change to the character of the landscape for the long term. 

Medium 

Partial alteration to key features or characteristics of the 
existing landscape and/or the introduction of prominent 
elements. 
Typically this would be where there would be a perceivable 
scale of change to the character of the landscape for the 
medium and long-term; or where there would be a great scale 
of change on the landscape for the short term. 

Low 

Minor alteration to key features and characteristics of the 
existing landscape and/or the introduction of features which 
may already be present in the landscape.  Typically this 
would be where there is a low scale of change to the 
character of the landscape for the short term. 

Negligible 

A very minor alteration to key features or characteristics of 
the existing landscape. 
Typically this would be where the scale of change on 
landscape character would be barely perceptible. 

 

Significance of Effect 

1.26 The assessment of the significance of the effect of the proposed development on the 
landscape is not an absolute scale but is a judgement based on the magnitude of the 
anticipated effect and the sensitivity of the landscape to the proposed development. 

1.27 Judgements on the significance of effect on landscape character can be beneficial 
(enhance the landscape) or adverse (at odds with or harmful to the landscape’s key 
features or character).  Judgements on the significance of landscape effects have 
considered the examples presented in Table 4. 
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Table 4 - Significance of Landscape Effects 

Significance Definition 

Major adverse 

The proposed development would: 
 be at complete variance with the landform, scale and 

pattern of the landscape; 
 would permanently degrade, diminish or destroy the 

integrity of valued characteristic features and/or their 
setting; 

 would substantially damage a high quality, highly valued 
landscape. 

Moderate 
adverse 

The proposed development would: 
 be at considerable variance with the landform, scale and 

pattern of the landscape; 
 would degrade, diminish or destroy the integrity of some 

characteristic features and/or their setting; 
 would cause damage to the character of a valued 

landscape. 

Minor adverse 

The proposed development would: 
 not quite fit into the landform, scale and pattern of the 

landscape; 
 have an adverse effect on an area of recognised 

landscape character. 

Neutral 

The proposed development would: 
 be in keeping with the scale, landform and pattern of the 

existing landscape; 
 maintain the existing landscape quality. 

Minor 
beneficial 

The proposed development would: 
 fit with the scale, landform and pattern of the landscape; 
 enable the restoration of valued characteristic features 

partially lost through other land uses to improve the 
landscape quality and character. 

Moderate 
beneficial 

The proposed development would: 
 fit well with the existing scale, landform and pattern of the 

landscape; 
 improve the quality of the landscape through removal of 

damage caused by previous or existing land uses. 

Major 
beneficial 

The proposed development would: 
 enhance and redefine the landscape character in a 

beneficial manner 
 repair or restore landscape badly damaged or degraded 

through previous or existing land uses. 

 

1.28 The assessment has considered short-term effects arising during construction; and 
the effects on completion and the effects of site-specific mitigation proposals including 
the differences anticipated between the year of completion and during the long-term 
duration at 15 years following the establishment of mitigation planting. 
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Assessing the Significance of Visual Effects 

1.29 The following method for the assessment of the likely visual effects of the proposed 
development follows GLVIA3 guidelines, and considers receptor sensitivity 
(susceptibility to change and value of the view), the magnitude or scale of change 
resulting from the proposed change to the view and the significance of the effect.  This 
method is explained below.  

Receptor Sensitivity 

1.30 Visual receptors are people who potentially would have a view of the proposed 
development.  The sensitivity of a visual receptor depends on the susceptibility of the 
visual receptor to change and the value of the view. 

Susceptibility to Change 

1.31 The susceptibility of visual receptors to a potential change in the view is a function of 
their occupation and activity and the extent to which their attention is focused on the 
views.   

1.32 The land use planning system considers that public views are of greater value than 
views from private property.  Visual assessment work gives equal weight to the 
assessment of public views and private views. 

1.33 As detailed in GLVIA3 the visual receptors most susceptible to change are generally 
likely to include: 

 residents at home; 
 people, whether residents or visitors, who are engaged in outdoor recreation, 

including use of PRoW, whose attention or interest is likely to be focused on the 
landscape and on particular views; 

 visitors to heritage assets, or tourist attractions, where views of the surroundings 
are an important contributor to the experience; and 

 communities where views contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by 
residents in the area. 

1.34 Travellers on roads, rail or other transport routes tend to fall into an intermediate 
category of medium susceptibility to change.  Where travel involves recognised scenic 
routes such as rural lanes and tourist routes awareness of views is likely to be higher.  
Where travel involves main roads or motorways awareness of views is likely to be 
lower. 

1.35 As detailed in GLVIA3 visual receptors likely to be less sensitive to change include: 

 people engaged in outdoor sport or recreation which does not involve or depend 
upon appreciation of views of the landscape; and 

 people at their place of work whose attention may be focused on their work or 
activity, not on their surroundings, and where the setting is not important to the 
quality of working life (although there may on occasion be cases where views are 
an important contributor to the setting and to the quality of working life). 

1.36 In visual assessment, lower storey views from residential properties are generally 
considered to be of greater susceptibility to change than upper storey views, as these 
are the rooms in which residents spend more time experiencing the view.  There are 
exceptions to this as some residences have living rooms on upper storeys and this 
has been taken into consideration if evident. 

1.37 GLVIA3 states that projects need to consider the nature of the groups of people who 
will potentially be affected and the extent to which their attention is likely to be focused 
on views and visual amenity.  Judgements about the susceptibility of receptor views to 
change should be recorded on a scale (such as high to low) with a clear basis for this, 
linked back to evidence from the baseline study.   
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1.38 For this assessment Susceptibility to Change has generally been assigned to 
receptors as shown in Table 5. 

Table 5 Susceptibility to Change 

Receptor Susceptibility 
to Change 

Residential properties (Lower storeys and gardens) High 

Residential properties (Upper storeys/less use in daylight hours) Medium 

Users of PRoW and other recreation routes High 

Public Open Space/attractions where surroundings are important to 
the experience 

High 

Users of Sports Pitches Low 

Users of Golf Courses Medium 

Workers in their work place where setting not important to quality of 
working life 

Low 

Workers on the land and in other situations where setting is 
important 

Medium 

Motorists and passengers on main roads Low-Medium 

Motorists and passengers on rural lanes and tourist routes Medium-High 

Rail Passengers Medium 

 

Value of the View 

1.39 Judgements about the value attached to the views experienced has been considered 
in the context of the value placed on a scene, alternatives available and the relative 
scenic quality of a view.  Most views are appreciated by the person experiencing them 
as they are preferable to not having a view and they provide some interest.  The 
judgement of the value of a view is subjective and as detailed in GLVIA3 takes 
account of: 

 recognition of the value attached to particular views, for example in relation to 
heritage assets, or through planning designations; and 

 indicators of the value attached to views by visitors, for example through 
reference to a view in a guidebook or on a tourist map, provision of facilities for 
their enjoyment (such as parking places, sign boards and interpretative material) 
and references to them in literature and art that indicates a highly valued view, 
which often can be experienced by many people. 

Receptor Sensitivity 

1.40 As identified above the sensitivity of identified visual receptors depends on the 
susceptibility of the view to change, and the value attached to the view 
experienced.  Receptor sensitivity has been assigned to receptors in accordance with 
Table 6 below. 
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Table 6 Receptor Sensitivity 

Receptor 
Sensitivity 

Typical Criteria 

High 
The receptor view has a high susceptibility to change and is of 
national or regional value. 

Medium 

The receptor view has a high susceptibility to change and is of local 
value; or 

The receptor view has a low or medium susceptibility to change and is 
of national value. 

Low 
The receptor view has a low susceptibility to change and is of local, 
value. 

 

Magnitude of Effect 

1.41 The magnitude of effect evaluates the visual effects identified in terms of the size or 
scale of a development; the geographical extent of the area influenced; the nature of 
the effect (adverse or beneficial); and its duration and reversibility.  More weight is 
usually given to effects that are greater in scale and long-term in duration.  In 
assessing the duration of the effect, consideration is given to the effectiveness of 
mitigation, particularly where planting is proposed as part of the works which would 
change the scale of visual effect.  The following aspects have been taken into 
consideration in determining the magnitude of visual effects on a receptor. 

Size or Scale 

1.42 The relative size or scale of the development within the view varies and reflects:   

Scale of Change 

1.43 The scale of change from the present views experienced has been considered with 
respect to the loss or addition of features in the view and changes in its composition, 
including the proportion of view occupied by the proposed development.  For example 
the introduction of a development into a view where similar developments are already 
present is more likely to result in a lower scale of change than the introduction of a 
new development into a view where there is no or little development present. 
Consideration of how the proposed development affects the main focus of the existing 
view is also important. 

Nature of the View 

1.44 The relative amount of time over which views of the proposed development would be 
experienced on each occasion, for example along a short length of a PRoW, and 
whether views would be full, partial or glimpsed.  Any filtering or screening of a view 
by vegetation, landform or built form as the filtering or screening of even part of a 
development can reduce the scale of change on the view.  Consideration has also 
been given to the extent of filtering in ‘full leaf’ and during winter. 

Geographical Extent 

1.45 The geographical extent of visual effects varies with different viewpoints and reflects: 

Angle of View 

1.46 The angle of view has been considered with changes to direct views generally 
considered to be of greater importance than changes in oblique or indirect views. 
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Distance between the Receptor and the Proposed Development 

1.47 The distance between the receptor and the proposed development is important with 
the magnitude generally decreasing with distance. 

Proportion of View Affected 

1.48 The proportion of view affected is an important consideration, with a change to a large 
proportion generally having a greater effect than a change to a small proportion. 

Topography and Landform 

1.49 Consideration has been given to whether the proposed development would be looked 
down to, looked up to or whether it would be viewed on a level.  Views up to a 
development are generally considered to be of greater magnitude due to the 
enhanced verticality of the structures than views down to a development where the 
apparent height appears reduced. 

Duration and Reversibility of Visual Effects 

1.50 These are separate but linked considerations. 

1.51 Duration has been judged on a scale of: 

 short-term: 0 to 5 years including the construction period and on completion; 
 medium-term: 5 to 15 years including the establishment of replacement and 

proposed mitigation planting; and 
 long-term: 15 years onwards for the life of the proposed development. 

1.52 Reversibility is a judgement about the prospects and the practicality of the visual 
effects being reversed.  For example, while some forms of development can be 
considered permanent, others such as underground cable installation can be 
considered as reversible since the land will be reinstated.  Reversibility is particularly 
relevant to construction effects as works will cease and land and most landscape 
features will be reinstated in the short-term. 

1.53 Table 7 describes magnitude criteria for visual assessment, which can be adverse or 
beneficial. 

 
Table 7 Criteria for Assessment of Magnitude on Effects of View 

Magnitude 
of Effect 

Typical Criteria 

High 

High alteration to the existing view and/or the introduction of elements 
considered totally uncharacteristic in the view. 

Typically this would be where a development would be seen in close 
proximity with a large proportion of the view affected with little or no 
filtering or backgrounding and there would be a great scale of change 
from the present situation for the long or medium-term. 

Medium 

Partial alteration to the existing view and/or the introduction of 
prominent elements in the view.   

Typically this would be where a development would be seen in views 
for the long or medium-term where a moderate proportion of the view 
is affected.  There may be some screening or backgrounding which 
minimise the scale of change from the present situation. 

This would also be where a development would be seen in close 
proximity with a large proportion of the view affected for the short-
term. 
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Low 

Low alteration to the existing view and/or the introduction of features 
which may already be present in views. 

Typically this would be where a moderate or low proportion of the view 
would be affected for the short-term or the development would be 
visible for the long-term in distant views; where only a small proportion 
of the view is affected in the medium-term or long-term; where the 
medium-term or long-term effect is reduced due to a high degree of 
filtering, screening or backgrounding or where there is a low scale of 
change from the existing view. 

Negligible 

Very low alteration to the existing view. 

Typically this would be where, in the short, medium or long-term, a 
development would be barely perceptible within a long distance 
panoramic view and/or where a very small proportion of the view is 
affected. The scale of change from the existing view would be barely 
perceptible. 

 

Significance of Effect 

1.54 The assessment of the significance of visual effects of the proposed development is a 
judgement based on the sensitivity of the receptor and the magnitude of the effect.  
Large-scale changes which introduce new, discordant or intrusive elements into the 
view of a sensitive receptor are considered to be more likely to be more significant 
than small changes or changes involving features already present in the view or 
changes in the views of less sensitive receptors.  Changes in views from recognised 
and important viewpoints, such as scheduled monuments or outdoor tourist 
attractions, or from important amenity routes, such as long distance footpaths or 
national cycle routes, are likely to be most significant. 

1.55 Judgements on the significance of visual effects, which can be either adverse or 
beneficial, have considered the typical criteria shown in Table 8 below. 

 

Table 8 Significance of Visual Effects 

Significance Typical Criteria 

Major An effect of major significance is generally recorded where a high 
magnitude of effect occurs to a highly sensitive receptor. For 
example where an unobstructed view of development would 
represent a large part of the view from a recreational footpath 
where views are presently open and of high scenic quality. 

Moderate An effect of moderate significance is generally recorded where a 
moderate magnitude of effect is experienced by a receptor of high 
or medium sensitivity.  For example where part of a development 
is visible in a view from a private property for the long or medium-
term, but where it does not comprise the whole view; or where an 
unobstructed view of development is visible for the short-term. 

Minor An effect of minor significance generally relates to a low 
magnitude of effect and often relates to a change in a view for the 
short-term; to a change in a distant view or a change in only a 
small part of a view, possibly because the view is already 
screened to a large extent. 
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Significance Typical Criteria 

Negligible An effect of negligible significance is where the change to a view 
will be barely perceptible from the view presently experienced. 

 

1.56 The assessment has considered short-term effects arising during construction; and 
the effects on completion and the effects of site-specific mitigation proposals including 
the differences anticipated between the year of completion and during the long-term 
duration at 15 years following the establishment of mitigation planting. 

1.57 The visual assessment also considers the potential for cumulative visual effects 
arising from other ‘major’ projects associated with 3MG. 

1.58 This visual assessment identifies and assesses the likely significant effects on views 
during the different stages of the proposed development.  Visual Assessment Tables 
are presented at Appendix 5.2 and identify, for each visual receptor, the sensitivity of 
the view, the nature of the change in the view (magnitude of effect) and the 
significance of the visual effect. 

 


