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south-east corner. South of the site the land is in use as a countryside burial ground, which, 
at this point in time, appears to be young in respect of its establishment.  

1.9. A public right of way (PROW) (footpath reference 698(C)) crosses the site, from the north-
eastern corner at the B4197, crossing to the south-western corner. This route continues west 
and connects to the promoted route of the Worcestershire Way; several other PROWs are 
present and provide a good network of recreational access to the countryside around 
Martley. A second promoted route, the Geopark Way, passes to the north of the site, through 
Martley (to the east) and contuse south.  

Site Context 

1.10. The site is situated on the western edge of the settlement of Martley. At this point the 
settlement is defined by intermittent wayside dwellings and the formal recreational open 
space of the cricket and football pitches, with existing residential areas beyond. 

1.11. The site is located to the west of the B4197, Berrow Green Road and forms part of an overall 
gateway to the settlement on the approach from the south. This approach comprises an 
eclectic mix of landscape influences, including a larger scale agricultural/commercial 
development on the approach, the Martley Countryside Burial Ground, the previously 
mentioned sports pitches and several individual wayside properties. On the approach from 
the south, there are direct views along Berrow Green Road toward the existing residential 
areas, including the more recently constructed development off Ryecroft Way. Also on the 
approach from the south, land to the east of the B4197 has recently been granted planning 
permission for residential development.  

1.12. Martley itself is formed broadly around the offset junction of the B4197 and the B4204. Older 
parts of the settlement are located east of this, including St Peters Church, however two 
schools, the sports centre and further cricket pitches are located in this eastern part. To the 
west (or south-west) residential development is formed in larger estate pockets connected 
to the B4197. Overall, this contributes to a loose pattern of settlement within the landscape, 
of which the site forms one such compartment which feels both connected to the 
settlement, but also part of the local landscape context. This pattern will evolve as the 
consented residential development to the west of Ryecroft Way and east of the B4197 
comes forward.  

1.13. Additional information and a more detailed description on the physical components, 
landscape character and visual amenity of the site and study area are set out in later 
sections of this LVIA. 
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2. APPROACH AND METHODOLOGY 

Overview 

2.1. The approach and methodology used for this report has been developed using best practice 
guidance, as set out in the following documents: 

• Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment 
(2013) Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, 3rd Edition; 

• Natural England (2014) An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment;  

• Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 06/19, Visual Representation of 
Development Proposals; and 

• Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 02/21: Assessing Landscape Value 
Outside National Designations. 

2.2. Use has also been made of additional sources of data and information, such as published 
character assessments, aerial imagery (Google Earth), and Ordnance Survey (OS) base 
mapping. These are referenced in the relevant sections of the baseline information. 

2.3. Supporting plans and figures have also been produced as part of this LVIA and are included 
as Figures 1 to 11. 

Level of Assessment  

2.4. Principles and good practice for undertaking landscape and visual impact assessment are 
set out in the Landscape Institute (LI) and the Institute of Environmental Management (IEMA) 
Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Third Edition (2013)1 (GLVIA3).  

2.5. The GLVIA3 acknowledges that landscape and visual impact assessment (LVIA) can be 
carried out either as a standalone assessment or as part of a broader EIA. GLVIA3 notes that 
the overall principles and core steps in the process are the same but that there are specific 
procedures in EIA with which an LVIA that sits within an EIA must comply. 

2.6. This assessment has been prepared as a detailed LVIA and addresses matters of individual 
resources, character areas and representative viewpoints. The LVIA also considers the 
interaction between landscape character and views in relation to physical components of 
the landscape. The LVIA draws on professional judgement in relation to sensitivity of 
receptors (both landscape and visual), the nature of impacts and consequential likely 
effects. This process informs judgements on a landscape mitigation strategy which will avoid, 
reduce, or remedy adverse impacts. 

2.7. Landscape features and elements provide the physical environment for flora and fauna and 
the associated importance of biodiversity assets. This LVIA does not consider the value, 

 

1 Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact 
Assessment 3rd Edition (April 2013). 
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susceptibility or importance on ecology and biodiversity, nor does it consider impacts from 
an ecological stance. 

2.8. Heritage assets such as Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas all 
contribute to the overall present-day landscape character, context and setting of an area. 
These aspects have been given consideration in the LVIA in terms of physical landscape 
resources (for example trees and hedgerows) and landscape character. However, this LVIA 
does not address the historic significance, importance or potential impacts on heritage 
assets and designations; these assets are assessed in the context of landscape and visual 
matters only. 

Collating Baseline Information  

2.9. To capture a comprehensive description of the baseline position for landscape and visual 
receptors, information has been collated using a process of desk study and field survey 
work.  

2.10. The desk study includes reference to published landscape character studies and other 
published policy documents relevant to landscape and visual matters, such as OS 1:25,000 
base mapping and aerial imagery. 

2.11. Field survey work was completed during October 2022 and October 2023. A series of 
representative photographs were taken with a full-frame digital SLR camera with a 50mm 
fixed focal length lens, set at approximately 1.7 metres Above Ground Level (AGL). These are 
presented as a series of viewpoints and have been used to inform both the landscape and, 
separately, visual appraisal work (included as Figure 6, Viewpoint Photographs 1 to 14).  

2.12. Although the field survey and viewpoint photography were undertaken in October, when the 
majority of deciduous vegetation was still in leaf (and related screening relatively full), the 
LVIA uses experience and professional judgment to consider a ‘worst-case scenario’ of a 
'winter scenario', with more limited screening. This is applied for the impact assessment 
process.  

Consideration of Effects   

2.13. Having established the relevant baseline position, the LVIA process then considers 
landscape receptors and visual receptors, specifically in response to the nature of the 
proposed development, assesses their sensitivity specifically in response to the nature of 
the proposed development, identifies the nature and magnitude of potential impacts, and 
consequently the likely scale of effect that would arise from the proposed development on 
the identified landscape and visual receptors. 
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3. LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL BASELINE 

Landscape Planning Framework  

3.1. In the context of the relevant planning framework, the following section sets out a summary 
of those policies relevant to landscape and visual matters. In respect of the proposals, the 
relevant policies will also have potential implications for the landscape mitigation strategy. 

European Landscape Framework  

3.2. The European Landscape Convention (ELC) promotes the protection, management and 
planning of European landscapes. The ELC was adopted on 20 October 2000 and came into 
force on 1 March 2004. It defines landscape as: 

“...an area, as perceived by people, whose character is the result of the action and 
interaction of natural and/or human factors.” 

3.3. This definition is important in that it focuses on landscape as a resource in its own right and 
moves beyond the idea that landscapes are only a matter of aesthetics and visual amenity. 

National Planning Policy Framework  

3.4. The revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) was published by the Ministry of 
Housing, Communities and Local Government (MHCLG) in September 2023, setting out the 
Government’s planning policies for England and providing a framework within which the 
appropriate local council can produce local and neighbourhood plans; the NPPF is a material 
consideration in planning decisions. 

3.5. The NPPF sets out three dimensions to achieving sustainable development that include 
economic, social and environmental considerations. It places an onus on the planning system 
to perform a role in relation to the environment that ‘contributes to the protection and 
enhancement of our natural, built and historic environment...’ going on to note that 
sustainable solutions should take account of local circumstances and reflect the character 
of each area. This underpins the strategic guidance set out in the NPPF in relation to 
landscape and visual matters. 

3.6. In relation to landscape and visual matters, achieving well-designed places (Section 12) aims 
to ensure that developments are ‘visually attractive’, are sympathetic to local character 
(including the surrounding built environment and landscape setting) and to establish and 
maintain a strong sense of place.  

3.7. Section 12 also makes specific reference to the use of tree planting, which it states, "make an 
important contribution to the character and quality of urban environments and can also help 
mitigate and adapt to climate change." 

3.8. Section 15 of the NPPF addresses on ‘conserving and enhancing the natural environment’ 
stating that policies and decisions should contribute to this by ‘protecting and enhancing 
valued landscapes’ (noting that this should be commensurate with a statutory status or 
identified quality identified in a development plan) and also recognising the ‘intrinsic 
character and beauty of the countryside’. 
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3.9. The NPPF notes the importance that designs ‘evolve’ in response to local issues and to the 
views of the community.  

Planning Practice Guidance  

3.10. The Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) is a web-based resource prepared by the Department 
for Communities and Local Government (DCLG). The PPG sets out guidance across various 
topics and effectively supersedes previous guidance on many aspects of planning; topics 
are updated as required. 

3.11. The PPG for the ‘Natural Environment’ was updated in July 2019 and addresses agricultural 
land, green infrastructure, biodiversity, and landscape. 

3.12. In relation to green infrastructure (GI) the PPG acknowledges how a 'range of spaces and 
assets' can provide 'environmental and wider benefits'. The PPG states that GI can include: 

"…parks, playing fields, other areas of open space, woodland, allotments, private gardens, 
sustainable drainage features, green roofs and walls, street trees and 'blue 
infrastructure' such as streams, ponds, canals and other water bodies." 

3.13. The PPG goes on to recognise how GI can help achieve well designed spaces, and 
conservation and enhancement of the natural environment. The PPG also recognises the 
benefit of considering GI 'at the earliest stage of development proposals, as an integral part 
of development and infrastructure provision, and taking into account existing natural assets'. 

3.14. In relation to landscape, the PPG reiterates the requirements of the NPPF in terms of 
'recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside'. The PPG states that: 

"Where landscapes have a particular local value, it is important for policies to identify 
their special characteristics and be supported by proportionate evidence. Policies may 
set out criteria against which proposals for development affecting these areas will be 
assessed. Plans can also include policies to avoid adverse impacts on landscapes and to 
set out necessary mitigation measures, such appropriate design principles and visual 
screening, where necessary." 

3.15. The PPG also notes the relevance of landscape character assessment, landscape 
sensitivity/capacity assessment and landscape and visual impact assessment. However, 
whilst recognising these different aspects of landscape analysis, the PPG does not reflect 
the subtle variations in these and potential overlap between their different uses and 
requirements. 

3.16. This LVIA includes reference to published landscape character assessments which have 
been prepared at a range of scales and detail. Reference has also been made to the local 
landscape character by reference to the key characteristics of the site and its local 
landscape context, including existing, enhanced and potentially new green infrastructure. 
Therefore, this LVIA responds fully to the requirement of the PPG. 

Local Planning Guidance  

3.17. The following section sets out the local planning policy background relevant to the site.  



 

P22-2531_R001v1_EN_BIR_JWA 11 

3.18. The site is not subject to any designations specific to landscape (refer to Figure 2, Site 
Location and Planning Designations); however a number of policies are relevant to 
landscape and visual matters more generally. 

South Worcestershire Development Plan (2016) 

3.19. At the time of writing, the planning context for Malvern Hills District is set out in the South 
Worcestershire Development Plan (SWDP), which consists of Strategic Policies (adopted 
2016), Generic Policies and Allocation Policies. 

3.20. Those policies relevant to landscape and visual matters are summarised in the following 
table.   

Table 1: Summary of adopted SWDP relevant to landscape and visual matters 

Policy Summary 

SWDP 1: Overarching 
Sustainable Development 
Principles 

This policy sets out that for a development to reach 
sustainable environmental conditions it must: 

“Contribute to protecting and enhancing south 
Worcestershire’s unique natural, built and historic 
environment by: 

i. Helping to improve biodiversity. 

ii. Using natural resources prudently. 

iii. Minimising waste and pollution. 

iv. Safeguarding and enhancing landscape character. 

v. Protecting important historic buildings, monuments, 
sites of archaeological significance and the integrity of 
local planning designations. 

vi. Protecting and enhancing green infrastructure. 

vii. Mitigating and adapting to climate change, including 
moving to a low carbon economy.” 

SWDP 5: Green Infrastructure This policy states that: 

“Housing development proposals (including mixed-use 
schemes) are required contribute towards the provision, 
maintenance, improvement and connectivity of Green 
Infrastructure (GI)”. The policy notes that for greenfield 
sites exceeding 1ha (gross) then 40% Green Infrastructure 
is required; the policy goes on to note that the precise 
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form and function(s) of GI will depend on local 
circumstances.” 

SWDP 21: Design This policy states that the design of all development 
should be of high quality and:  

"integrate effectively with its surroundings in terms of 
form and function, reinforce local distinctiveness and 
conserve, and where appropriate, enhance cultural and 
heritage assets and their settings." 

SWDP 22: Biodiversity and 
Geodiversity 

This policy sets out that: “Developments should aim to 
enhance biodiversity and geodiversity conservation 
interests as well as conserve on-site biodiversity 
corridors/networks beyond the site boundary.” 

SWDP 25: Landscape 
Character 

This policy states that:  

"Developments and landscaping schemes must 
demonstrate: 

“i. That they take into account the latest Landscape 
Character Assessment and its guidelines; and 

ii. That they are appropriate to, and integrate with, the 
character of the landscape setting; and 

iii. That they conserve, and where appropriate, enhance 
the primary characteristics defined in character 
assessments and important features of the Land Cover 
Parcel, and have taken any available opportunity to 
enhance the landscape. 

A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) will be 
required for all major development proposals and for 
other proposals where they are likely to have a 
detrimental impact upon:  

i. A significant landscape attribute;  

ii. An irreplaceable landscape feature; or  

iii. The landscape as a resource.  

The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment should 
include proposals to protect and conserve key landscape 
features and attributes and, where appropriate, enhance 
landscape quality” 
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3.21. These policy considerations have been used to influence the analysis of constraints and 
opportunities for the site, and subsequently the strategic design and mitigation for the 
emerging masterplan for the proposed development, as set out in later sections of this LVIA.  

South Worcestershire Design Guide Supplementary Planning Document (2018) 

3.22. The South Worcestershire Design Guide Supplementary Planning Document (SPD, 2018) sets 
out an aim of encouraging a higher standard of design in all aspects of the built environment 
across south Worcestershire, but noting that the guide does not set prescriptive standards.  

3.23. The SPD adopts and approach whereby been to initially provide overarching design 
principles and guidance in Part 1 of the SPD allowing for more detailed character and design 
guidance for the rural and urban areas of south Worcestershire in Part 2.  

3.24. In respect of landscape and visual matters, the main objectives of the SPD include (para 
2.2.4) to ‘Raise the standard of design through development that enhances local character 
and distinctiveness using traditional, locally distinctive and contemporary techniques’.  

3.25. Section 4.5 reiterates policy in respect of landscape, noting the need for LVIA and for 
reference to be made to relevant landscape character assessments and guidelines, 
particularly referencing the 'primary characteristics' and 'important features' of the 'land 
cover parcels’. 

3.26. In Section 4.13, relating to local character and distinctiveness, the SPD refers to 'the pattern 
of characteristics that contribute to landscape character' as well as ‘views and vistas’. It goes 
on to note that development proposals must demonstrate a full appreciation of the local 
area to assist in nurturing local distinctiveness. 

3.27. These matters can all be appropriately addressed through aa review and analysis of the 
landscape, including the physical landscape resources of the site and its local landscape 
context, as well as referenced to published material. This has been undertaken as part of this 
LVIA and, consistent with the NPPF requirement to ‘recognise’ intrinsic character and beauty 
of the countryside., consequently conforms to the objectives of the SPD. 

Martley, Knightwick and Doddenham Neighbourhood Plan (2016-2030) 

3.28. The Martley, Knightwick and Doddenham Neighbourhood Plan (MKD NP) was made in January 
2028 and provides a vision for the future of the Neighbourhood Area, setting out policies and 
objectives to realise this vision. The vision states that: 

“Our Vision for Martley, Knightwick and Doddenham is for our three Parishes to continue 
to be a beautiful rural landscape which has at its heart, a viable and sustainable 
agricultural sector and efficient local businesses, set amongst scattered small villages, 
riverside meadows and wooded hills.” 

3.29. Objective 1 is most relevant to landscape and visual matters, stating that: 

“To protect the rural character of our Parishes, with their characteristic landscape of 
fields, woodlands, riverside meadows and dispersed communities.” 
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3.30. In support of this objective, the Neighbourhood Plan goes int some detail on landscape 
matters. Those noted which relate to the site (and its immediate context) are summarised as 
follows: 

• Local Green Spaces are defined - Martley Playing Fields is included, noting that these 
are situated to the east of the site, but that the site is cut off on the map illustrating 
Local Green Spaces (Map 3 of the MKD NP); 

• Review of baseline landscape character (which is considered in more detail in later 
sections of this LVIA); and 

• The Nubbins,(4) Martley Roack (6) and Berrow Hill (7) are all noted as landscape 
features around the settlement and that have some relevance to the landscape 
context to the site (although generally physically separated from the site itself) 
(again, these are considered in later sections of this LVIA as part of the 
comprehensive landscape baseline). 

3.31. Policy MKD1 then goes on to set out ‘Landscape Design Principles’, noting that to be 
supported development proposals must: 

• 1. demonstrate they are sited, designed, and of a scale so as not to substantially harm 
the Significant Views when seen from locations that are freely accessible to members 
of the general public, listed in Appendix I and identified on Maps 11, 12 and 13; 

• 2. include boundary treatment of hedges, sandstone walls, or bricks that match those 
used in the locality; 

• 3. demonstrate landscaping proposals are suitable for the setting, and any loss of 
ancient woodland, aged or veteran trees, or established hedgerows, is necessary and 
that the benefits of development in that location clearly outweigh the loss; 

• 4. demonstrate any poly-tunnels, glasshouses and solar farms cannot viably utilise 
brownfield sites or lower value agricultural land, and are sited and screened to avoid 
significant harm to residential or visual amenity; 

• 5. protect from development the local geological and landscape features identified 
on Map 6 at Ankerdine Common; Berrow Hill; The Nubbins; The Millennium Green; 
Martley Rock; Penny Hill Quarry; Kingswood Weir; Rodge Hill; and Knightwick 
Limestone Quarries. 

3.32. These matters are considered further in later sections of this LVIA, and specifically in respect 
of the development and landscape mitigation strategy (also, refer to Figure 9, Landscape 
and Visual Strategy).   

Landscape Related Designations 

3.33. The site does not appear to be included in any formal designations specific to landscape, nor 
are any present in the immediate context.  

3.34. However related designations in the local landscape context included several listed buildings 
(including Longstone Cottage, Grade II, adjacent to the north-eastern corner of the site) and 
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several ancient woodlands. Berrow Hill is also the site of a Scheduled Monument, Berrow Hill 
Camp. 

3.35. It is not expected these will comprise direct constraints in respect of landscape and visual 
matters, however they may influence landscape character as part of the consideration of the 
value of the wider landscape character context, or may influence development potential in 
respect of other environmental disciplines. 

Physical Landscape Resources 

3.36. The following section describes the individual components of the physical landscape that 
are present in the study area. These have been described to establish an understanding of 
the specific landscape baseline, including individual elements and more distinctive features, 
which together contribute to landscape character. 

Topography 

3.37. The topography of the site rises from east to west, with a slightly mor elevated area in its 
south-west corner. Along the eastern boundary of the site, topographical levels range 
between ca. +69m and ca. +71m AOD; along the western boundary the landform rises from 
the north-western corner, at ca. +72m AOD up to ca. +76.5m AOD on the south-western 
corner. Notwithstanding the slightly more elevated south-western corner, the profile of the 
landform across this gradual rise is broadly even.  

3.38. In the immediate context of the site, the landform reflects the lower level and slightly 
undulating topography. This includes the gradual fall of slope, which passes through the 
settlement and down toward the tributary watercourses that feed the Laughern Brook. In the 
wider landscape context around Martley, the landform rises to forma complex series of 
rolling hills and valleys. These rise more steeply to the west of the settlement, reaching up to 
ca. +183m AOD at Berrow Hill and ca. +107m AOD at Pudford Hill; from this series of linked 
hills the landform then falls steeply into the River Teme valley.  

Hydrology and Water Features 

3.39. No water features are apparent on site, however some localised drainage features are 
present along the alignment of the hedgerow field boundaries.  

3.40. In the wider landscape, as described in respect of topography, the River Teme flows to the 
west of the site and to the east of Martley several tributaries flow to the course of the 
Laughern Brook, which broadly flows south and east towards Worcester. Field ponds are also 
present in the wider landscape.  

Land Use 

3.41. The site currently comprises a single area of arable land.   

3.42. In the immediate context of the site the rough grassland to the south is connected to the 
use of this area as a countryside burial ground. Also to the south the Maylite Trading Estate 
is a notable island of commercial development which contrast with the pattern of the 
settlement and more scattered farmsteads and dwellings. Opposite the site the sports and 
recreation ground is a notable land use variation which is perceptible from the B4197. In the 
wider landscape land use reflects a mixed agricultural mosaic. Overall, despite the common 
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agricultural mosaic characterising much of the wider countryside, there are several localised 
variations which form a transition between the settlement and more rural wider context.  

Vegetation Patterns 

3.43. The site is strongly defined by vegetation, with continuous hedgerow along the eastern and 
southern edges, more fragmented low-cut hedgerow along the western boundary and the 
more substantial tree belt along the northern boundary. There are also additional trees and 
garden vegetation associated with the dwellings that are located directly adjacent to the 
south-eastern corner of the site.  

3.44. In the wider landscape the pattern of hedgerows continues to provide the framework of 
vegetation across the landscape and the agricultural mosaic. These varies in condition and 
age. Hedgerow trees, occasional field trees and tree belts and blocks of woodland all interlink 
to create a strongly vegetated context to the landscape. This combines with the landform 
(as described) to create quite and intricate and variable landscape.  

Public Access 

3.45. A public footpath crosses the site (reference 698(C)), connecting the B4197 to the 
landscape west of the Maylite Trading Estate. Although not across the site, immediately west 
of the site a public footpath runs broadly north/south (reference 681(B)) and this route 
affords some filtered views through to the site. Other footpaths close to the site are situated 
closer and within the settlement, including routes close to the Ryecroft Way estate (footpath 
694(C) and 697(C)), alongside the sports and recreation ground (footpath 815(B)), and 
across the local arable context to the south (footpath 703(C)).  

3.46. Both the local landscape context to the site and wider countryside are well served by rights 
of way, and these provide access to a range of recreational and  landscape experiences. The 
network of routes includes the promoted routes of the Geopark Way and Worcestershire 
Way, as well as the more locally recognised ‘Martley Circular Walk’.  

Development and Transport Patterns 

3.47. The site forms a single field parcel situated immediately adjacent to the B4197 and with 
scattered, individual residential dwellings situated to the north and south-east. The 
countryside burial ground presents a short break, but south of this the Maylite Trading Estate 
is a considerable area of commercial development which is prominent on the approach to 
Martley from the south. Martley itself is predominantly formed of the residential estates to 
the north and south of the B4197, the former comprising more recent residential dwellings off 
Ryecroft Way. The settlement pattern of Martley also extends to the east, along the B4202 
and this area includes some of the more historic parts the settlement (and part of which lies 
within the Conservation Area). There are several amenity spaces (including open space, and 
spots/recreation ground) which link these parts of the settlement.  

3.48. In the wider landscape, settlement is limited to smaller scale villages and hamlets, including 
Berrow Green and Hipplecote to the south, and Clifton upon Teme further to the west. 
Outside of these pockets, wayside dwellings and farmsteads are scattered across the wider 
landscape. The areas as a whole are connected by a series of minor roads, with the B4202 
and B4197 being the main connecting roads (noting that the junction between these routes 
sits within Martley).  
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Lighting 

3.49. The site is not currently lit and there is no lighting along this section of the B4197, where is 
passes the site. In general there is very limited lighting in the streetscape of Martley, 
including within the more recent residential estates, suggesting a conscious design approach 
to limit and avoid lighting.  

3.50. In terms of lighting in the settlement and across the wider landscape, with reference to the 
Council for Protection of Rural England ‘England’s (CPRE) Light Pollution and Dark Skies’ 
mapping2, this shows Martley generally to be in the ‘lower range’ of the CPRE classification 
(i.e. between 0.5-1 NanoWatts/cm2/sr), and this extends across the village, over the site and 
across the Maylite Trading Estate. The wider landscape surrounding these areas are at the 
lower, darker end of the scale, at 0.25 to 0.5 NanoWatts/cm2/sr.  

Plate 1: Extract from CPRE Dark Skies Mapping 

 

 

Landscape Character 

3.51. In addition to the physical description of the site and its local landscape context, reference 
has been made to published guidance on landscape character for the area. The site is in the 

 

2 https://www.nightblight.cpre.org.uk/maps/ 
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following landscape character types/areas (LCT/A’s) (refer to Figure 4, Landscape 
Character): 

• National level – NCA 106. Severn and Avon Vales; and 

• Regional / County level – Worcestershire Landscape Character Assessment ‘Principal 
Timbered Farmlands’ landscape type.  

Plate 2: Summary of landscape character hierarchy 

 

3.52. The following sections set out a summary of the characteristics contained in published 
guidance, relevant to the site and study area. 

National Character Area 

3.53. At a national level, the site is situated within the National Character Area (NCA) 106: Severn 
and Avon Vales. Whilst the key characteristics of the NCA tend to be more generalised 
across the wider area, there are some descriptors which are relevant to the site and study 
area, including (most relevant highlighted as bold text): 

• “A diverse range of flat and gently undulating landscapes strongly influenced and 
united by the Severn and Avon rivers which meet at Tewkesbury. 

• Prominent oolitic limestone outliers of the Cotswold Hills break up the low-lying 
landscape in the south-east of the area at Bredon Hill, Robinswood Hill, Churchdown 
Hill and Dumbleton Hill. 

• West of the Severn the Mercia Mudstones predominate, producing poorer silty clay 
soils. Lias clays in the Avon Valley and east of the Severn create heavy but 
productive soils. River terrace gravels flank the edges of watercourses. 

National Landscape Character 
NCA 106. Severn and Avon Vales

Worcestershire Landscape Character 
Assessment 

‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ landscape type. 

Local Landscape Character 
Site in its context 
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• Woodland is sparsely distributed across this landscape but a well wooded 
impression is provided by frequent hedgerow trees, parkland and surviving 
traditional orchards. Remnants of formerly extensive Chases and Royal Forests, 
centred around Malvern, Feckenham and Ombersley still survive. 

• Small pasture fields and commons are prevalent in the west with a regular pattern 
of parliamentary enclosure in the east. Fields on the floodplains are divided by 
ditches (called rhines south of Gloucester) fringed by willow pollards and alders. 

• Pasture and stock rearing predominate on the floodplain and on steeper slopes, 
with a mixture of livestock rearing, arable, market gardening and hop growing 
elsewhere. 

• Unimproved neutral grassland (lowland meadow priority habitat) survives around 
Feckenham Forest and Malvern Chase. Along the main rivers, floodplain grazing 
marsh is prevalent. Fragments of unimproved calcareous grassland and acidic 
grasslands are also found. 

• The River Severn flows broadly and deeply between fairly high banks, north to south, 
while the Warwickshire River Avon meanders over a wide flood plain between 
Stratford, Evesham and Tewkesbury. The main rivers regularly flood at times of peak 
rainfall. 

• A strong historic time line is visible in the landscape, from the Roman influences 
centred at Gloucester, earthwork remains of medieval settlements and associated 
field systems through to the strong Shakespearian heritage at Stratford-upon-Avon. 

• Highly varied use of traditional buildings materials, with black and white timber frame 
are intermixed with deep-red brick buildings, grey Lias and also Cotswolds stone. 

• Many ancient market towns and large villages are located along the rivers, their 
cathedrals and churches standing as prominent features in the relatively flat 
landscape.” 

3.54. The NCA sets out high level guidance for landscape character in the form of 'statements of 
environmental opportunity' (SEO). In respect of the site, SEO2 and SEO3 have some 
relevance to potential opportunities for mitigation: 

"SEO 2: Seek to safeguard and enhance this area’s distinctive patterns of field 
boundaries, ancient hedgerows, settlements, orchards, parkland, small woodlands, 
chases, commons and floodplain management with their strong links to past land use 
and settlement history, and for the benefits this will bring to soil erosion, soil quality and 
biodiversity.." 

“SEO 3: Reinforce the existing landscape structure as part of any identified growth of 
urban areas, hard infrastructure and other settlements ensuring quality green 
infrastructure is incorporated enhancing health, access, recreation, landscape, 
biodiversity and geodiversity.” 

3.55. The key characteristics and SEOs set out in the NCA are considered further when 
determining landscape sensitivity in later sections of this LVIA. 
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Worcestershire Landscape Character Assessment 

3.56. The Worcestershire Landscape Character Assessment refines the NCAs to smaller Regional 
Character Areas (RCA). It then further refines and identifies Landscape Types (LT), 
Landscape Description Units (LDUs) and Land Cover Parcels (LCPs). 

3.57. The site is located within the Principal Timbered Farmlands Landscape Type, which is 
described by the published assessment as follows: 

"The Principal Timbered Farmlands are characterised by a mosaic of agricultural land 
cleared directly from woodland, on a piecemeal basis, together with land enclosed from 
former localised areas of open fields, resulting in the dispersed pattern of farmsteads 
and wayside cottages and lack of strong settlement nuclei.” 

3.58. The key characteristics of the LT are summarised in the following table. 

Table 2: Summary of key characteristics of the Principal Timbered Farmlands LT 

Primary characteristics Secondary characteristics Tertiary characteristics 

Notable pattern of hedgerow 
trees, predominantly oak  

Hedgerow boundaries to 
fields  

Ancient wooded character 

Organic enclosure pattern 

Small-scale landscape with 
hedgerow trees creating 
filtered views  

Brick and timber building 
style of older properties  

Rolling lowland with 
occasional steep sided hills 
and low escarpments 

Mixed farming land use 

Dispersed settlement 
pattern 

 

3.59. The extract of the LT, referring to details of the Landscape Guidelines, Planning Advice and 
Management Guidelines are set out in the appendices (refer to Appendix 3).  

3.60. These matters are addressed in more detail in respect of the mitigation measures included 
in the proposed development, as these have been incorporated to reflect the local 
landscape context. Further details of this are set out in later sections of this LVIA.  

3.61. At a finer level of detail than the ‘landscape type’, the WCC LCA also defines smaller scale 
‘land description units’ (LDU). The site is located in an area identified as LDU MW46.2: 
Martley Principal Timbered Farmlands (refer to Appendix 4).  

3.62. The additional detail is relatively brief, providing a short description as follows:  

"A soft rock area of mixed sandstone and mudstone, with free draining brown soils and 
an intermediate, undulating topography.  The tree cover comprises relic patches of 
ancient woodland, often associated with densely scattered hedgerow oaks and 
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streamside trees.  The land use is mixed farming and the settlement pattern that of 
farmsteads and clusters of wayside dwellings, associated with a moderate to high level 
of dispersal and a small to medium scale field pattern.” 

3.63. The LDU also highlights key characteristics and condition at the more localised level, 
including:  

• hazel prominent in hedgerows 

• localised orchards 

• village with brick and timber building style 

Condition (updated 2009) 

• high intensity mixed farming with a declining field pattern 

• boundaries in variable condition 

• localised loss of tree cover 

• localised high impact of urban development and depot 

3.64. The published character assessment also comprises planning and development advice for 
each of Worcestershire's landscape types. For the Principal Timbered Farmlands LT the 
assessment identifies 'opportunities for landscape gain', which include the introduction of 
new woodland, hedgerows and hedgerow trees. 

Landscape Character Summary 

3.65. From the detailed evaluation undertaken for this LVIA, the immediate context to the site 
does share a number of characteristics identified in the baseline landscape character 
assessments described above.  

3.66. Consequently, matters identified in the published landscape character assessments which 
are relevant to the site in its context can be summarised as: 

• Undulating rolling lowland combined with vegetation presents a range of short, mid 
and long distance views across a complex landscape; 

• Scattered woodland leading to well wooded character, set within an agricultural 
mosaic with strong framework of hedgerows and hedgerow trees; and 

• Dispersed settlement pattern of estates and farmsteads outside of the core areas of 
the hamlets and villages, locally settlement pattern of Martley is consolidated 
through recent and emerging development.  

3.67. This analysis of the local landscape character of the site and its context is taken through to 
inform judgements on value, susceptibility, and overall landscape sensitivity, included in later 
sections of this LVIA. 
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Visual Baseline 

3.68. This section provides a description of the nature and extent of the existing views from, 
towards and between the site and the surrounding area. It also includes reference to specific 
locations that will potentially be subject to impacts as a result of the proposed development. 

3.69. Establishing the specific nature of these views provides an understanding of the context and 
setting of representative viewpoints and the nature of views in terms of distance, angle of 
view, and seasonal constraints associated with specific visual receptors. The identification of 
key sensitive receptors and links to the representative viewpoint are carried forward to the 
assessment process (refer to Figure 6, Viewpoint Photographs). 

Overview 

3.70. The visual envelope is the area of landscape from which a site or proposed development will 
potentially be visible. It accounts for general judgements on the theoretical visibility of a site 
or proposed development and sets a broad context for the study area within which to 
address landscape and visual impacts. The extent of a visual envelope will be influenced by 
the physical landscape components of an area, such as hedgerows, woodlands or buildings 
and can also be influenced by distance from a site. 

3.71. A computer generated ZTV has been produced for the site. This is based on initial 
assumptions regarding the potential for development (including building heights of up to 
9m) and accounts for some degree of screening by existing built form and vegetation (refer 
to Figure 5, ZTV, PROW and Viewpoint Locations).  

3.72. Although the ZTV represents a 'screened' scenario, the OS data sources only tend to include 
substantial blocks of trees and woodland (refer to Plate 3) and consequently does not 
represent all screening by all vegetation.  
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Plate 3: Illustration of woodland cover included in OS data 

 

 

3.73. The nature of the landform around Martley clearly has a substantial influence on visibility of 
the site potential development on the site., however there remains scope for potential views 
of development from numerous rights of way in the nearby context, including both of the 
promoted routes (Worcestershire Way and Geopark Way). 

3.74. Based on the ZTV, and informed by subsequent field work, the visual envelope is broadly 
defined as follows: 

• Considering the wider landscape context, large gaps in the theoretical visibility 
accounting for the range of valleys and hills which surround Martley. From higher 
ground, the ZTV illustrates potential visibility however distance combined with 
vegetation means that views are likely to be screened, minimal or barely perceptible 
(refer to Figure 7, Illustrative Long Distance Viewpoints A and B); 

• To the north, views tend to be limited to the immediate context of the settlement 
due to the rise in landform around Kingswood Common. In the immediate context to 
the site, existing shelter belts to the north, along with built form and other vegetation 
within the settlement serves to filter or screen views; 

• From the east, views re limited to the immediate locality of the recreation ground and 
sports pitches, with the existing residential edge screening views beyond. Across the 
more open agricultural land there are some more open views from the east, including 
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the local network of PROW, however trees and hedgerows filter some of these views. 
Furthermore, views from this direction will change as and when consented residential 
development comes forward;  

• To the south, landform rises steadily (both south-east and south-west) affording 
views from the PROW network in this direction. The landform ultimately forms a 
screen for longer distance views, but where views are available to parts of the site, 
these are seen in the context of the existing settlement. Note that the shelter belt 
and built form of the Maylite Trading Estate also form a substantial screen; and 

• Similarly, to the west, views of the site are generally screened by the combined 
influence of landform and vegetation, particularly the topography and woodland of 
Berrow Hill. Before this more substantial screening, in the immediate context of the 
site views are also filtered by hedgerows, trees and tree belts.  

3.75. Within this overall visual envelope there are variations in the degree of inter-visibility 
between areas and in the nature and extent of views due to the presence or absence of 
screening, and the inherent character of the baseline in any views (e.g. existing 
dwellings/built form). Overall, the ZTV isn’t an indicator of magnitude or significance in itself, 
and the nature of existing views and potential visibility are tested further through the 
detailed field work and the consideration of visual effects. 

3.76. Overall, views of the site, and likely views of the proposed development, are restricted to a 
localised area associated with the immediate context of Martley, contained as it is by the 
settlement (to the east and north) and by topography (in all directions; future development 
of consented residential development to the north and east/south-east will further screen 
views of the site and proposed development.  

Representative Viewpoints and Visual Receptors 

3.77. The visual assessment references a series of viewpoints that are representative of visual 
receptors in the area.  

3.78. These illustrate views towards the site in the context of the surrounding landscape and are 
used to inform judgements on impacts for specific receptors (refer to Figure 5, ZTV, PROW 
and Viewpoint Locations and Figure 6, Viewpoint Photographs 1 to 14 and A and B).  

3.79. Representative visual receptors include: 

• A small number of local residents, particularly those directly adjacent to the site 
boundary, but also a small part of the settlement located to the east of the site, 
which may have views across the sports pitches; 

• Users of the PROW which crosses the site;  

• Users of the network of PROWs which are located in the local landscape context, 
particularly the more elevated locations and including the Worcestershire Way (to 
the west and south-west) and the Geopark Way (to the north, and to the east); 

• Receptors associated with the adjacent land uses, including users of the allotments 
and visitors to the countryside burial ground; 
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• Although not deemed the highest sensitivity receptor, there are potential views from 
the sports pitches; and 

• Users of the B4197 will also have direct views to the site, however these tend to be 
limited to the approach from the east, rather than the south, due to the nature of 
existing screening associated with the Maylite Trading Estate.  

3.80. The majority of these are highly localised, however for some of the recreational routes the 
site (and potential development) will be visible from the local landscape context.  

3.81. Furthermore, whilst road users tend not to be of higher sensitivity, the nature of views 
approaching the site from the east, do currently look up toward the range of hills to the west, 
and potential development will impact on that visual experience. 

3.82. These matters are considered further in the assessment of visual effects.  

Future Baseline 

Overview 

3.83. This LVIA addresses the proposed development of up to 55 dwellings on land to the west of 
Berrow Green Road, Martley. The process addresses the current baseline at the time of 
writing for this LVIA against the changes and perceived impacts which may occur as a 
consequence of the proposed development. 

3.84. However, the landscape and visual context of Martley is likely to be altered as a result of two 
proposed residential developments. These include proposals for land to the west of Ryecroft 
Way (application reference, M/23/00863/FUL) and also land to the south of the sports and 
recreation ground (application reference 20/01963/OUT) (refer to Figure 2, Site Location 
and Planning Designations).  

3.85. Each of these applications have been approved and are consequently likely to influence the 
local landscape and visual context as they are built out.  

Landscape and Visual Implications 

3.86. Each of the consented sites represents a greenfield site which occupies a position in the 
landscape directly adjacent to the existing settlement edge. These development parcels will 
result in an extension to the existing settlement pattern of Martley.  

3.87. In respect of landscape character., notwithstanding the loss of agricultural land, the scale 
and pattern of the landscape will broadly remain and these developments will form a 
discreet extension to the settlement pattern to the west and south respectively.  

3.88. In terms of views and visual impacts, each of the consented development will be visible to a 
greater or lesser degree, depending on location and type of visual receptor. Both have the 
potential to influence or screen views of the site and proposed development subject of this 
LVIA.  

Whilst this LVIA remains based on the existing ‘baseline scenario’ (with neither of the 
consented developments being built out at this stage), where relevant in the assessment of 
landscape and visual impact, a ‘future baseline’ scenario has been considered separately.  
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4. DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS AND LANDSCAPE 
STRATEGY 

Overview 

4.1. This section considers the type of development proposed and the nature of the impacts 
that are likely to occur; thereafter it draws the landscape and visual baseline information 
together and summarises the key constraints and opportunities in the existing landscape. 

4.2. In summary the proposed development comprises:  

• Development of up to 55 residential dwellings; 

• Access off Berrow Green Road (B4197);  

• Retained and proposed green infrastructure including drainage attenuation, open 
space and landscaping.   

4.3. The Indicative Masterplan for the proposed development is included in Appendix B.  

Likely Causes of Impact 

4.4. Although a landscape has some intrinsic sensitivity, different landscapes contain a range of 
components which will respond differently to change, subject to the type of the 
development that is proposed.  

4.5. Consequently, in order to inform the analysis of impacts, judgements should be made with 
reference to the specific changes which arise from the type of development being 
considered. 

4.6. The following section sets out the likely causes of impacts which would occur in relation to 
the specific type of development proposed (i.e. residential development). 

Causes of Temporary Impact During Construction 

4.7. The temporary construction works which may give rise to impacts on landscape and visual 
receptors are listed as follows: 

• Site clearance and accommodation works; 

• Limited vegetation clearance for the creation of the site access off the Berrow Green 
Road (B4197); 

• Movement and presence of associated construction vehicles and plant;  

• Presence of any construction compounds, site offices and welfare facilities; and 

• Emerging built form under construction. 
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Causes of Impacts at Completion 

4.8. The permanent components of the proposed development which may give rise to impacts 
on landscape and visual receptors are listed as follows: 

• The built form of the new residential development and the doctors surgery 
(incorporating permanent junction, internal road layouts, car parking, other ancillary 
components and any lighting required); and 

• Mitigation integrated into the proposed development (i.e. green infrastructure and 
strategic landscaping), including retained trees, hedgerows, open space provision, 
SUDs and attenuation areas and new planting. 

4.9. Together the cause of impacts at construction and operation informs the landscape and 
visual analysis and identification of constraints and opportunities.  

Landscape and Visual Constraints and Opportunities 

4.10. The following section identifies the key constraints and opportunities that have been 
identified as part of an analysis of the landscape and visual baseline (including reference to 
field work, desk study, and review of landscape character guidance as part of the desk 
study) (refer also to Figure 8, Landscape and Visual Analysis)  

4.11. These are subsequently used to inform an understanding of the proposed development and 
the role and function of any mitigation that is included as part of the masterplan.  

4.12. Overall, by taking an approach that addresses landscape and landscape character in the 
context of the masterplan design, this helps to deliver good design that relates to local 
character, landscape components and green infrastructure. 

4.13. Landscape and visual constraints associated with the site are summarised as follows: 

• Existing green infrastructure on the site boundaries which should be retained where 
possible (including relevant stand offs) as the structure of this defines the scale and 
pattern of the fieldscape to the site; 

• The route of the PROW across the site, which forms a physical constraint to 
development but can be used to positively influence a layout; 

• The role of the site in views on leaving Martley, travelling from the village and heading 
west/south; 

• The slightly more elevated western edge of the site, which forms part of the transition 
up to the higher wooded hills, but which is slightly more visible as a consequence; 

• Potential views to the site from the local network of PROWs, including the two 
promoted routes of the Worcestershire Way and the Geopark Way; and 

• To a lesser extent views from the adjacent sports pitches and nearby residential 
edge of Martley. 
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4.14. Landscape and visual opportunities for the site are considered to be: 

• The lack of any overriding designations specific to landscape on site and in the 
surrounding landscape context; 

• Given the scale of the site, the opportunity to put forward a design that incorporates 
areas of green infrastructure and open space; 

• Approaching the settlement from the south along the B4197, the site has a very 
limited role in terms of the approach and gateway until directly adjacent to the site, 
at which point the sense of ‘arrival’ has passed; 

• The scale of the site and its broadly regular form are sufficient to accommodate 
aspirational development areas alongside effective areas of green infrastructure and 
open space as part of a mitigation strategy; 

• The combined influence of the existing green infrastructure and topography limit the 
potential visibility and perception of the site (and potential development) from a 
wider area of landscape and the wider countryside (refer to Figure 5 and visual 
baseline sections); and 

• The existing PROW across the site can be incorporated into either the internal road 
layout, or potentially into a linear green space, maintaining the route and connection 
between the settlement and countryside. 

4.15. The analysis of these can be used in relation to the identified approach to mitigation and 
how this will avoid or minimise potential impacts. 

Landscape and Visual Strategy 

4.16. The strategy for that mitigation has defined the spatial extent of the potential development 
envelope (i.e. where built form would be located) as well as proposals for key green 
infrastructure and associated open spaces.  

4.17. The following components of the landscape strategy that have been incorporated into the 
initial design of the proposed development are summarised in the following table (refer also 
to Figure 9, Landscape and Visual Strategy). 

4.18. The table also includes reference to guidance set out in the published landscape character 
assessments, so as to demonstrate how and where the proposed development contributes 
to this.  

Table 3: Summary of integrated landscape and visual mitigation 

Strategy 
component 

Key points Published guidance for the 
Principal Timbered 
Farmlands 

Development 
envelope 

The development envelope is restricted to a parcel 
within the site, maintaining the scale and pattern 
created by the existing field boundaries which are 

Maintain the historic dispersed 
settlement pattern 
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Strategy 
component 

Key points Published guidance for the 
Principal Timbered 
Farmlands 

retained (notwithstanding some limited loss and 
replacement for access) 

The development envelope is set within the landscape 
context of the existing settlement edge, which includes 
some wayside residential dwellings along with the 
amenity character of the sports and recreation ground 
(i.e. firmly within the context of the village) 

The development envelope retains substantial areas of 
green infrastructure and open space to the west and 
south in respect of the more open views in these 
directions, but also along the eastern edge to maintain 
a sense of set back and openness along the B4197. 
These spaces each serve different functions in terms 
of mitigation 

Existing 
vegetation 
strategy and 
Green 
infrastructure 
and open space  

Retain and enhance existing vegetation along the 
boundaries of the site, including supplementary 
planting and management proposals that aim to 
increase structure, diversity and succession 
(particularly on the western and southern boundaries 
to reinforce the currently fragmented hedgerows) 

Enhancement proposals to include appropriate 
management (such as hedge laying, tree health 
management) and new planting (including hedgerow 
trees) as appropriate  

Where the proposed site access results in the loss of 
hedgerow, then inclusion of new planting to replace 
this (accounting for native and locally prevalent 
species selection) 

Omission of development from, and inclusion of open 
space in the south-western part of the site (where the 
more elevated parts of the site are), and maintaining a 
sense of openness on the access from the PROW at 
this point 

Omission of development from, and inclusion of open 
space in the eastern part of the site, maintaining a 
sense of openness in relation to the existing route of 
the B4197 and providing appropriate space to deliver 
attenuation 

Maintain the tree cover character 
of hedgerow oaks, and enhance 
the age structure of the hedgerow 
oak population. 

Seek opportunities to enhance 
tree cover along highways and 
other non-farmed locations. 

Conserve and restore the pattern 
and composition of the hedgerow 
structure (including hedgerow 
oaks) through appropriate 
management, and new 
planting/replanting. 

Detailed Design Given the large proportion of green infrastructure and 
open space, opportunities to create a high-quality 
landscape design at the detailed stage. This stage can 
also tailor the specification of planting and seeding to 
maximise opportunities for biodiversity 

Enclosure Pattern - the spatial 
distribution and orientation of new 
buildings, avoiding uniformity of 
pattern in all cases. 

The location and orientation of 
new buildings can create intimate 
areas, particularly if regular 
patterns are avoided. The planting 
of trees of appropriate scale can 
filter views, the incorporation of 
hedgerows can contribute to the 
small scale of an area. The 
incorporation of such features as 
chimneys, and other roof 
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Strategy 
component 

Key points Published guidance for the 
Principal Timbered 
Farmlands 

structures to reduce the 
uniformity of the roofscape can 
also contribute to creating an 
intimacy of scale and filtering of 
views. 

The species composition of 
existing long-established 
hedgerows should be used to 
guide the composition of new 
hedgerow planting. 

 

4.19. In summary the landscape strategy provides an appropriate framework for the proposed 
development on the site that reflect an immediate landscape structure, subsequently 
supported by additional and enhanced landscape proposals. The strategy responds to, and 
recognises, the characteristics of the local landscape context, including the elements of the 
‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LT. 

4.20. Consequently, this enables the proposed development to adopt a layout to come forward 
with inherent mitigation which recognises and responds to the local landscape context from 
the outset, avoiding or further reducing, potential impacts as mitigation becomes 
established in the longer term.  

4.21. The assessment of landscape and visual impacts accounts for these measures forming an 
inherent part of the proposed development and judgements on impact and effect.  
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5. ASSESSMENT OF LANDSCAPE EFFECTS 

Overview of Landscape Effects 

5.1. Landscape sensitivity is a term applied to specific receptors, combining judgements on the 
value related to a landscape (i.e. the receptor) with the susceptibility of the landscape to the 
specific type of change proposed. Receptors can include specific landscape elements or 
features or may be judged at a wider scale and include landscape character parcels, types 
or areas. 

5.2. As advocated in the GLVIA3, professional judgement is used to balance analysis of value and 
susceptibility in order to determine sensitivity. Each of these aspects of the analysis will vary 
subject to the scale and detail of the assessment.  

5.3. The landscape character of the study area is documented at national and regional levels. The 
findings of these studies represent a generally consistent analysis of landscape character 
and this has been supported by an analysis of the local landscape character of the site in the 
context of the settlement.  

5.4. This assessment of landscape effects focuses on the areas of landscape character which are 
defined by the East Hertfordshire Landscape Character Assessment ‘Principal Timbered 
Farmlands’ LT. 

5.5. The assessment of landscape effects is then also applied at a more refined level to consider 
judgements based on the landscape character of 'the site and its local landscape context'.  

Landscape Sensitivity 

5.6. In order to inform judgements on value and susceptibility the following section refers to the 
baseline information (Section 3) and additional consideration of the local character in 
relation to the site and its local landscape context. These judgements are then carried 
through to the analysis of landscape sensitivity. 

Landscape Value 

5.7. In LVIA, landscape value is the value attached to a potentially affected landscape. It is 
relative in relation to the different stakeholders and different parts of society that use or 
experience a landscape.  

5.8. Landscape value is not solely indicated by the presence of formal designations and a range 
of factors influence landscape value.  

5.9. The GLVIA3 sets out a range of factors that can help in the identification of landscape value3 
and these concepts have been expanded in the later LI TGN 02/214. 

 

3 Box 5.1, Page 84, Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, Guidelines for 
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 3rd Edition (April, 2013) 
4 Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 02/21: Assessing Landscape Value Outside National Designations 
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5.10. Whilst these have become commonly accepted, it is important to place them in the relevant 
context that the GLVIA3 is guidance and that its principles have to be adopted into a formal 
methodology by practitioners. The criteria for determining landscape value as set out in the 
methodology (refer to Appendix A) accord with those presented in the GLVIA3 and LI TGN 
02/21. 

5.11. Landscape value will vary in response to the specific landscape that is being considered, 
even where a landscape is included in the boundaries of a formal designation. 

5.12. This section determines the value of the defined LT (and local landscape context) relevant to 
the site and study area. The considerations and professional judgements used in 
determining value are summarised in the following tables (with reference to GLVIA3, page 84, 
Box 5.1 and to LI TGN 02/21). 

Table 3: Determining Landscape Value  

Considerations  ‘Principal Timbered 
Farmlands’ LT 

Site in its local landscape 
context 

Formal landscape or 
landscape related 
designations  

No statutory landscape designations 
apply. 

No statutory landscape designations 
apply. 

Natural and cultural 
heritage interests (i.e. 
ecological, geological or 
heritage matters) 

Various across the LT which extend 
across a broad area.  

Localised in terms of mature trees and 
established hedgerows but no formal or 
apparent related interests. 

Conservation Area within the settlement, 
however physically and visual separated 
from the site.  

Local geological feature of ‘The Nubbins’ 
present to the north f the site.  

Landscape condition of 
individual elements or 
overall structure 

Overall unified landscape structure of 
woodland set across an agricultural 
mosaic.  

Varied, continuous hedgerows present 
but often species poor; some field 
boundaries in poor condition and/or 
formed of post and wire fencing.   

Some consistency with key 
characteristics of published LT, however 
local influences include fragmented 
hedgerows and some more intensified 
agricultural fields, as well as amenity 
context to sports and recreation.  

Landscape associations Limited reference in published 
guidance but typical of a historic 
woodland clearance and enclosure, 
leading to a landscape ‘of interest’ with 
a dispersed settlement pattern.  

Some specific/esoteric associations with 
notable people. 

Distinctiveness and sense 
of place 

Varies across the LT but unifying 
elements of hedgerows and hedgerow 
oaks bring the LT together. More 
elevated parts of the LT afford views 
across a much wider landscape 
context.  

Berrow Hill and Pudford Hill present 
distinct landmarks around the settlement 
along with the sports and recreation 
ground forms a distinct landmark when 
passing through the settlement. Although 
a detracting feature, the Maylite Trading 
Estate is also a landmark, presenting a 
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gateway feature on the approach from 
the south. 

Recreational opportunities 
in the landscape context 

Extensive across the wider context of 
the LT, including promoted 
recreational routes and a good 
network of PROW connections and 
routes.  

Direct access to the site along a PROW 
linking to the wider network. Other 
routes/options are also available for 
these connections. As per wider LT, 
extensive opportunities for recreational 
access in the local PROW network 
(including promoted routes).  

Perceptual aspects (in 
respect of scenic/visual 
quality) 

Rolling hills and mosaic of woodland 
and agricultural land present a 
landscape of ‘interest, exception and 
balance’ (as per guidelines).  

The site itself holds some scenic value, 
less in respect of its own merit and more 
related to views across the site to Berrow 
Hill. Elsewhere around the settlement 
visual quality is mixed, subject to the 
balance between more extensive arable 
enclosures and prominent of 
settlement/Maylite Trading Estate or 
views of the smaller scale pastoral 
enclosures and woodlands.  

Perceptual aspects (in 
respect of wildness and 
tranquillity)  

The wider LT is less settled, and areas 
can retain some level of tranquillity 
rather than wildness.  

The site in its immediate context are 
neither wild nor tranquil given the 
proximity and influence of the settlement 
and the local road network. There is some 
sense of ‘relative tranquillity when moving 
away from the village, past the Maylite 
Trading Estate and up to Berrow Hill.   

Landscape function An area defined as small scale wooded, 
agricultural landscape characterised 
by filtered views through densely 
scattered hedgerow trees. This is a 
complex, in places intimate, landscape 
of irregularly shaped woodlands, 
winding lanes and frequent wayside 
dwellings. Its mosaic of agricultural 
land was cleared directly from 
woodland, on a piecemeal basis, and 
from former localised areas of open 
fields, resulting in a lack of strong 
settlement nuclei. This forms a small 
part of a much wider LT across a broad 
part of the landscape. 

Small parcel of landscape situated within 
the immediate context of the settlement, 
including recreational, residential and 
commercial sub-areas of the local 
landscape context this is balanced 
against surrounding agricultural mosaic 
and the function of the site in respect of 
some specific view corridors. The 
landscape is traditionally more rural 
moving off the site and further from the 
settlement.  

 

5.13. On balance the wider landscape context of ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LT is determined 
to be of medium to high value in landscape terms.  

5.14. The landscape character of the site in its local landscape context is considered to be of 
medium value in landscape terms. 

Landscape Susceptibility  

5.15. In LVIA, landscape susceptibility is the ability of a landscape to accommodate change 
without undue consequences for the maintenance of the baseline situation.  
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5.16. Different types of development can affect landscapes in different ways and consequently 
landscape susceptibility is specific to the type of development proposed (i.e. residential). 

5.17. This section determines the susceptibility with the considerations and professional 
judgements used summarised in the following tables. 

Table 4: Determining Landscape Susceptibility 

Considerations Principal Timbered Farmlands LT Site in its local landscape 
context 

Scale of enclosure Small to medium-scale landscape 
generally, with some slightly larger arable 
intensification within the mosaic 

Some woodland cover but with framework 
of woodland and hedgerows 

Varied topography of rolling hills and 
valleys contribute to sense of scale 

Small to medium scale landscape and field 
pattern, with stronger containment from 
vegetation to the north and south 

Undulating landform, with rising 
topography forming enclosure at a slightly 
wider scale 

Edge of settlement to the east with local 
road network, recreation ground and 
residential edge providing context. 

Nature of land use Mixed mosaic of agricultural land 

Settled landscape but generally dispersed, 
with some consolidated settlements; 
Martley one of the few larger villages in 
this area with other settlement comprising 
scattered dwellings  

Arable land use on site with mosaic of 
mixed agriculture in surrounding 
landscape 

Balanced against amenity uses in terms of 
recreation ground, nearby residential areas 
and commercial area to the south. 
Wooded agricultural mosaic forms a 
contrast, but this sits outside of the mixed 
fringes of the settlement and site context 

Nature of existing 
elements and 
features 

Network of winding lanes and roads 

Hedgerows and hedgerow trees, in 
particular oaks 

Ancient woodlands 

Vegetation on site is limited to the site 
boundary hedgerows. This is consistent 
with, but not an essential component of, 
the local landscape context.  

 

5.18. On balance, the wider landscape context of ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LT is considered 
to be of medium to high susceptibility in landscape terms. 

5.19. The local landscape character of the site in its local landscape context is considered to be of 
medium susceptibility in landscape terms. 

Overall Landscape Sensitivity  

Existing baseline 

5.20. The following conclusions on sensitivity are based on the detailed description and 
justification presented in the previous sections, balancing the professional judgements on 
value and susceptibility.  
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5.21. In drawing together judgements on landscape value and susceptibility in respect of 
landscape sensitivity, higher levels of landscape sensitivity will occur where landscape value 
and landscape susceptibility are toward the upper end of the scale.  

5.22. Lower levels of sensitivity will occur where value and susceptibility are toward the lower end 
of the scale.  

5.23. More central levels of sensitivity will occur where one component is toward the higher end of 
the scale whilst one is toward the lower.  

5.24. It is important to note that there are graduations within the process which are not clear cut, 
and professional judgment is used to balance these and determine an overall judgement on 
sensitivity. 

Table 5: Determining Landscape Sensitivity 

Landscape character Value Susceptibility Judgement on 
sensitivity 

‘Principal Timbered 
Farmlands’ LT 

Medium to high Medium to high Medum to high 

Site and its local landscape 
context 

Medium Medium  Medium  

 

5.25. Following a review of the types of impact on physical landscape resources, the conclusions 
on landscape sensitivity are then taken forward to address the impact and effect on 
landscape character. 

Future baseline 

5.26. In respect of the future baseline, the two consented residential developments will primarily 
consolidate the existing settlement pattern of Martley, connecting the more fragmented 
edge, and also provide a greater context for residential development (i.e. the type of 
development proposed).  

5.27. Given the scale of the settlement and change at a localised scale, this is not considered to 
be sufficient to alter the overall sensitivity of the ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LT.  

5.28. In respect of the site in its local landscape context, the additional residential development 
will place a greater focus of the existing sorts and recreation ground as a focus in this 
section of the settlement; the consented development south of the recreation ground will 
connect the existing residential edge to the commercial area of the Maylite Trading Estate 
but (if considering the commercial area as a gateway and southern limit to Martley now) 
together the western and southern extent of Martley as a whole will not alter.  

5.29. In respect of the site in its local landscape context, landscape value will be reduced slightly 
as a result of the change in scenic quality and landscape function, however susceptibility 
remains balanced due to the increased pressure on the pastoral landscape around the 
village considered against the more extensive context of residential development. These are 
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subtle points applied at a relatively broad scale, and consequently the overall sensitivity of 
the ’future baseline’ for the site in its local context remains medium.  

Landscape Impacts  

5.30. The following section describes the predicted changes to the physical landscape elements 
and features on the site that will give rise to the subsequent perceived changes in landscape 
character. 

Impacts on Physical Landscape Resources 

5.31. Construction impacts will include initial ground clearance, earthworks, demolition and, where 
necessary, clearance of existing vegetation.  

5.32. Vegetation clearance includes some limited removal of hedgerow clearance along a short 
section of Berrow Green Road, to accommodate construction of the proposed access and 
associated visibility splays. However, in both instances hedgerow loss is minimised, the 
overall pattern of the hedgerow network (and reflective of the scale of field enclosures) is 
maintained and replacement planting proposed to reinstate this boundary (albeit slightly 
behind its original alignment. 

5.33. Construction impacts will also include the implementation of temporary measures such as 
site hoardings, temporary fencing and vegetation/tree protection measures. These impacts 
will be temporary, albeit these also include the emerging built form of the proposed 
dwellings which will be a permanent component on completion; the construction period for 
these is considered to be temporary.   

5.34. Impacts at completion are concerned with the long-term alteration in the landscape from 
the current undeveloped context of the site to the future scenario of the proposed 
development.  

5.35. The built form of the proposed development will be complete and will be a permanent 
component in the landscape. At completion, based on the proposed retention of vegetation 
along with the additional landscape planting, the proposed development will be set within an 
initial framework of mature vegetation, with other landscape planting implemented as part of 
proposed development, yet to become fully established.  

5.36. In the long term, impacts remain associated with the presence of built development, but are 
also associated with the influence of mitigation measures on landscape character. This 
establishes the changes to landscape character as a result of built development but with 
proposed mitigation measures fully established and performing their intended function. The 
impacts are considered to be long term and not reversible. 

5.37. In the context of the site and proposed development, physical landscape impacts are 
considered to be limited to those on site and affecting part of the eastern site boundary for 
access. 

5.38. Some discreet localised earthworks related to the creation of practical development 
platforms and for the development envelope and for the attenuation area will be required, 
however the overall profile of the landform will remain apparent, and the topography will 
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continue to form a part of the overall shallow rising landform which rises toward the upper 
slopes and hills to the west and south.  

5.39. Impacts at a site level will also be generated by the change in land use from the current 
arable enclosure to that of a residentially led development. However, this has some 
consistency with the current and emerging pattern of the settlement and will not be unduly 
prominent in respect of the existing settlement edge or wider countryside.  

5.40. Overall, the physical landscape impacts are considered to be direct, will be limited to the 
extent of the site (aside from the minor changes to Berrow Green Road for access) and will 
affect only a very small proportion of the wider ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LT, and a part 
which is closely associated with the wider settlement pattern of Martley. 

5.41. These judgements are specific to the ‘physical’ components of the landscape. Judgements 
in terms of how the components function together, the consequence of these impacts, and 
how they contribute to the character and appearance of the area, is addressed in terms of 
the effects on landscape character. 

Landscape Character Effects 

5.42. In the context of the physical impacts considered above, the following sections set out an 
assessment of the likely landscape effects on the relevant landscape type and on the site 
and its local landscape context. 

Appraisal of Landscape Character Impacts 

5.43. The likely landscape impacts described above will be concerned with the physical changes 
to the site and the loss, or potential loss, of physical elements and features.  

5.44. Aside from the physical changes to the arable land use of the site (including the loss and 
replacement of hedgerow along the B4197 for access) the landscape impacts will be 
concerned with the perception of the main change of the site to that of a residential 
development and subsequent impact on the character and appearance of the landscape.  

5.45. Although residential built form is not currently present ‘on site’, it is influential in respect of 
the local landscape local context to the site, as the existing residential edge and sports and 
recreation ground are part of the character of this edge of the settlement edge. Furthermore, 
the Maylite Trading Estate is a prominent component at a local level and sets a perceived 
threshold for the settlement on the approach from the south.  

5.46. Consequently, residential development is not an incompatible element when considered in 
the local landscape context to the site. The impacts and change occur physically at the site 
level.  

5.47. The changes arising from the proposed built form are not wholesale across the site, with the 
landscape strategy informing the spatial footprint and ensuring that landscape buffers and 
open space have been incorporated not the layout. Noting that these areas themselves will 
differ in character, there is some consistency with the adjacent sports and recreation ground 
and the countryside burial ground to the south. The land use is the contrast in respect of 
these areas but the landscape proposals have the opportunity to include planting and 
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species which is appropriate to the locality and which can integrate with the existing 
vegetation structure.  

5.48. The northern edge of the development is strongly contained by existing green infrastructure, 
and this will continue to be the case with built form in place; any perception of built form will 
be experienced in the context of the existing settlement also.  

5.49. From the east the site does form the foreground to views up to Berrow Hill. With 
development in place the context will alter due to the residential frontage, but the eastern 
buffer provides a set back and views over the development to Berrow Hill will be maintained. 
This is experienced from within the residential fringe and recreation land uses.  

5.50. From the south, any change in character as a consequence of built form will be perceived as 
a consistent part of the settlement (where the recreation ground and settlement fringes oat 
Ryecroft Way and off Jury Lane/Hasting’s Close provide a context. Otherwise, the Maylite 
Trading Estate and associated tree belt will prevent any material experience of the proposed 
development.  

5.51. Two storey residential development is a notable component of the existing settlement, and 
is prominent to a greater or lesser degree subject to which part of the landscape it is 
experienced from.  

5.52. The physical changes of the proposed development will be limited to the site area only, and 
the perception of change in terms of landscape character will extend only a very limited 
distance beyond the site area due to its visual containment. This limits the magnitude of 
impact in terms of spatial area and scale. Overall, the change to landscape character will 
include a relatively small scale addition to the settlement edge the proposed development 
will not extend the settlement pattern deeper into the landscape than already set by existing 
residential and commercial areas. Consequently, this limits the overall degree of change (or 
magnitude of impact).  

5.53. Retained green infrastructure and proposed landscape structure planting forms an inherent 
part of the proposed development and this will also contribute to the mitigation of impacts 
of the built components of the proposed development.  

5.54. In terms of mitigation inherent in the proposed development, additional benefits to existing 
landscape elements will be achieved through new planting to reflect local character as 
appropriate (including use of native species appropriate to the LT).  

5.55. The implementation of long-term management and maintenance plans will ensure that both 
existing and proposed landscape components continue to establish and mature to form 
additional screening and filtering around and within the site.   

Significance of Landscape Character Effects  

5.56. Overall, notwithstanding the outline nature of the application, the masterplan for the 
proposed development has adopted a positive approach in landscape and visual terms.  

5.57. Considering the analysis presented in previous sections (including reference to the baseline 
information, constraints and opportunities and consideration of impacts) the overall 
assessment of effects on landscape character is set out in the following table.  
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5.58. This accounts for the significance of effect at completion of the proposed development, and 
also a separate assessment of the proposed development after 15 years, when the mitigation 
proposals are likely to be fully established and performing their intended function (e.g. new 
landscape planting and screening).  

Table 6: Assessment of Landscape Effects 

Landscape 
character 

Sensitivity Magnitude of impact Significance of effect 

‘Principal 
Timbered 
Farmlands’ LT 

Medium to high Completion Negligible  Negligible to minor adverse 

Year 15 Negligible  Negligible adverse 

Site and its local 
landscape context 

Medium Completion Medium  Moderate adverse 

Year 15 Low to medium Minor to moderate adverse 

 

5.59. Overall, this level of impact and effect in terms of the landscape character, particularly given 
the limited context and containment of the site, is not considered to be significant overall.  

Assessment and future baseline 

5.60. Considering the future baseline of the consented residential development o the north and 
east/south-east of the site, this would provide additional context of residential development 
in respect of susceptibility. In respect of magnitude of change, the additional residential 
development will consolidate the existing settlement pattern, extending residential 
development around the site and to the north and east of the B4197, also reinforcing the 
southern edge of the settlement which aligns to the Maylite Trading Estate.  

5.61. The proposed development will sit formally within this context and not extend the 
settlement pattern further west or south than these defined extents.  

5.62. Assessing the site in its local landscape context, this will result in a reduced magnitude of 
change for the proposed development subject of this LVIA. However, as with the 
consideration of sensitivity, when looking at the site in its local context, it is a very small 
scale localised impact, and the subtle reduction in magnitude from the additional residential 
context of the approved developments are applied at a relatively broad scale of assessment, 
and consequently the overall impact of the ’future baseline’ for the site in its local context 
remains moderate adverse, falling to minor to moderate at Year 15.  
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6. ASSESSMENT OF VISUAL EFFECTS 

Overview of Visual Sensitivity 

6.1. The sensitivity of a visual receptor is a function of the value attached to a particular view 
balanced with the susceptibility of the visual receptor to changes in a view and/or visual 
amenity.  

6.2. The assessment of visual effects considers the receptor at a location, selected as a point 
that is either particularly representative of a visual experience or where it is the worst-case 
scenario of a view (for example, a more elevated location at an open point of a PROW, rather 
than somewhere enclosed by vegetation, even if the route is predominantly enclosed by 
vegetation). 

6.3. The criteria for the sensitivity of visual receptors are set out in the detailed methodology 
(Appendix A).  

6.4. For the purposes of this LVIA, residential receptors and users of Public Rights of Way (PRoW) 
are considered to have a high visual sensitivity. In all cases they were considered to have a 
high susceptibility to changes in their views and that these views were of a high value. Users 
of the local minor road network, where the view is not the focus of the activity, are 
considered to have medium sensitivity, which is a combination of a medium susceptibility 
and medium value associated with the views from these routes.  

Visual Impacts 

6.5. Visual impacts are considered separately to landscape impacts. For landscape impacts it is 
necessary to understand the combination of direct and indirect impacts on the landscape 
resources potentially affected by a proposed development and therefore it is possible to 
provide a description and overview of the key impacts that are likely to affect the study area. 

6.6. However, for visual receptors it is necessary to understand the specific, direct impacts on 
each view. Therefore, the causes of impact are considered on the basis of individual 
receptors and are set out in the following sections as an integral part of the assessment of 
visual effects. 

Visual Effects 

6.7. Detailed assessment is set out in respect of individual viewpoint locations, set out on the 
viewpoint photograph sheets (refer to Figure 6, Viewpoint Photographs). 

6.8. The following section summarises the main visual effects which are likely to be generated by 
the proposed development. This includes reference to the likely scale of effect on specific 
visual receptors.  
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Table 7: Summary of Visual Effects 

Viewpoint Sensitivity Magnitude 
of impact 

Significance 
of effect 

Magnitude 
of impact 

Significance 
of effect 

  Completion Year 1 Year 15 

1. View looking south-west, on site, 
from public footpath 698(C) 

High High 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Major adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Medium to high 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Moderate to 
major adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

2. View looking north-east, on site, 
from public footpath 698(C) 

High High 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Major adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Medium to high 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Moderate to 
major adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

3. View looking north-west from 
the northern approach to Martley 
on the B4197 

Medium Medium to high 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Moderate to 
major adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Low to medium 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Minor to 
moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

4. View looking south-west from 
public footpath 697(C) 

High Low to medium 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Low 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Minor to 
moderate 
adverse  

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

5. View looking south from the 
Geopark Way (public footpath 
690(B)) 

High Low to medium 

 

Future baseline: 

Negligible to 
low 

Moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Minor adverse 

Low  

 

Future baseline: 

Negligible to 
low 

Minor to 
moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Minor adverse 

6. View looking west from public 
footpath 815(B), adjacent to the 
Martley memorial Hall 

High Medium 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Moderate to 
major adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Low to medium 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

7. View looking west from public 
footpath 815(B), overlooking the 
sports pitches 

High Medium to high 

 

Future baseline: 

Moderate to 
major adverse 

 

Low to medium 

 

Future baseline: 

Moderate 
adverse 
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N/a Future baseline: 

N/a 

N/a Future baseline: 

N/a 

8. View looking north-west from 
public footpath 703(C) 

High Medium 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Moderate to 
major adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Low to medium 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

9. View looking north-west from 
the Geopark Way (public footpath 
725(B)) 

High Low 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Minor to 
moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Negligible to 
low 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Minor adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

10. View looking north-west from 
the Geopark Way (public footpath 
726(B)) 

High Low 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Minor to 
moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Negligible to 
low 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

Minor adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Nil 

11. View looking north from public 
footpath 705(B) 

High Negligible to 
low 

 

Future baseline: 

Negligible 

Minor adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Negligible 
adverse 

Negligible 

 

Future baseline: 

Neutral 

Negligible 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

Neutral 

12. View looking north-east from 
the Worcestershire Way (public 
footpath 682(B)), close to Berrow 
Farm 

High Negligible to 
low 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Minor adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Negligible 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Negligible 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

13. View looking north-east from 
the Worcestershire Way (public 
footpath 681(B)), close to the 
junction with public footpath 
698(C) 

High Low to medium 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Low 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Minor to 
moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

14. View looking east from the 
Worcestershire Way (public 
footpath 681(B)) 

High Low to medium 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Low 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 

Minor to 
moderate 
adverse 

 

Future baseline: 

N/a 
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6.9. The likely visual impacts associated with the proposed development will be limited to a 
range of receptors in the immediate and local context of the site. These are generally limited 
to:  

• Existing residential receptors located immediately adjacent to the site, noting that 
the extent and nature of these impacts are affected considerably by the aspect of 
the dwelling, the nature/scale of the dwelling (i.e. smaller scale cottages with less 
direct views) and screening by existing vegetation; 

• Existing residential receptors on the settlement edge of Martley (to the east), again 
noting that these are generally rear aspect, some single storey and more heavily 
screened by vegetation; 

• Users of the sports and recreation ground, albeit these are already influenced by 
views to residential development in other parts of the village; 

• Users of the rights of way network close to the site, including views from the west 
and south-east which are more direct, but with views from north and south more 
heavily screened;  

• Users of the rights of way network in the wider landscape context, where the 
site/proposed development are much smaller components of a far larger landscape 
experience and consequently any change is less perceptible;  

• Users of the right of way which cross the site, which will be subject to a change in 
amenity albeit the physical route of the footpath will be maintained. 

6.10. In terms of the context for visual effects in the round (and the implications for judging the 
degree of change, or magnitude of impact), the geographical extent of potential views of the 
proposed development is very limited and, in the majority of those locations, the existing 
settlement edge is a prominent component which comprises residential dwellings and the 
adjacent amenity uses of the sports and recreation ground.  

6.11. When making judgements on the significance of visual effects, those receptors immediately 
adjacent to the site and with direct views into the site are clearly going to be subject to a 
greater degree of impact and effect. However, despite this proximity, the existing residential 
development in these views, and the ability to include landscape mitigation in the layout, 
presents a limit on the overall impacts and effect.  

6.12. This is demonstrated by reference to the representative viewpoints, where those assessed 
as having the highest significance of effect are effectively from the high sensitivity receptors 
on or close to the site. Elsewhere, visual effects are not significant, or indeed, the proposed 
development is not visible or will be barely perceptible.  

6.13. This type and level of visual effect will be common to most, if not all, development in 
settlement edge locations.  

6.14. Furthermore, the visual assessment demonstrates the positive influence of mitigation that is 
inherent in the proposed development, with the various assessments between Year 1 and 
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Year 15 demonstrating a reduction in impact and effect. The ability to successfully mitigate 
potential impacts is a key consideration in respect of potential visual effects.  

6.15. In longer distance views towards the site from the wider landscape surrounding Martley, the 
proposed development is unlikely to be visible in the view, or if visible, not prominent. 

6.16. Consequently, visual effects are not considered to be significant overall. 

Future Baseline 

6.17. Considering the future baseline in respect of visual effects is more straightforward than for 
impacts and effects on landscape character. For Visual effects it is possible to recognise 
where the consented residential developments would be visible in the viewpoints used for 
this LVIA an whether they would partially or wholly screen a view. These judgements are 
considered in the visual impact assessment (refer to Figure 6, Viewpoint Photographs and 
also Table 7). 

6.18. The assessment shows that, from many of the high sensitivity receptors where potential 
visual effects for the proposed development are of higher significance, these locations would 
be partially or wholly screened.  

6.19. This includes public footpath 703(C), to the south-east of the site (refer to Figure 6, 
Viewpoint 8) and public footpath 695(B) (refer to Figure 6, Viewpoint 4). 

6.20. Considering visual effects in the round, the consented residential developments will reduce 
the overall impacts and effects of the proposed development.  
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7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Overview 

7.1. Pegasus Group has been instructed by Hayfield Homes, to undertake a landscape and visual 
impact assessment (LVIA) in relation to proposed residential development on land to the 
west of Berrow Green Road, Martley, Worcestershire (the site).  

7.2. The site comprises a single arable field enclosure, broadly ‘square’ overall but with an 
irregular boundary to its south-eastern corner where it interfaces with the boundaries of 
adjacent dwellings.  

Site Context 

7.3. The site is situated on the western edge of the settlement of Martley. At this point the 
settlement is defined by intermittent wayside dwellings and the formal recreational open 
space of the cricket and football pitches, with existing residential areas beyond. 

7.4. The site is located to the west of the B4197, Berrow Green Road and forms part of an overall 
gateway to the settlement on the approach from the south. This approach comprises an 
eclectic mix of landscape influences, including a larger scale agricultural/commercial 
development on the approach, the Martley Countryside Burial Ground, the previously 
mentioned sports pitches and several individual wayside properties. On the approach from 
the south, there are direct views along Berrow Green Road toward the existing residential 
areas, including the more recently constructed development off Ryecroft Way. Also on the 
approach from the south, land to the east of the B4197 has recently been granted planning 
permission for residential development.  

7.5. Martley itself is formed broadly around the offset junction of the B4197 and the B4204. Older 
parts of the settlement are located east of this, including St Peters Church, however two 
schools, the sports centre and further cricket pitches are located in this eastern part. To the 
west (or south-west) residential development is formed in larger estate pockets connected 
to the B4197. Overall, this contributes to a loose pattern of settlement within the landscape, 
of which the site forms one such compartment which feels both connected to the 
settlement, but also part of the local landscape context. This pattern will evolve as the 
consented residential development to the west of Ryecroft Way and east of the B4197 
comes forward.  

Landscape Character Effects 

7.6. The site is in an area defined by published guidance as the ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LT.  

7.7. Physical landscape changes will be limited to the site area only, with some limited changes in 
the context of the settlement edge and provision of access off Berrow Green Road.  

7.8. The site is physically and visually well contained, and consequently the perception of the 
physical landscape changes in terms of landscape character will not extend beyond the 
immediate/local landscape context of the site; this includes parts of the settlement of 
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Martley and some local areas of adjacent countryside, but this is not influential on the wider 
landscape context around Martley. 

7.9. In respect of physical landscape impacts, the loss of the agricultural enclosures and 
replacement of these areas with residential development is largely the main cause. There are 
also some limited losses of vegetation, albeit limited to the section of the roadside hedgerow 
to facilitate access. However, replacement hedgerow planting together with additional green 
infrastructure and landscape planting will contribute to the mitigation of such losses. These 
measures form an inherent part of the proposed developments as well as the residential 
development.  

7.10. Also inherent in the layout as mitigation a rea series of landscape buffers and open spaces, 
which each function in response to the local landscape context and providing set back and 
screening as well as providing space for additional landscape planting (and in turn, ecological 
habitats). 

7.11. The assessment of impacts on landscape character has determined that the significance of 
effect on the ‘Principal Timbered Farmlands’ LT will be ‘negligible to minor adverse’ at Year 1, 
reducing to ‘negligible adverse’ in the longer term at Year 15.  

7.12. The proposed development has also been assessed in relation to 'the site in its local 
landscape context'. This accounts for the arable land use of the site, but also for the 
influence of the surrounding landscape context, which includes reference to both the 
countryside but also the existing settlement fringes of Martley (which include both 
residential and amenity characteristics which influence the landscape).  

7.13. The assessment of impacts on landscape character has determined that the significance of 
effect on the site in its local landscape context would be 'moderate adverse' at completion 
(Year 1), falling to 'minor to moderate adverse' at Year 15.  

Visual Effects 

7.14. Overall, views of the site, and likely direct views of the proposed development, are restricted 
to a limited area, including the site itself and from locations in the immediate context of the 
site.  

7.15. Overall, the proposed development would result in only limited effects on local visual 
amenity, with notable effects limited to locations on or immediately adjacent to the site, and 
some very limited visual effects from locations in close proximity to the site. 

7.16. In longer distance views towards the site from the wider surrounding area, the proposed 
development is either not prominent, is consistent with the existing character, or is unlikely 
to be visible in the view. 

7.17. Consequently, visual effects are not considered to be significant overall. 

Future Baseline  

7.18. Whilst not critical to the assessment of landscape and visual effects and conclusions that 
these are not considered significant overall, it is worth noting the influence of the future 
baseline, which includes consented residential development to the north and east/south-
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east of the site. These will alter both landscape character, and screen views, from the local 
landscape context, but will also consolidate the settlement pattern of Martley; a factor that 
the proposed development will continue to be consistent with.  

Conclusion 

7.19. Overall, it is considered that the Indicative Layout for the proposed development 
incorporates a robust landscape mitigation strategy that is included as an inherent part of 
the scheme. This will avoid or minimise potential adverse effects.  

7.20. Consequently, landscape and visual effects arising from the proposed development are 
limited, localised and not significant overall.  
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Appendix A. 

LVIA Methodology 

  











Land west of Berrow Green Road, Martley 
Hayfield Homes 
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment – Methodology 
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A.3.6 Even where a landscape is included in the boundaries of a formal designation, landscape value 

will vary in response to the specific landscape that is being considered based on its condition, 

sense of seclusion or isolation, the presence or absence of detracting features, the presence or 

absence of rare or distinctive elements and features, and, the degree to which these form key 

characteristics. 

A.3.7 Factors that have been considered in making judgements on landscape value include 

designations (both national and local), local planning documents, status of features (e.g. TPOs 

or Conservation Areas) and local community and interests (for example local green spaces, 

village greens or allotments).  

A.3.8 The following table sets out the criteria that have been considered for determining landscape 

value. These are informed by the factors identified the LI TGN 02/211. 

Table A.1: Factors used for determining landscape value 

Value Factors 

High Designated areas at an International or National level (including, but not limited 
to, World Heritage Site, National Parks, AONB’s) and also considered an 
important component of the country’s character, experienced by high numbers 
of tourists. 

Evidence of natural and cultural heritage interests which contribute positively 
to the landscape are prominent. 

Landscape condition in respect of the physical state of individual elements or 
overall structure is good.  

Landscape associations might be understood in the national.  

The distinctiveness of the landscape reflects a strong sense of identity. 

Recreational opportunities where the experience of landscape is important 
and/or promoted are extensive. 

Perceptual scenic/visual qualities are objectively considered as good. 

Perceptual qualities of wildness, tranquillity and/or dark skies are elevated. 

Elements of the landscape make a strong contribution to a clearly identifiable 
landscape function. Functions themselves are landscape specific. 

 

 
1 Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 02/21: Assessing Landscape Value Outside National Designations 
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Appendix B. 

Indicative Masterplan 
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Appendix C. 

Landscape Character Extracts 

  



The Principal Timbered Farmlands are characterised by a mosaic of agricultural land cleared 

directly from woodland, on a piecemeal basis, together with land enclosed from former lo-

calised areas of open fields, resulting in the dispersed pattern of farmsteads and wayside 

cottages and lack of strong settlement nuclei. 

 

The key element of these landscapes is the strong unifying presence of tree cover in the 

guise of woodlands, hedgerow trees, and linear tree cover associated with streams and wa-

tercourses, the combined presence of these tree cover components providing the essential 

sense of scale and enclosure, and creating the filtered views that are distinctive in this land-

scape. The resulting woodland character is essentially that of mixed native broadleaves, 

with oak the dominant species, lines of mature oak being a particular feature of the hedge-

rows as befits a landscape with strong links to its woodland origins. The scale and shape of 

the woodlands is also important, the woodlands ranging in size from small field corner 

copses to those of a size exceeding that of the surrounding fields.  
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Landscapes of Worcestershire  
Landscape Type Information Sheet 

Principal Timbered FarmlandsPrincipal Timbered Farmlands 

A small- to medium-scale 

wooded, agricultural landscape 

characterised by filtered views 

through densely scattered 

hedgerow trees.  This is a com-

plex, in places intimate, land-

scape of irregularly shaped 

woodlands, winding lanes and 

frequent wayside dwellings and 

farmsteads.  It is a landscape of 

great interest and exception, yet 

also one of balance. 
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Tertiary 

• Mixed farming land use 
• Dispersed settlement pattern 

Primary 

• Hedgerow boundaries to fields 
• Ancient wooded character 
• Notable pattern of hedgerow 
trees, predominantly oak 

Secondary 

• Organic enclosure pattern 
• Small-scale landscape, hedge-
row trees creating filtered views 

• Brick and timber building style 
of old properties 



For more information visit our website www.worcestershire.gov.uk/lca or contact the  

Worcestershire County Council Environmental Policy Team on 01905 766038 

Landscape Type Information Sheet  

Principal Timbered FarmlandsPrincipal Timbered Farmlands 

In Principal Timbered Farmlands, the pattern of hedgerows is also important, not only in pro-

viding the basic fabric for the hedgerow tree populations, but also in emphasising scale and 

enclosure, the hedgerow composition being complex and rich in places where the links to 

woodland origins are strongest. The irregular outline of many of the woodlands, together with 

the pattern of hedgerows and winding lanes, contributes to the overall organic character of this 

landscape.  

 

The basic concern for the retention of the character of this landscape is the loss of scale and 

structure that is already evident, and likely to accelerate. This is due to the decline and frag-

mentation of the elements of tree cover, most notably of the smaller scale elements, particu-

larly the hedgerow trees. The age distribution of hedgerow oak is extremely unbalanced, with 

the majority of specimens classed as mature or veteran, with little evidence of new stock being 

planted, or natural regeneration being encouraged, to replenish these. This is an acute prob-

lem requiring priority attention. The distribution of woodlands is uneven throughout these 

landscapes and the streamside cover is also fragmented in places. Though traditionally a land-

scape of mixed farming, a gradual increase in arable land uses is evident locally, which can, in 

turn, be associated with loss of function, and eventual demise, of the hedgerow structure. 

Once this happens, the tree cover structure becomes fragmented, the scope for hedgerow 

trees become restricted and the sense of scale and enclosure lost. Although there is pressure 

for development in some of these landscapes, any concentrations of new development in par-

ticular localities would disrupt the inherent pattern of settlement dispersal. 

 

It has to be recognised that the function of hedgerow trees in the landscape today, is primarily 

for environmental or visual enhancement. The lack of impetus to replenish stocks of hedgerow 

trees can, therefore, be attributed partly to a lack of motivation, but also for reasons of ex-

pense; the cost of establishment can be high - even trees arising through natural regeneration 

needing to be protected from stock in many instances-, the success rate of planted trees is 

often low, and the presence of hedgerow trees can reduce the efficiency of modern hedge 

trimming operations. Nevertheless the hedgerow oaks are considered to be perhaps the crucial 

element of the Timbered Farmland Landscapes, and appropriate initiatives need to be devel-

oped if the character of these landscapes is considered important enough to be perpetuated. 

These are landscapes where existing initiatives for woodland planting should be particularly 

focused. Opportunities for planting on non-farmed land should also be explored with tremen-

dous scope existing along roadsides. Initiatives to protect, and to restore hedgerows should 

also be focused on these landscapes. 

The overall strategy for the Principal Timbered Farmlands should, therefore, be one of both 

conservation and restoration, conserving the existing tree cover and hedgerow pattern to-

gether with the network of hedgerows, aiming to conserve and restore the historic, well 

wooded character of the landscape. 

 

Landscape Guidelines 

• maintain the tree cover character of hedgerow oaks, and enhance the age structure of 

the hedgerow oak population 

• conserve all ancient woodland sites and restock with locally occurring native species 

• seek to bring about coalescence of fragmented relic ancient woodlands 

• encourage the planting of new woodlands, reflecting the scale, shape and composition of 

the existing ancient woodland character, favouring oak as the major species . 

• conserve and restore tree cover along water courses and streamlines 

• seek opportunities to enhance tree cover along highways and other non-farmed locations 

• conserve and restore the pattern and composition of the hedgerow structure through 

appropriate management, and replanting 

• conserve the organic pattern and character of the lane networks 

• maintain the historic dispersed settlement pattern 
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Landscape Type Advice Sheet - Planning and Development  

Principal Timbered FarmlandsPrincipal Timbered Farmlands 
 

A small scale wooded, agricul-

tural landscape characterised by 

filtered views through densely 

scattered hedgerow trees.  This 

is a complex, in places intimate, 

landscape of irregularly shaped 

woodlands, winding lanes and 

frequent wayside dwellings. Its 

mosaic of agricultural land was 

cleared directly from woodland, 

on a piecemeal basis, and from 

former localised areas of open 

fields, resulting in a  lack of 

strong settlement nuclei    
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The basic concern for the retention of the character of this landscape is 
the loss of scale and structure due to the decline and fragmentation of 

the elements of tree cover, most notably of hedgerow trees. The majority 
of hedgerow oaks are classed as mature or veteran, with little evidence 
of new stock being planted or natural regeneration being encouraged. 

The distribution of woodlands is generally uneven and the streamside 
cover is also fragmented in places. Though traditionally a landscape of 

mixed farming, a gradual increase in arable land uses is evident locally, 
which can be associated with loss of function of hedgerow structure. 
Once this happens, the tree cover structure becomes fragmented, the 

scope for hedgerow trees become restricted and the sense of scale and 
enclosure is lost.  
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Tertiary 

Mixed farming land use 

Dispersed settlement pattern 

Primary 

Hedgerow boundaries to fields 

Ancient wooded character 

Notable pattern of hedgerow 

trees, predominantly oak 

Secondary 

Organic enclosure pattern 

Small-scale landscape, hedge-

row trees creating filtered views 

Brick and timber building style 

of old properties 

Rolling lowland with occasional 

steep-sided hills and low es-

carpments 



For more information visit our website www.worcestershire.gov.uk/lca or contact 
the Worcestershire County Council Environmental Policy Team on 01905 766038 

Specialist advice should be sought from the District Council with regard to the 

specific details relating to this. It is not intended that new buildings should 

necessarily copy such characteristic styles although there may be opportuni-

ties to pick up certain details of scale, orientation, or finer detailing associated 

with doors, windows or other structures which could be reflected in new build-

ings. Care should be taken to avoid adverse affects to those buildings which 

exhibit such characteristics. Buildings which strongly reflect traditional styles 

may well be listed or situated in locations of Conservation Area status. 

Landscape Type Advice Sheet - Planning and Development  

Principal Timbered FarmlandsPrincipal Timbered Farmlands  
Opportunities for Landscape Gain 

There may be opportunities to create new woodlands. Whilst ancient woodland itself can-
not simply be created, from the landscape perspective new woodland can at least reflect 

ancient characteristics in terms of shape/outline and species composition.  
 

There may be opportunities to restore areas of ancient woodland through the introduction 
of appropriate management, or the removal of alien species and appropriate replanting. 
 
Development sites themselves may not always offer the best location to accommodate 

new woodland planting and to achieve its full potential. These opportunities cited above 
may be best realised on land elsewhere in the vicinity, by private agreement between the 
developer and landowner. 

There may be opportunities to plant 
new hedgerows, restore, strengthen or 

protect existing hedgerows and their 
patterns, and promote appropriate 

management – in terms of mainte-
nance regimes and protection from 
stock. 
 

The species composition of existing 
long established hedgerows should 
guide the composition of new hedge-
row planting. Fencing and other un-
characteristic boundary treatments 
could be removed and replaced by 
hedgerows.  

There may be opportunities to plant new 
hedgerow trees, extend the life of existing 

hedgerow trees through such means as 
tree surgery, protective measures, or pro-

tection of the setting (i.e. the hedgerow). 
The planting of new generations of hedge-
row and field oak trees would be particu-
larly beneficial. The use of protective des-

ignations such as TPOs might be relevant. 
The removal of inappropriate trees – such 
as belts of poplar may on occasion be ap-
propriate, combined with new planting of a 
more appropriate nature in terms of spe-
cies and location. 
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Opportunities to reflect the organic field pattern may materialise through the 

shape of newly planted hedgerows, the outline of new woodland planting, the 

definition of roadside boundaries and verges, the spatial distribution and orien-

tation of new buildings, avoiding uniformity of pattern in all cases. 
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Opportunities may arise to sub-divide large fields or parcels of land. Open 

plan schemes may be afforded some semblance of structure in order to create 

sub-division of area. The location and orientation of new buildings can create 

intimate areas, particularly if regular patterns are avoided. The planting of 

trees of appropriate scale can filter views, the incorporation of hedgerows can 

contribute to the small scale of an area. The incorporation of such features as 

chimneys, and other roof structures to reduce the uniformity of the roofscape 

can also contribute to creating an intimacy of scale and filtering of views. 
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A small scale wooded, agricul-

tural landscape characterised by 

filtered views through densely 

scattered hedgerow trees.  This 

is a complex, in places intimate, 

landscape of irregularly shaped 

woodlands, winding lanes and 

frequent wayside dwellings. Its 

mosaic of agricultural land was 

cleared directly from woodland, 

on a piecemeal basis, and from 

former localised areas of open 

fields, resulting in a  lack of 

strong settlement nuclei    

The basic concern for the retention of the character of this landscape is 
the loss of scale and structure due to the decline and fragmentation of 

the elements of tree cover, most notably of hedgerow trees. The majority 
of hedgerow oaks are classed as mature or veteran, with little evidence 
of new stock being planted or natural regeneration being encouraged. 

The distribution of woodlands is generally uneven and the streamside 
cover is also fragmented in places. Though traditionally a landscape of 

mixed farming, a gradual increase in arable land uses is evident locally, 
which can be associated with loss of function of hedgerow structure. 
Once this happens, the tree cover structure becomes fragmented, the 

scope for hedgerow trees become restricted and the sense of scale and 
enclosure is lost.  
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Principal Timbered FarmlandsPrincipal Timbered Farmlands  
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Tertiary 

Mixed farming land use 

Dispersed settlement pattern 

Primary 

Hedgerow boundaries to fields 

Ancient wooded character 

Notable pattern of hedgerow 

trees, predominantly oak 

Secondary 

Organic enclosure pattern 

Small-scale landscape, hedge-

row trees creating filtered views 

Brick and timber building style 

of old properties 

Rolling lowland with occasional 

steep-sided hills and low es-

carpments 
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The general guideline for hedgerows in Principal Timbered Farmlands is to: 

 

conserve and restore the pattern and composition of the hedgerow structure 

through appropriate management, and replanting 

 

There may be opportunities to plant new hedgerows, restore, strengthen or protect 

existing hedgerows and their patterns, and promote appropriate management – in 

terms of maintenance regimes and protection from stock. The species composition of 

existing long established hedgerows should be used to guide the composition of new 

hedgerow planting. There may also be opportunities to plant new hedgerow trees, 

extend the life of existing hedgerow trees through such means as tree surgery, pro-

tective measures, or protection of the setting (i.e. the hedgerow). The planting of new 

generations of hedgerow and field oak trees would be particularly beneficial. The use 

of protective designations such as TPOs might be relevant. The removal of inappropri-

ate trees – such as belts of poplar may on occasion be appropriate, combined with 

new planting of a more appropriate feature in terms of species and location.  

The general guidelines for woodland in Principal Timbered Farmlands are to: 

 

conserve the ancient hedgerow oak population, and enhance the age  

 structure where possible through new planting 

conserve all ancient woodland sites and restock with locally occurring native spe-

cies 

restore the tree cover pattern through promoting the coalescence of fragmented 

relic ancient woodland 

encourage the creation of new woodlands, reflecting the scale, shape and  

 composition of the existing ancient woodland character - oak should be favoured as 
 the major species 

conserve and restore tree cover along water courses and streamlines 

seek opportunities to enhance tree cover along highways and other non-farmed 

locations 
 

Whilst it is recognised from an ecological perspective, that ‘new’ ancient wood-

land can’t simply be created, new woodland can - from the landscape perspective 

- reflect ancient characteristics in terms of shape/outline and species composition 

and so integrate into the landscape and strengthen its character. There may also 

be opportunities to restore areas of ancient woodland through the introduction of 

appropriate management, or the removal of alien species and appropriate re-

planting. 
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For more information visit our website www.worcestershire.gov.uk/lca or contact 
the Worcestershire County Council Environmental Policy Team on 01905 766038 

The aim of this information sheet is to provide general guidelines about the priorities for land man-
agement activities - focusing on relevant landscape features - within this Landscape Type. How-

ever, Landscape Types are generic descriptions of landscape character and any advice must be 
interpreted within the context of the site in question. Please also visit the Landscapes of Worces-
tershire mapping pages http://gis.worcestershire.gov.uk/home/wcc-lca-maps to click on your area 
and read the more specific ecological and landscape descriptions. 
 
In the case of any habitat work, specialist advice should be sought from the County Ecologists 
and/or the appropriate agency (Natural England, Forestry Commission, Environment Agency,  
Defra) to ensure that the work is appropriate, is carried out at the right time of year, in the correct 
manner and in the best possible location. Surveys may need to be carried out to assess the sites 
for presence of protected species or existing habitat.  With this in mind, please read on for oppor-
tunities for land/habitat management activities appropriate to this Landscape Type… 

Landscape Type Advice Sheet - Land Management  

Principal Timbered FarmlandsPrincipal Timbered Farmlands  
Guidelines for Land Management 
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FIGURES. 
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