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AECOM Limited ("AECOM”) has prepared this Report for the sole use of Gedling Borough Council (“Client”) in accordance with
the Agreement under which our services were performed (Proposal dated May 2022). No other warranty, expressed or implied,
is made as to the professional advice included in this Report or any other services provided by AECOM.

The conclusions and recommendations contained in this Report are based upon information provided by others and upon the
assumption that all relevant information has been provided by those parties from whom it has been requested and that such
information is accurate. Information obtained by AECOM has not been independently verified by AECOM, unless otherwise
stated in the Report.

The methodology adopted and the sources of information used by AECOM in providing its services are outlined in this Report.
The work described in this Report was undertaken between 05/05/2022 and 30/07/2022 and is based on the conditions
encountered and the information available during that period of time. The scope of this Report and the services are accordingly
factually limited by these circumstances.

Where assessments of works or costs identified in this Report are made, such assessments are based upon the information
available at the time and where appropriate are subject to further investigations or information which may become available.

AECOM disclaim any undertaking or obligation to advise any person of any change in any matter affecting the Report, which
may come or be brought to AECOM's attention after the date of the Report.

Certain statements made in the Report that are not historical facts may constitute estimates, projections or other forward-
looking statements and even though they are based on reasonable assumptions as of the date of the Report, such forward-
looking statements by their nature involve risks and uncertainties that could cause actual results to differ materially from the
results predicted. AECOM specifically does not guarantee or warrant any estimate or projections contained in this Report.

Where field investigations are carried out, these have been restricted to a level of detail required to meet the stated objectives
of the services. The results of any measurements taken may vary spatially or with time and further confirmatory measurements
should be made after any significant delay in issuing this Report.

© This Report is the copyright of AECOM Limited. Any unauthorised reproduction or usage by any person other than the
addressee s strictly prohibited.

Contains Ordnance Survey Data © Crown Copyright and database right 2022. Reproduced from Ordnance Survey digital map
data © Crown copyright 2022. All rights reserved. Licence number 0100031673.

Reproduced with the permission of the Controller of H.M.S.0. Crown Copyright, Licence No. LA1000021246. Unauthorised
reproduction infringes Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings.



INTRODUCTION

This report follows on from the Landscape and Visual Analysis of Potential Development Sites prepared by AECOM for
Gedling Borough Council in 2014 and 2015 (addendum). It assesses 17 sites in total. Of these, 8 are new sites, 7 have
been rolled forward from the original commission and updated using revised GIS data sets and 2 are sites which are a
combination of the two. This 2022 report has been carried out using the same methodology as for the original assessment
and is presented as a stand-alone document.

Each site has been visited by a Landscape Architect and assessed for both its landscape and visual sensitivity using
a methodology based on the ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ published by the Landscape
Institute and the Institute for Environmental Management & Assessment in 2013. A full Landscape and Visual Impact
Analysis (LVIA) suitable for a planning application has not been undertaken. A full LVIA needs to respond to a specific
development proposal, rather than just a general development type within a red line and this goes beyond the scope of
the document. The scale of work undertaken in this report is considered to be of sufficient detail to inform the preparation
of the Local Plan.

For each site or groups of sites, findings are presented in the form of an A3 pro-forma with accompanying plan which
illustrates the characteristics and setting. The pro-forma outputs and plans are grouped by settlement in Appendix A and
are ordered by their site reference numbers.




Executive
Summary




In May 2022 Gedling Borough Council appointed AECOM to undertake a Landscape and Visual Analysis (‘LVA) of potential development sites. The LVAs
will be used along with other information to make decisions about which sites should be allocated for development in the emerging Local Plan. The impact
that development will have on the landscape and on visual amenity are important factors to be weighed in the balance; therefore a systematic professional
assessment of these impacts needs to be undertaken in order to fully understand the consequences of development on each site and to identify any
emerging opportunities to mitigate these.

The LVAs assess a number of sites which are considered ‘reasonable alternatives’ for allocation. In total, 17 sites have been assessed. Each site has been
assessed for both its impact on the landscape and its visual impact; reflected in a score for each which is combined to give an overall score of sensitivity.
Equal weighting has been given to landscape and visual sensitivity and the elements of susceptibility and value which are combined to establish them.

A full Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) suitable for a planning application, however, has not been undertaken because a full LVIA needs
to respond to a specific development proposal, rather than just a general development type within a red line. However, the scale of work undertaken in this
report is of sufficient detail to inform the preparation of the Local Plan.

For each site, findings are presented in the form of an A3 pro-forma of landscape and visual sensitivity scoring based on a range of criteria with an
accompanying plan which illustrates the characteristics and setting of the site and any recommendations for mitigation. The mitigation recommendations
are provided for guidance to developers and have not been factored into the assessments of site sensitivity. The pro-forma outputs and data sheets are
included as Appendix A.

The guidance/methodology relating to completion of the pro-formas is included as Appendix B.

The sensitivity of sites is presented in a series of spreadsheets and the detail of the individual assessments is contained in the pro-forma and accompanying
data sheet.






A Landscape Character Assessment (‘LCA’) was published for the county of Nottinghamshire in 2009 by Nottinghamshire County Council. The LCA
has assessed the condition and character of larger parcels of land and divided the area into a number of Draft Policy Zones. These are areas of similar
landscape character with a unique sense of place. The LCA, however, is a strategic assessment rather than a field by field, or site by site, assessment and
it is therefore necessary to supplement that work in order to derive the evidence base for the allocation of development sites.

In order to make decisions about which sites should be allocated for future development, it will be necessary to consider a number of different factors. These
factors include the impact on the landscape and the visual impact resulting from development of the site. Impacts on landscape and on visual amenity are
important factors to be weighed in the balance; therefore a systematic professional assessment of these impacts needs to be undertaken in order to fully
understand the consequences of development on each site and to identify any emerging opportunities to mitigate these.

The LVAs assess a number of sites which are considered by Gedling Borough Council to be ‘reasonable alternatives’ for allocation. In addition, opportunities
to potentially mitigate some of the effects of development on each site have been identified and mapped wherever possible.

Each site has been visited by a Landscape Architect and assessed for both its landscape and visual sensitivity using a methodology based on the ‘Guidelines
for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ published by the Landscape Institute and the Institute for Environmental Management & Assessment in
2013. Afull Landscape and Visual Impact Analysis (LVIA) suitable for a planning application, however, has not been undertaken because a full LVIA needs
to respond to a specific development proposal, rather than just a general development type within a red line. However, the scale of work undertaken in this
report is of sufficient detail to inform the preparation of the Local Plan.

For each site, findings are presented in the form of an A3 pro-forma with accompanying plan which illustrates the characteristics and setting. The pro-forma
outputs and plans are presented in Appendix A and are ordered by their site reference numbers.






The methodology used for this assessment follows that was used previously for Gedling Borough Council. This methodology is derived from and conforms
to GLVIA3, which is the current guidance used by professionals in the assessment of landscape and visual effects.

The assessment has been undertaken using a combination of the “Living Landscapes Project” methodology (2002), which formed the basis for the
Nottinghamshire LCA, and “Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment” (2013), referred to as GLVIA3. Both rely on professional judgment,
and a structured approach to assessment, based on evidence.

The proposed development site analysis represents a more fine grained landscape character assessment within the hierarchical context of the
Nottinghamshire Landscape Character Assessment 2009 and also considers the visual aspects of potential development and opportunities for mitigation
of impacts of development.

Key characteristics of landform, settlement pattern, land cover, tree cover are assessed in relation to the Site, Study Area and Policy Zone. In accordance
with GLVIA3 methodology, the Study Area is defined primarily by the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) and professional judgment. The assessment
relates to sensitivity of the Study Area defined by the ZTV mapping. The ZTV mapping is based on new built development assumed to be 7m in height (a
two storey house) within the development site and takes into consideration existing woodland within the model (assumed to be 13m high) and existing built
development (assumed to be 7m high).

A scoring system has been used for each part of the analysis leading to an overall score. The basis of the scoring has been set out in a pro-forma sheet
and applies to the development of the site before any mitigation is implemented. The overall score is the sum total of each of the scores for the categories
of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. In accordance with the GLVIA3 methodology, susceptibility and value
are the key determinants of sensitivity for both landscape and visual effects.

* Landscape Susceptibility + Landscape Value =Landscape Sensitivity

»  Visual Susceptibility + Visual Value =Visual Sensitivity

» Landscape Sensitivity + Visual Sensitivity = Overall Score

Landscape Value is defined as the relative value that is attached to landscape by society; Landscape Susceptibility is defined as the ability of the landscape

to accomodate a type of development — in this case housing and mixed use - without undue negative consequences; Landscape Sensitivity is defined as
the combined judgment of value and susceptibility.



Visual Value is defined as the relative value that is attached to views by visual receptors; Visual Susceptibility is defined as the ability of the visual receptors
to accomodate the specific development type — in this case housing and mixed use - without undue negative consequences; Visual Sensitivity is defined
as the combined judgment of value and susceptibility.

Judgments of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value and Visual Susceptibility are all equally important when assessing a site and
therefore are all equally weighted, as are judgments of Landscape Sensitivity and Visual Sensitivity. In this assessment, scoring is applied on a description
system of High / Medium / Low and allocated a numerical value. This number enables each category to be weighted equally when feeding through into the
overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites only and provides the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the
others in this assessment.

This allows sites to be compared and contrasted with one another in landscape and visual terms. The scores and written analysis will be used by the
Council as part of a separate assessment for the identification of sites to allocate for future housing development. This assessment will balance all of the
relevant factors, not just landscape and visual sensitivity.

On a national scale, Gedling’s landscape is of relatively low quality - there are few national designations and the landscape tends to be only of local
significance. Given this general low quality, assessing the sites on an absolute basis (e.g. high value landscapes having national designations) is considered
to be inappropriate. Consideration of sites relative to other areas of the borough results in an easier distinction between sites of higher and lower sensitivity
within a local context.

Detailed guidelines for making judgments in completing the pro-formas are provided in Appendix B. Completion of the pro-formas was undertaken by
landscape architects working in pairs in order to enable reasoned discussion and consistency of judgment and to avoid individual bias.



Analysis of
LVA Results




As set out above and explained in the methodology in Appendix B, each of the potential development sites has been allocated a combined score based
on landscape and visual sensitivity. This allows relative ranking of all of the sites within Gedling Borough. The data behind the scoring is recorded on the
pro-forma for each site accompanied by the mapping sheet which indicates;

+  Site location

* Aseries of photographs

*  AZone of Theoretical Visibility map

* A map with an aerial image of the site and its surroundings

* A map which shows landscape and planning designations relevant to the assessment, LCA policy zones, photograph locations, key views into the site
and recommendations for mitigation.

Indicative recommendations for mitigation of potential landscape and visual effects have been identified on a site by site basis, but not factored into the
assessment of sensitivity. The assessments of landscape and visual sensitivity therefore excludes mitigation.

The relative scoring of all of the sites is presented in Figure 1. Graphically, the sites most suitable for development have a predominance of green
shading, those with more constraints, whether landscape or visual include amber shading, whilst the sites least suitable for housing development include
a predominance of red shading.

The use of this traffic light colouring of green for go, amber for caution and red for stop allows an immediate understanding of sensitivity zones between
sites and across the Borough.



Location/Site No Site name Landscape Value | Landscape Susceptibility | Landscape Sensitivity | Visual Value | Visual Susceptibility | Visual Sensitivity | Overall
G01.1 Silverland Farm, Ricket Lane, Site A 14 39 13 15 28 67
G01.2 Silverland Farm, Ricket Lane, Site B 13 15 28 13 _ 34 62
G01.3/G01.4 Kighill Lane Equestrian Centre, Ravenshead. 12 16 28 9 8 17 45
GO01.6 West of Kighill Farm, Ravenshead 12 12 24 12 8 20 44
G01.5 Land at Cornwater Field, Ravenshead 13 15 28 13 15 28 56
G03.1/G03.2 Top Wighay Farm 13 14 27 9 8 17 44
G03.3 Land at Hayden Lane, Hucknall 18 18 36 17 8 25 61
G05.3 Land at Westhouse Farm, Bestwood village 15 11 26 13 17 30 56
G05.4 Broad Valley Farm 16 13 29 16 17 33 62
G06.1 Land off Oxton Road 14 16 30 15 12 27 57
G06.2/G06.3/G06.4 [Ramsdale Park Golf Course, Main Street & Georges Lane 15 18 33 18 16 34 67
G07.1 Land at Stockings Farm, Redhill 17
G07.2/G07.3 Land at Middlebeck Farm, Mapperley 15 16 31 15 14 29 60
G09.1 /G09.2 Land off Lambley Lane/Gedling Wood Farm 16 15 31 16 19 35 66
G10.1 Colwick Loop Road 14 16 30 12 12 24 54
G10.2 Land North of Orchard Close/Hillside Drive 16 _ 37 15 _ 36 73

2022 Site
2014/2015 Site
2022 Site/2014/2015 Site
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PRO FORMAS AND DATA SHEETS

The following pages provide a summary of findings for each site, including the sensitivity scoring sheet; representative viewpoints; and plans with high-level
mitigation and opportunities shown, where applicable.

Location/Site No Site name Page
G01.1 Silverland Farm, Ricket Lane, Site A 15
G01.2 Silverland Farm, Ricket Lane, Site B 17
G01.3/G01.4 Kighill Lane Equestrian Centre, Ravenshead. 19
GO01.6 West of Kighill Farm, Ravenshead 21
GO1.5 Land at Cornwater Field, Ravenshead 23
G03.1/G03.2 Top Wighay Farm 25
G03.3 Land at Hayden Lane, Hucknall 27
G05.1/G05.2 New Farm, Redhill 29
G05.3 Land at Westhouse Farm, Bestwood village 33
G05.4 Broad Valley Farm 35
G06.1 Land off Oxton Road 37
|G06.2/G06.3/G06.4___ [Ramsdale Park Golf Course, Main Street & Georgeslane | 41
G07.1 Land at Stockings Farm, Redhill 45
G07.2/G07.3 Land at Middlebeck Farm, Mapperley 49

51
G10.1 Colwick Loop Road 53
G10.2 Land North of Orchard Close/Hillside Drive 55
2022 Site
2014/2015 Site

 20225ite/2014/2015 Site




GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES

Aggregate Score (/100):|67

SITE REFERENCE:

|GO1.1 Silverland Farm, Ricket Lane, Site A

DATE VISITED:| 8

[10 | 2015 |

| SURVEYEDEBY o |

CHECKED BY:| NV

EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER

NCC Policy Zones (PZs) within site *|S PZ 03

NCC Policy Zones (PZs) within study area ’IS PZ 03

LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER

Landform PZ | Site S‘:ry Settlement Pattern Pz S;::g Land Cover PZ | Site ':‘:umc:y Tree Cover PZ | Site S;IL_I:: Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v v Arable farms ' Wooded - ancient Spatial character Medium - open Medium - framed
Rolling ! undulating v Y Clustered Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative ground vegetation | Grassland Variable
Low plateau Settled Pastoral farms Trees & woods s v Field boundaries Variable Variable
Sloping (low hills) v Dispersed v v Woodland ¥ v Coverts & free groups v Enclosure pattern Sub-regular \Variable

Waste ground / derelict Rough ! wild / equestrian v Other trees v v Tree pattem Linear Variable

- - -

ggﬁ'ilzds Blrsbt:lzb'e gmwnﬁeld v Do imooded Other charactenstics / features f};liﬁ;?(?epaddmk on open sloping Large detached residental dwelings

Urban at urban and rural edge
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25) 14 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (125)| 13
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score™
Landscape quality Woodland horse paddock and arable field with development and human influence to the south Med (2) Recognifion of value N/A Low (3)
Scenic quality Naturalistic views over wooded valley intc a landscape with very little human influence, site is slightly degraded Med (2) Indicators of value NA Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other valus Long views from the narth Med (6)
Representativeness Landscape contzins most of the key characteristics of the policy zone High (3) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (125){ 15
Conservafion interests | N/A Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score™
Recreation valug Robin Hood way runs to the north of site, petential for glimpsed views Low (1) Primary receptors Residential - site is a part of landscape context Med (4)
Perceptual aspects Tranquility is affected by proximity to busy road. Lack of development to the north enhances rural feel |Med (2) Secondary receptors Transport receptors travelling along Main Road / Ricket Lane / A60 - site is not particularly part of the context Low (2)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Village edge receptors to the south Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 25
Factor Assessment Score™
Subtraction Rural landscape qualities and undeveloped valley to north High (6}
Addition Addition of houses in a rural undeveloped valley, separate settlement cluster High (6}
Perceplion Perception of increassd urbanisation in undeveloped valley, separate settlement cluster High (6} Visibility Analysis Assessment Scare™
Policy Development of the site will not conserve the integrity and rural character of the landscape High (6) Vigibility of site Site is open to north, mare visually contained to south Med (4)
(OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 39 OVERALL VISUAL SENSTIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 28

Low value znd high susceptibility. giving an overall medium landscape sensitivity

Low value and medum susceptibility. overall a low visual sensifivity

Notes Notes
MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS
Landscape planting Form of development
Landscape buffer Local vemacular
Site features Other ¥'| |Unabls to be mitigated
CONSTRAINTS
. Landfarm .

On-site Off-gite
CONCLUSION
The site s ts within open ccunTysid in a positor that is detacned from the ma n setilenent cf Ravenstead. tis carrent y used for equestizn ourposes. Tae stucy £rea has a low lendscepe value, which is partly denved from its lack of conservatic inte-ests. Howeve-, due Ic the s te being £ separate development ¢ ustar, which expards Raverstead owar a ridge nt acjacart coen countryside, tie-e is a high level o
suseeplvility o the andscape o he developrent. Overl, there is @ mediam krdscape sensil vily © deve opmer el he sile. Visualy, hereis o kow velae Lol a mediom sasceplibilily duc o P amoart ol ieceplens and area oF U2 Zone of Theorebs! Visibilily, Cecl |, ere is o low oy sual sensilivily of Ve landscase o develepmar Lol e sile.

o s s * Hrarke 1 Vudeate. andscipo soredrty g uan for cach auhlshed pebey 7600 docomen
landscape Value La"dscape SUSCEPﬂblllty Landscape SEI'ISIINII}[ IEJ = Soering s apol 24 an a descripon syste of Lligh ! K=dum | Low. Cach of 1hese descrplons is essigrad a numbe- for the satsgeries of Landscape Value, Landscans Suscepb iy, Visual Vaius, and visug Sueceptisily The wmbsr enasles e22n
Visual Value Visual Suscepuhility D Visual Smsuwny ramgery B B Al givied sapacy whan feeding theaugs am an ovarall soock e 1 site The cuarall site <2om s ussd for rark ng thie 506 ONLY and inedafoes Zan caly ey de tha relathas saasticry of Rz sits vihe 3 ganosd acaiwt 1ha ofhe s inth e
a35e33ment



GO01.1 Silverland Farm, Ricket Lane, Site A
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© Crown copyright and database right

2022 Ordnance Survey (100021246).
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1| Based on 2m resolution DTM.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES

Aggregate Score (/100):|62

SITE REFERENCE:

|G01.2 Silverland Farm, Ricket Lane, Site B

DATE VISITED:| 8

[10 | 2015 |

[ SURVEYED BY:[cH |

CHECKED BY:[NW

EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER

NCC Policy Zones (PZs) within site *[S PZ 03

NCC Policy Zones (PZs) within study area *[S PZ 03

LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Sudy Settlement Pattern Pz Susdy Land Cover PZ | Site Sty Tree Cover PZ | Site =y Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v v Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial character Large Medium - framed
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative ground vegetation | Grassland Variable
Low plateau Settled Pastoral fams v Trees & woods v v Field boundaries Variable Variable
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v v Woodland v Coverts & tree groups v Enclosure pattern Variable Variable

Waste ground / derelict Rough / wild / equestrian v Other trees v v Tree pattern Linear \/ariable

Unsettled Disturbed Open / unwooded Step embankment to the south Larie detaidbied realdental dwallines

Coalfields Urban [ brownfield v Other characteristics / features 9 9

Urban at urban and rural edge.
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)| 13 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 13
Factor Assessment Score* Factor Assessment Score**
Landscape quality Working and rough landscape overlooked by settlement edge Low (1) Recognition of value N/A Low (3)
Scenic quality Panoramic views over working landscape with urban backdrop Low (1) Indicators of value N/A Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Open area affords long views Med (6)
Representativeness Landscape contains most of the key characteristics of the policy zone High (3) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)( 21
Conservation interests | N/A Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score™*
Recreation value Robin Hood Way fo north of site, National Cycle Route to east of site Med (2) Primary receptors Residential - Views to a number of properties along Main Road, site forms a key part of the landscape context High (6)
Perceptual aspects Tranquility is affected by proximity to busy road. Actual site has a strong sense of place Med (2) Secondary receptors Transport - to receptors travelling along Main Road, site is part of the landscape context Med (4)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Busy road at vilage edge High (5)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 15
Factor Assessment Score™
Subtraction Removal of the rural edge to the village Med (4)
Addition Large exiension of urban edge towards open countryside Med (4)
Perception Increased perception of urbanisation along Main Road Med (4) Visibility Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy Conserve the rural character by concentrating development on the edge of the seftlement Low (2) Visibility of site Site is fairly visible in its surroundings - mostly from south Med (4)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 28 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 34
Low value and medium susceptibility, giving an overall low landscape sensitivity Low value and high susceptibility, overall 2 medium visual sensitivity
Notes Notes
MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS
Landscape planting v'| | Additional planting to match local vernacular Form of development v'| |Keep rooflines below ridge to stop development intruding on the open countryside to the north
Landscape buffer V| | To high ground in northern section of site and to localised high position in the south Local vernacular ¥'| | To match tree cover per built form ratio
Site features Other
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Landform and existing woodiand Off-site N

CONCLUSION

The site is a sloping senies of fields on the northern edge of the seltlement which are currently in equestrian and agricultural use. The value of the landscape in the study area is considered to be low, due to the lack of conservation interests and degraded quality of the site and study area. There is a medium susceptibility to development given that the site is an extension to the settlemenl which notably extends into the

adjoining couniryside. Overall there is considered to be a low landscape sensitivity. There is a low visual value, but a high level of susceptibility due to the site forming a key part of the landscape context to Ravenshead, as well as the relatively large number of receptors. Overall, there is a medium visual susceptibility to development of the site_

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility
Visual Susceptibility

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

-

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity gven for each published policy zone document

** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Suscepfibilty. This number enables each
category o be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the sie. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can ony provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this
assessment



G01.2 Silverland Farm, Ricket Lane, Site B
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SITE REFERENCE: | G01.3/G01.4 Kighill Lane Equestrian Centre, Ravenshead. DATE VISITED:{15 [06 [2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES| | SURVEYED BY:|NW | CHECKED BY:|NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site |S PZ3 | NCC Policy zones within study area *| SPZ3
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Sty Settlement Pattern PZ BRIy Land Cover PZ | Site Aty Tree Cover PZ | Site Sty Descriptive Attribute Site | Study Area
Area Area Area Area I

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v v Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - framed Medium - framed
Rolling / undulating v v Clustered Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation | Grassland Variable
Low plateau v Settled Pastoral farms v Trees & woods v v Field Boundaries Hedges Hedges
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v v Woodland v Coverts & tree groups v v Enclosure Pattern Planned Planned

Waste ground / Dereiict Rough / wiidiand QOther frees Tree Patiern Linear Variabie

‘i“s,ef“,e,d P,'?turb,e,d — - Opsn / umwooded -4 Other Characteristics / AB0 in proximity but otherwise feels |Study area ZTV excludes distant zones,

Coaifieids Urban / brownfieid v : :

Urban Features rural. Equestrians land use. through site survey.
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)] 12 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 9
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score*
Landscape Quality Landscape in fair condition, well managed but with some degradation of the site by horse grazing. Med (2) Recognition of vaiue N/A Low (3)
Scenic Quality Medium range views of wooded farmland/rural land use (including equestrian) are prevalent either side of the AGO. Med (2) Indicators of value Commonplace rural views of farmland and woodland. Low (3)
Rarity Commaon landscape elements with none of identifiable rarity. Low (1) Other value Sites either side of the ABGO are visually separate from Ravenshead due to intervening vegetation. Low (3)
Representativeness Study area and site contained key characteristic elements of the policy zone but with an equestrian influence. Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 8
Conservation Interests | None identified, within site or study area. Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score™
Recreation value None within site, NCN 6, Robin Hood Way and other PRoWSs in Study Area. equestrian centre. Low (1) Primary receptors Transport users of A60/Kighill Lane but with limited views of the sites. Low (2)
Perceptual Aspects AB0 influences tranquillity. Greenbelt. Adjacent mineral working is well screened - views from the ABO are limited. Med (2) Secondary receptors Residential-upper floor views from Kighill Lane, looking southwards. Low (2)
Associations None identified within site or study area. Low (1) Number of receptors Low number of residential receptors. High numbers of highway users of A60 but restricted visibility. Low (2)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)] 16
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Loss of grassland within several large, to medium scale, fields and loss of openness . Low (2)
Addition Increase in built form in the greenbelt. High (6)
Perception Extension beyond the perceived edge of Ravenshead village. Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy Within the greenbelt, increasing susceptibility to built form/loss of openess beyond the village edge. Med (4) Extent of ZTV Both sites are contained by woodland/hedgerows and ZTV is localised by both. Low (2)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 28 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 17

Medium to low value with medium susceptibility, resulting in overall medium landscape sensitivity.

Low value from contained sites with low susceptibility, resulting in overall low visual sensitivity.

Site lies in the Papplewick Wooded Estatelands. Site of several open fields with minimial loss of vegetation other than grassland but potential change in character of Ravenshead through extension
beyond Kighill Lane, which marks the edge of the settlement. Landscape character effects would be derived from perception of ribbon development as an outlier to the village but separate from it.

Sites are visually separate from the village and beyond the perceived visual extent of it defined by Kighill Lane.

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

L andscape planting

Form of development

Strategic open space

Local vernacular

Qibn Fmmdirvma Ml o Viaiiallis ammmemba fomma dlam tillama mmea  mimem mds st s fme ommim dem A il fom mim rm e sl ar mm A e bl il At e
Sile Teallies UINef visuaiy Separaie 1roim e Vinage coré - Opponunity 101 non-iraditionaynon-vernacuiar moaern nign quarity aesigr
On-site Limit or reduce loss of hedgerow and verge along the A60 and locate development back from it. Off-site Reinforce boundary with the A60 to limit wider visibility and views from the road.
CONCLUSION
Visually contained and with minimal loss of landscape elements. The Site has a sliahtly degraded character
Visually contained and s of landscape elements. The Site has a slightly degraded characte
Landscane .a!uel- Landsca"e Susce"!ibili ,l l Landscane Sensitivit ,I-l * Brackats indicate landscape sensitivily given for each published policy zone document
F — v L 7 | ** Seoring is applied on & deseription sysfem of High / Medium / Low. Each of lhese deseriplions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscapa Susceplibiity, Visual Value, and Visual Susceplibility, This number enables each
Vlsual value Vlsual Susceptlblllt}' - category 1o be weghled equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site seore |5 used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relatve sensitivity of each sitz when gauged against the others in this

Visual Sensitivity

assessment.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES

Aggregate Score (/100): |53

SITE REFERENCE: |GO1.5 Land at Cornwater Field, Ravenshead. | DATE VISITED:l 30 | 10 | 2014 | PHOTO REFERENCES:| | SURVEYED BY:| CH | CHECKED BY:[NW
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *| S PZ 3 (Moderate) S PZ 5 (Low) | NCC Policy zones within study area *| S PZ 3 (Moderate) S PZ 5 (Low) S PZ 44 (High)
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Study Settlement Pattern PZ Study Land Cover PZ | Site Study Tree Cover PZ | Site Study Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - framed Medium - framed
Rolling / undulating v Clustered v Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent v Indicative Ground Vegetation |Variable Variable
Low plateau v v Settled Pastoral farms v Trees & woods Field Boundaries Variable Variable
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v v Woodland v v Coverts & tree groups v v v Enclosure Pattern Sub-reqular Planned

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees Tree Pattern Linear Groups

gg:ﬁitgﬁjds Blrzt:r:b/et?rownfiel 3 Open / unwooded Other Characteristics / Matgre trees forming boundary to Varied landscape including recreational

Urban Features Nottingham Road ground
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25) 13 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 10
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score**
Landscape Quality Evidence of management within working landscape. Landscape features associated with rural setting mainly intact Med (2) Recognition of value N/A Low (3)
Scenic Quality A road is detractor and divides the surrounding landscape. Views framed by extent of vegetation cover Med (2) Indicators of value Adjacent sports pitches though view is not directly associated with the pitches use Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value N/A Low (3)
Representativeness Characteristic agricultural landscape with dispersed settlement pattern and tree groups Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)[ 15
Conservation Interests | Belt of mature trees parallel with Nottingham Road. Site devoid of landscape or ecological designations Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value No rights of way providing access to the site or located within close proximity, Site situated adjacent to sports pitches Low (1) Primary receptors Recreational - Views do not significantly contribute to the landscape setting of residential properties Low (2)
Perceptual Aspects Tree belt provides buffer from busy road, however, noise from traffic is still prominent. Rural wooded edge to settlement Med (2) Secondary receptors Transport - Well used route along Nottingham Road with some elements of scenic quality Med (4)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Potentially large number of transport receptors, although this would form a transient view Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 15
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Potential loss of mature trees aligned with Nottingham Road Med (4)
Addition Development is potentially an incoherent introduction of urban development within a dispersed settlement pattern Med (4)
Perception Tree removal may result in a loss in landscape setting and an increase in road visibility and noise Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score™
Policy Locate any new small scale development to the east of the site in the more wooded area where it is well screened Low (2) Extent of ZTV The site is screened to long range views but is visible to resident and leisure centre visitors across open sports pitches Med (4)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50) 28 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50) 25

Low value and medium susceptibility giving an overall low landscape sensitivity

Low value and medium susceptibility giving an overall low landscape sensitivity

Notes

Notes

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting

v'| |Retain mature tree group covered by TPO aligned with Nottingham Road

Form of development

v'| |Maintain dispersed settlement pattern

Strategic open space

Local vernacular

Site features v'| |Retain existing buildings of rural character Other
CONSTRAINTS

On-site N/A Off-site N/A
CONCLUSION

The site is largely screened from Nottingham Road by mature trees which form a valuable part of the immediate landscape setting, the loss of which allow the impact of traffic moving at speed to become a major detractor. The site also lies within close proximity to sports pitches associated with Ravenshead Leisure Centre, although it is anticipated that any new development will have little impact on visitors and users of the
facilities. From Nottingham Road the settlement pattern is dispersed, it is therefore recommended that any new development align with this in order to create a clear distinction from development areas along Longdale Lane.

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility [

Visual Susceptibility

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document
** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessment.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES Aggregate Score (/100):]44
SITE REFERENCE: | G01.6 West of Kighill Farm, Ravenshead | DATE VISITED:[15  [06 | 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES;| | SURVEYED BY:[NW | CHECKED BY:|NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *| S PZ 3 | NCC Policy zones within study area *| S PZ 3, SPZ 5
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Study Settlement Pattern Pz Study Land Cover PZ | Site Study Tree Cover PZ | Site Study Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v v Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - framed Medium - framed
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation | Grassland Variable
Low plateau Settled Pastoral farms 4 Trees & woods 4 v Field Boundaries Hedges Hedges
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v v Woodland Coverts & tree groups v v Enclosure Pattern Planned Planned

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees Tree Pattern Linear Variable

UnseFtled Disturbed Open / unwooded L Other Characteristics / AB0 in proximity but otherwise feels Study area ZTV excludes distant zones,

st;fr;elds Urban / brownfield 4 Features rural/enclosed. through site survey.
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)| 12 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)] 12
Factor Assessment Score* Factor Assessment Score*
Landscape Quality Landscape in fair condition, well managed. Med (2) Recognition of value Open land to edge of existing settiement. Med (6)
Scenic Quality Medium to short range views of well managed wooded farmland/rural land use are prevalent. Med (2) Indicators of value Commonplace rural views of farmland and woodland. Low (3)
Rarity Common landscape elements with none of identifiable rarity. Low (1) Other value Site is enclosed and visually separate from Kighill Lane but also the edge of Ravenshead due to intervening vegetation. Low (3)
Representativeness Study area and site contained key characteristic elements of the policy zone. Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25) 8
Conservation Interests [ None identified via Magic website, within site or study area. Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value None within site, NCN 6, Robin Hood Way and other PRoWs in Study Area. Leisure centre. Low (1) Primary receptors Transport users of A60/Kighill Lane but with very limited views of the site. Low (2)
Perceptual Aspects Site perceived as open land between Kighill Lane and the edge of Ravenshead. A60 influences tranquillity. Greenbelt. Med (2) Secondary receptors Residential-upper floor views from Kighill Lane, looking back to Ravenshead but with few existing built elements. Low (2)
Associations None identified within site or study area. Low (1) Number of receptors Low number of residential receptors. High numbers of highway users of A60 but restricted visibility. Low (2)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 12
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Loss of grassland within a single, medium scale, field. Low (2)
Addition Increase in built form in the greenbelt and loss of open land on Ravenshead edge. Med (4)
Perception Extension to Ravenshead edge to link with Kighill Lane and associated housing. Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy Extending housing to Kighill Lane but reinforce local vernacular. Conserve the existing field pattern Low (2) Extent of ZTV Site is contained by woodland/hedgerows and ZTV is localised by both. Intervening trees with village edge filter views/inter-visibility. Low (2)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 24 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50) 20

Medium to low value with low susceptibility, resulting in overall low landscape sensitivity.

Low value from contained site with low susceptibility, resulting in overall low visual sensitivity.

Notes

Notes

A visually unified area with a coherent functional integrity and good landscape condition. The Site is a single field with no potential loss of vegetation other than grassland but potential change in
character of Kighill Lane if hedgerows removed and housing immediately adjacent to it. Kighill Lane perceived as an outlier to the village, which development would infill.

A visually unified area containing a site visually separate from the village core but also forming a buffer to the edge and Kighill Lane. No inter-visibility with S PZ 44 Newstead.

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting v'| |Adjacent to village edge to the north to reinforce existing planting. Form of development
Strategic open space v'| [Adjacent to Kighill Lane to preserve character/buffer to existing properties and mirror relationship to the lane. Local vernacular
Site features Other v'| |Visually separate from the village core - opportunity for non-traditional/non-vernacular modern high quality design
CONSTRAINTS
On-site Limit or reduce loss of hedgerow and verge along Kighill Lane, locate development back from the lane. Off-site Reinforce boundary with the A60 to limit wider visibility and views from the road.
CONCLUSION

Potential infill site which althou

gh physically extending the village footprint southwards is visually contained and would not involve loss of landscape elements of value. .

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility Landscape Sensitivity

Visual Susceptibility Visual Sensitivity

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document
** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessment.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES

Aggregate Score (/100):

-

4

SITE REFERENCE: | G03.1/G03.2 Top Wighay Farm DATEVISITED:|15  [os [ 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES: | | SURVEYED BY:[Nw | CHECKED BY:|NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *| MLO17 | NCC Policy zones within study area *| MLO017, PZ 1S, PZ 166
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Study Settlement Pattern Pz Study Land Cover PZ | Site Study Tree Cover PZ | Site Study Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v v Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - framed Medium - framed
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation | Farmland Variable
Low plateau Settled Pastoral farms v Trees & woods v v Field Boundaries Hedges Hedges
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v v Woodland Coverts & tree groups v v Enclosure Pattern Planned Planned

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees Tree Pattern Groups Variable

Unse‘ttled Open / unwooded Y Other Characteristics / A611 in proximity but otherwise feels Study area ZTV excludes distant zones,

Coalfields Urban / brownfield v .

Urban Features rural/enclosed. through site survey.
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)( 13 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 9
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score*
Landscape Quality West of Site partially developed and not in agricultural use. Elsewhere,Landscape in fair condition, well managed. Med (2) Recognition of value N/A Low (3)
Scenic Quality Medium/long range views of distant wooded farmland/rural land use are prevalent with disturbed land in the west of the Site. |Med (2) Indicators of value Strongly rural views of farmland, wooded hedgelines and woodland looking north from Wighay Road. Med (6)
Rarity Common landscape elements with none of identifiable rarity. Low (1) Other value Limited recreational access. Low (3)
Representativeness Study area and site contained key characteristic elements of the policy zone. Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)( 8
Conservation Interests | LWS, ancient woodland (Aldercar Wood), conservation area/listed buildings in Linby, Papplewick Hall within Study Area. Med (2) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value None within site Low (1) Primary receptors Transport users of A611 and Wighay Road /Kighill Lane, the latter with very limited views of the site. Low (2)
Perceptual Aspects Open land beyond the edge of Hucknall. A611 influences tranquillity in west of the Site, railway defines the eastern boundary|Med (2) Secondary receptors Residential-upper floor views from Wighay Road, looking north but low numbers of viewers. Low (2)
Associations None identified within site or study area. Low (1) Number of receptors Low number of residential receptors. High numbers of highway users of A611 but restricted visibility. Low (2)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 14
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Loss of arable land and potentially woodland/hedgerows across multiple, medium scale, fields. Med (4)
Addition Increase in built form and loss of open land on Hucknall edge. Med (4)
Perception Extension to Hucknall into open land. Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy Western area allocated for housing. Low (2) Extent of ZTV Site is contained by woodland/hedgerows and ZTV is localised by both. Limited or no inter-visibility with Linby. Low (2)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 27 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)[ 17

Medium to low value with low susceptibility, resulting in overall low landscape sensitivity.

Low value from contained site with low susceptibility, resulting in overall low visual sensitivity.

Notes

Notes

Multiple arable fields but with relatively well defined defensible boundaries formed by the two highways, the railway and woodland to the north. Perceived as separate from Linby and linked to Hucknall.

A large area but visually relatively well contained as indicated by the ZTVs - no identified inter-visibility with Linby.

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting

Form of development

Strategic open space

v'| |Adjacent to A611 and Wighay Road and buffer to existing properties.

Local vernacular

Site features V| [Strengthen woodland in the linear LWS. Other
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Limit or reduce loss of hedgerows and create open space buffers to the LWS, A611 and Wighay Road. Off-site Reinforce boundary with the A611 to limit wider visibility and views of/from the road.
CONCLUSION

Although a large area important landscape elements could be retained and loss confined to arable land predominantly and with little or no recreational value other than as open land. It is visually contained and has defensible well defined boundaries on all sides.

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility

Visual Susceptibility

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document
** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessment.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES Aggregate Score (/100): 61
SITE REFERENCE: | G03.3 Land at Hayden Lane | DATE VISITED:[15  [06 | 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES | | SURVEYED BY:[NW | CHECKED BY:|NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *[ML017 | NCC Policy zones within study area *[ ML017,MLO18, S PZ 3.
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Study Settlement Pattern Pz Study Land Cover PZ | Site Study Tree Cover PZ | Site Study Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v v Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Exposed Medium - framed
Rolling / undulating v v Clustered Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation | Farmland Variable
Low plateau Settled Pastoral farms v Trees & woods 4 4 Field Boundaries Hedges Hedges
Sloping (low hills) v v v Dispersed v v Woodland Coverts & tree groups v v Enclosure Pattern Planned Planned

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees v Tree Pattern Linear Variable

Unsenled Disturbed 4 Open / unwooded Y Other Characteristics / Hucknall in proximity but otherwise feels |Study area ZTV excludes distant zones,

Coalfields Urban / brownfield v .

Urban Features rural/enclosed. through site survey.
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)| 18 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)] 17
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score™
Landscape Quality A mature arable agricultural landscape with well managed intact hedge and boundary vegetation. Med (2) Recognition of value The site forms a visual context for Linby and buffer with the urban edge of Hucknall. High (8)
Scenic Quality High quality, medium range views of distant wooded ridgelines and intact hedgerows with few detractors. High (3) Indicators of value Strongly rural views of farmland and woodland looking south from Linby and forming part of the setting. Med (6)
Rarity Common landscape elements with none of identifiable rarity. Low (1) Other value N/A Low (3)
Representativeness Study area and site contained key characteristic elements of the policy zone. High (3) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 8
Conservation Interests | Close to conservation areallisted buildings in Linby and LWS within Study Area. High (3) Visual Receptors Assessment Score*
Recreation value None within site but Hayden Lane is a low trafficked asset for Linby/Hucknall. Med (2) Primary receptors Residents of Linby and recreational users . Low (2)
Perceptual Aspects Site perceived as part of the setting of Linby and open land between it and Hucknall. High (3) Secondary receptors Transport users of B6011 with limited views of the site close to Linby but more open near Papplewick. Low (2)
Associations None identified within site or study area. Low (1) Number of receptors Low number of residential receptors. High numbers of highway users of B6011 but restricted visibility. Low (2)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25) 18
Factor Assessment Score™
Subtraction Loss of arable land and potentially woodland/hedgerows across multiple, medium scale, fields. Med (4)
Addition Increase in built form and loss of open land on Linby/Hucknall edge. High (6)
Perception Extension to Hucknall into open land. Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score™
Policy Enhance - development contrary. Med (4) Extent of ZTV The immediate context of the Site is contained by woodland/hedgerows and ZTV is localised by both. Low (2)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 36 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 25

Medium to high value with medium susceptibility, resulting in overall medium landscape sensitivity.

Medium value as a setting for Linby and open land to Hucknall edge but views constrained in the wider landscape, resulting in overall low visual sensitivity.

Notes

Notes

Housing development will further extend the urban edge of Hucknall to open land of value on the edge of Linby and towards Papplewick. Loss of landscape elements would predominantly be arable
land. The nature of Hayden Lane as a rural track of recreational would change.

Relatively well contained site but viewed from Linby/Hucknall and Papplewick and forming a visual buffer between them.

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting

v'| |Adjacent to village edge of Linby to the north to reinforce existing planting and Papplewick to the east.

Form of development

Strategic open space

v'| |Adjacent to Hayden Lane to preserve character as far as possible.

Local vernacular

Site features Other v'| |Consideration of perception as an extension to Hucknall or addition to Linby and design accordingly to reinforce the design intent.
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Limit or reduce loss of hedgerow and verge along Hayden Lane and the B6011, locate development back from the lane. Off-site Reinforce boundary with the B6011 to limit wider visibility and views from the road.
CONCLUSION

Intact landscape character and rural nature of Hayden lane add value, including recreational value, as a setting for Linby and to a lesser extent Papplewick. Visually contained but potential loss of open land of value.

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility
Visual Susceptibility

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document
** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessment.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES Aggregate Score (/100):]ss
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SITE REFERENCE: G05.1/G05.2PA: New Farm, Redhill. DATE VISITED:l 16 |06 | 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES:l | SURVEYED BY:| NW | CHECKED BY:|NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *| MNO15, S PZ 2, SH41 (Low) | NCC Policy zones within study area *| MNO015,SPZ2,SPZ41,SPZ3
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
T
Landform PZ | Site ailly Settlement Pattern PZ Ay Land Cover PZ | Site Bty Tree Cover PZ | Site Study Descriptive Attribute Site | Study Area
Area Area Area Area |

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Variable Variable
Roalling / undulating v v [ Clustered v Mixed farms v v v Wooded - recent v v Indicative Ground Vegetation | Variable Variable
Low plateau Settled v Pastoral farms Trees & woods v v v Field Boundaries Hedges Variable
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v v Woodland v v v Coverts & tree groups Enclosure Pattern Sub-regular Variable

Waste ground / Dereiict Rough / wiidiand Other trees v v v Tree Patiern Variable Variable

Unsettled Disturbed il : Open / unwooded Other Characteristics / Ridgeline through middle of site, rights 0f|Varietv in landform, rights of way network,

Coaifieids Urban / brownfieid v Fealures T L - " ; :

Urban y proximity to country parl
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)| 19 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)] 20
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score**
Landscape Quality Well maintained rural landscape, muttiple intact elements of value in good condition. High (3) Recognition of value Setiing of listed buildings and registered park/garden High (8)
Scenic Quality Rural and sparsely populated despite proximity to A60/settlement edge, parts of settlement edge detract in south of site. Med (2) Indicators of value N/A Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Screening rural landscape from conurbation, rights of way network, close to country park, affords long views in parts High (8)
Representativeness Mostly representative of key characteristics High (3) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25){ 23
Conservation Interests | TPOs within site. Setting of listed buildings and registered park/garden Med (2) Visual Receptors Assessment Score™
Recreation value Rights of way network and close proximity to Bestwood Country Park High (3) Primary receptors Residential - site is a key part of landscape setting High (6)
Perceptual Aspects Rural landscape with strong sense of intactness and tranquility, some human influence on southern and eastern fringes High (3) Secondary receptors Rights of way and recreational - site is a key part of the landscape setting, especially for users of the County Park High (6)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Network of rights of way with fair amount of use. Settlement edge, also views from busy A60 Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)] 23
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Removal of landform screening of conurbation, also removal of dispersed settiement pattern in north High (6)
Addition New cluster of urban development spilling over ridgeline inte open unsettled countryside High (6)
Perception Perception of new settlement and urbanisation in sparsely settled landscape, reduced tranquility Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy Ridgeline is key to screening conurbation from MN015 High (6) Extent of ZTV The site is widely visible from a variety of locations and distances, views are locally restricted by landform and vegetation High (6)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)] 42 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)] 43
Medium value and high susceptibility giving an overall high landscape sensitivity High value and high susceptibility giving an overall high visual sensitivity
Notes Notes
The landscape elements and landform combine to create increased sensitivity across the site from south to north. The southernmost area, including adjacent allocated land, being influenced by the The majonty of the site beyond the immediate context of the urban edge 1s highly visible and offers panoramic views of value over a rural view itself of value, including Papplewick pumping station tower. Any housing on
urban edge. Areas south of New Farm are less sensitive with those north of it increase in sensitivity and the potential to effect wider changes in landscape character arising from increased urbanisation. the central and southern areas of the site would be highly visible

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting Forim of development
Strategic open space v’| |Land north of Bestwood Lodge Fire and Rescue Service to remain open - development south to be screened to contain influence in the open landscape Local vernacular
Site features Other v’| |Development north of Bestwood Lodge Fire and Rescue Service unlikely to be mitigated due to position in open countryside and separation from main settlement
CONSTRAINTS
On-site Rights of way, TPOs and landform Off-site Listed buildings and registered park/garden
CONCLUSION

The site comprises arable fields that cross the nidgeline between the main Arnold conurbation and open rural countryside. Landscape condition is good .Areas close to Amold are less sensitive, contained visually and adjacent to areas allocated for housing. Elsewhere, there are several factors including a medium scenic quality, high perceptual qualities, and a high recreational value that contribute to a medium landscape value.
The study area has a high susceptibility to development impacting both the dispersed settlement pattern and open countryside, and having a potential urbanising effect on its surroundings, particularly either side of Lamins Lane. In addition, development of the site will negate the role of landform in screening the Arnold conurbation from the surrounding landscape, which has a deeply rural character. The study area has a high
landscape sensitivity to development of the site. There is a high visual value on site - due to its location as the setting of several designations and the screening function of the site's landform. When coupled with a high susceptibility (contributed to by the high visibility of the site), the study area has an overall high visual sensitivity, but less so in the immediate context of the urban edge and taking potential mitigation into account

| andenana .fglual | | andenana Suenan il-uilfh:l-I | andeprana Saneitivi ll-l
h“ll“‘wvv LA L h“lluﬂv“rv v““w“r‘l“llll, _ hulluuwyv vuuuluvu, _
Visual Valueli' Visual Susceptibility Visual Sensitivity

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document
** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium ! Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscapa Value, Landscape Susceplibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceplibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessmenl,
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES

Aggregate Score (/100):|56

SITE REFERENCE: [ G05.3 Land at Westhouse Farm, Bestwood village. | DATEVISITED:|13 |11 | 2014 | PHOTO REFERENCES | | SURVEYED BY:[cH | CHECKED BY:|Nw
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *[ SH02 (Moderate) I NCC Policy zones within study area *[ SH02 (Moderate), SH41 (Low)
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER

Landform PZ | Site s:rj:ay Settlement Pattern Pz s}::’:: Land Cover PZ | Site ?:::;I Tree Cover PZ | Site S;:::: Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v Arable farms v v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - open Variable
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered v v Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent v v Indicative Ground Vegetation |Farmland Variable
Low plateau Settled Pastoral farms Trees & woods v v Field Boundaries Variable Variable
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v Woodland v v Coverts & tree groups Enclosure Pattern Sub-regular Variable

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees 4 4 Tree Pattern Linear Variable

gg:a}itg%ds Blril:r:b/e:rownﬁel 3 L 5 Open / unwooded Other Characteristics / Right of way, edge of settlement, variety |Variety in landform, village, network of rights

Urban Features in landform of way, Bestwood Country Park
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)( 15 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 13
Factor Assessment Score* Factor Assessment Score*
Landscape Quality Well maintained rural landscape in parts, some areas degraded and settlement edge detracts Med (2) Recognition of value N/A Low (3)
Scenic Quality Rural open fields exhibit high quality, but settlement edge and busy road detract Med (2) Indicators of value N/A Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Screening rural landscape from village edge, rights of way Med (6)
Representativeness Mostly representative of key characteristics High (3) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25) 17
Conservation Interests [ N/A Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value Rights of way network in study area and proximity to Country Park Med (2) Primary receptors Residential - site contributes as part of the landscape setting Med (4)
Perceptual Aspects Rural landscape with long views, but some interruption from Moor Road and Bestwood Village Med (2) Secondary receptors Rights of way - site is a part of landscape setting Med (4)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Edge of settlement, busy road to west of site, network of rights of way Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)] 11
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction No loss of key characteristics Low (2)
Addition Extension of urban edge Low (2)
Perception Settlement edge currently hidden on approach from north - development on site will potentially change this Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score™
Policy Concentrate new developments around the existing urban fringe of Nottingham Low (2) Extent of ZTV Views open in parts, but contained in others by landform and vegetation Med (4)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 26 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 30

Medium value and low susceptibility giving an overall low landscape sensitivity

Low value and medium susceptibility giving an overall medium visual sensitivity

Notes

Notes

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting v'| |Enhance and maintain existing planting - ensure a strong vegetated edge to the north and west of site Form of development
Strategic open space v'| |To the ridge and also to the north-western corner, pushing development back from the road Local vernacular
Site features Other
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Rights of way Off-site
CONCLUSION

The site is a series of undulating arable fields that sit immediately to the north of the settlement edge of Bestwood Village; they are criss-crossed by a couple of rights of way that feed into a wider network and lead to Bestwood Country Park. The study area has an overall medium landscape value, arising from its representativeness of the policy zone in which it sits, as well as its landscape and scenic quality and recreational
value. The study area has a low susceptibility to development of the site given its proximity to the existing urban edge, however care needs to be taken that the development maintains the same level of inconspicuousness that the site does at present when viewed from the north. In visual terms, the site has low value, but a medium susceptibility as it forms a part of the landscape setting for residents and rights of way users and
is visible across a moderate area. Overall, the study area has a low landscape sensitivity and a medium visual sensitivity.

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility
Visual Susceptibility

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document

** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessment.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES Aggregate Score (/100):|62
SITE REFERENCE: | G05.4 Broad Valley Farm | DATEVISITED:|13 |11 | 2014 | PHOTO REFERENCES | | SURVEYED BY:[cH | CHECKED BY:|Nw
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *[ SH02 (Moderate) I NCC Policy zones within study area *[ SH02 (Moderate), SH41 (Low)
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER

Landform PZ | Site s:rj:ay Settlement Pattern Pz s}::’:: Land Cover PZ | Site ?:::;I Tree Cover PZ | Site S;:::: Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - open Variable
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered v v Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent v v Indicative Ground Vegetation | Grassland Variable
Low plateau Settled Pastoral farms Trees & woods v v Field Boundaries Hedges Variable
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v Woodland v v Coverts & tree groups Enclosure Pattern Sub-regular Variable

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland v v Other trees 4 4 Tree Pattern Linear Variable

gg:a}itg%ds Blril:r:b/e:rownﬁel 3 L 5 Open / unwooded Other Characteristics / Right of way, edge of settlement, variety |Village, network of rights. of way, Bestwood

Urban Features in landform Country Park, conservation area
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)( 16 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 16
Factor Assessment Score* Factor Assessment Score*
Landscape Quality Well maintained rural landscape in parts, some areas degraded and settlement edge detracts Med (2) Recognition of value Setting of Conservation Area and Mature Landscape Area Med (6)
Scenic Quality Rural open fields exhibit high quality, but settlement edge and equestrian use detract in parts Med (2) Indicators of value N/A Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Rights of way and Country Park Med (6)
Representativeness Mostly representative of key characteristics High (3) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25) 17
Conservation Interests | Setting of Conservation Area Med (2) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value Rights of way network in study area and site has close proximity to Country Park High (3) Primary receptors Residential - site contributes as part of the landscape setting Med (4)
Perceptual Aspects Rural landscape, but high degree of interruption from Bestwood Village and equestrian uses Low (1) Secondary receptors Rights of way - site is a part of landscape setting Med (4)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Edge of settlement, network of rights of way Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)] 13
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Loss of part of Country Park at southern section of site Med (4)
Addition Extension of urban edge Low (2)
Perception Increase in settlement towards Country Park, loss of rural feeling, especially to east Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score™
Policy Concentrate new developments around the existing urban fringe of Nottingham Low (2) Extent of ZTV Views open in parts, but contained in others by landform and vegetation Med (4)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50) 29 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 33
Medium value and low susceptibility giving an overall medium landscape sensitivity Medium value and medium susceptibility giving an overall medium visual sensitivity
Notes Notes
MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS
Landscape planting v/| |Enhance and maintain existing planting Form of development
Strategic open space v'| [To the ridge Local vernacular
Site features Other
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Rights of way Off-site

CONCLUSION

The site is a series of undulating fields that sit immediately to the east of the settlement edge of Bestwood Village; they are crossed by a footpath that feeds into a wider network and leads to the nearby Bestwood Country Park. The study area has an overall medium landscape value, arising from its representativeness of the policy zone in which it sits, as well as its landscape and scenic quality and recreational value. The study
area has a low susceptibility to development of the site given its proximity to the existing urban edge, however care needs to be taken that the development does not have an adverse effect on either the Country Park or the rural perception to the east of the site. In visual terms, the site has a medium value - arising from its proximity to Bestwood Country Park - and a medium susceptibility as it forms a part of the landscape
setting for residents and rights of way users and is visible across a moderate area. Overall, the study area has a medium landscape sensitivity and a medium visual sensitivity.

T [P * Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document
Landscape Value E Landscape susceptlbllltyE Landscape Sel’lSItIVIty E ** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each

Visual Value Visual Susceptlblllty Visual SenSItIVIty ca;zt;gsix:;tbe weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES Aggregate Score (/100):]57

SITE REFERENCE: | G06.1 Land off Oxton Road | DATEVISITED:[15  [06 | 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES | | SURVEYED BY:[Nw | CHECKED BY:|NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site |SH17 (Poor) | NCC Policy zones within study area *l SHO1 (Moderate), SH17 (Poor)
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
L o | .. | Study e i R __ | Study N I Study L, | .. | Study _ A Ri | .
Landform PZ | Site Seitiement Pattern PZ Land Cover PZ | Site Tree Cover PZ | Site Descriptive Atiribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area |

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v Arable farms v v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - open Medium - open
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered v Mixed farms v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation | Farmland Farmland
Low plateau Settled Pastoral farms Trees & woods Field Boundaries Hedges Hedges
Sioping (low hiils) Dispersed v v Woodiand Coverts & free groups Enclosure Pattern Sub-reguiar Sub-reguiar

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees v v v Tree Pattern Linear Variable

oL S - V = L Other Characteristics / Sloping landform to the east/Flatts Hill ~ |Listed building to at Lodge Farm, north of

Coalfields Urban / brownfield N Sy : : ;

Urban Features increases potential visibility. site, colliery restoration to the north.
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)] 14 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (125)] 15
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score**
Landscape Quality Well managed landscape with boundary hedgerows largely intact on Oxton Road, more gappy on Flatts Lane. Med (2) Recognition of value Some value from openness but housing on Long Acre now prominent and extends built form as a characteristic in the view. Med (6)
Scenic Quality Long views to surrounding landscape from the higher land, prominent visibility of new housing at edge of settlement. Med (2) Indicators of value N/A Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Forms rural buffer to settlement but the sense of being separate visually has been reduced by recent housing. Med (6)
Representativeness Differs slightly from published landscape character in terms of land cover and settliement pattern Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)] 12
Conservation Interests | Listed building and scheduled monument in proximity but limited contribution to character Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value Rights of way, public open space to the south Med (2) Primary receptors Transport - receptors on Oxton Road, Mansfield Lane, Flatts Lane, Whinbush Lane. Low (2)
Perceptual Aspacts Sense of openness, rural environment with some human influence and rurality beyond the settiement High (3) Secondary receptors Residential - forms a part of the landscape setting of the village Med (4)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Small number of receptors including residential, transport and employment. Low (2)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)] 16
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Limited removai of key characteristics beyond agricuiturai fand. ivied (4)
Addition Recent addition of housing at Long Acre extends settlement influence without undue change in rural character. Med (4)
Perception Loss of sense of openness would be localised, with long views to restored colliery land retaining sense of a rural character. | Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Palicy Concentrate settlement to core of Calverton village Med (4) Extent of ZTV Sloping landform of eastern section of the site increases visibility from a medium distance within the valley Med (4)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)] 30 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 27
Medium value and high susceptibility gives a medium landscape sensitivity Medium value and medium susceptibility gives a medium visual sensitivity
Notes Notes
The recent extension of the settlement edge has reduced overall sensitivity on a site without a significant effect on wider landscape character. Existing, strong defensible boundaries would contain the Visibility would be less than the recent housing at Long Acre adjacent to the site.
perceived extent of the site.
MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS
Landscape planting v’| [Maintain and enhance external hedgerows nd hedgerow trees - incorporate some intemal boundaries as appropriate. Form of development
Strategic open space v| [Paotential for open space eastern section of the site on the sloping landform an aiao as a buffer to Oxton Road to preserve character.jl ocal vernacular
Site features Other
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Ridgeline crossing site, pylons Off-site Setting of listed building and scheduled monument

CONCLUSION

The site consists of open arable land within a rolling landscape context at the edge of an existing nucleated settlement area. A number of key characteristics of the SH17 Policy Zone are evident which forms a transition from a built up urban area into an increasingly rural landscape. Views into site from Whinbush Lane and Flatts Lane are partially screened by a sloping landform which obscures views of the existing settlement
an and helns to retain an element rural character despite a close nrmrlmnv to the built up settlement area. The site is however in nrmumml to the existing urban edge and associated man made elements, and recent development of hmmmn has extended visibility of the settlement and reduced the rural nature and ‘:IIQ(‘PnTIh\lIN of the adiacent land. Consequently. Qpnemmt\r to further hnrmlnn is reduced in spite of the zlr\nlnn

LS e LI, e Hle ] Tl R SR LU s Ul g, MACEL] gl e A Ak NI acites Kb, el UL it A b ool g Ll FBRRTLY, B M Ll Lot e L o difdiet st s s Sl 2s MU ek o L

landform. There is increased potential to accommodate further development towards Oxton Road without impacting on the wider rural character, albeit buffers to Flatts Lane and to a lesser extent, the B6386 would be advisable. Open/recreational land to the south of the site, included along the margin of the existing settlement would link to buffers such as the recreation ground

e PP * Brackets indicate landscape sensitivily given for each published policy zone document
Landscape Value Landscape SUSCeptlblllty Landscape SBHSItWIt}F ** Scoring is apphied on a description system of High / Medium ¢ Low. Each of these descriplions is assigned a number for the: categories of Landseape Value, Landscape Susceplibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceplibility. This number enables each
H T ihkili visual SBHSIﬁVi CAMBLOTY L0 DE WEIINIED QU WIS ISLAITY OGN 0 @ QVETE STUE [0 U SIHE. TS VBTN SIE SOOI 15 LSS 1O FENKING W2 SIS DINLY Gnd NEIeIne Can only provice He reauve sensmvity O Sacn sie wien gaugea agaimst ne Ouers in nes
Visual Value| | Visual Susceptibility | S| ty || oo\
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES Aggregate Score (/100):|e7

SITE REFERENCE: i G06.2/ G06.3/ G06.4 Ramsdale Park Golif Course/Main Street & Georges Lane. i DATE ViSiTED:i 15 i06 i 2022 i PHOTO REFERENCES:i i SURVEYED B'Y’:i NW i CHECKED BY:| NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *| MLO15, SPZ 17 | NCC Policy zones within study area *| MLO15, S PZ 17, SH18, S PZ 3, MNO14
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site BRIy Settlement Pattern PZ BHIdy Land Cover PZ | Site Sy Tree Cover PZ | Site Sy Descriptive Attribute Site | Study Area
Area Area Area Area |

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v v Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Large Medium - open
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered v Mixed farms v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation |Grassland Grassland
Low plateau Settled Pastoral farms Trees & woods v v Field Boundaries Hedges Hedges
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed Woodland v Coverts & tree groups v Enclosure Pattern Unenclosed Sub-regular

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees v Tree Pattern Groups Select a value

Unsettled Disturbed v v Open / unwooded i . C ; ;

Other Characteristics / Sloping landform, village on lower ground.

Coalfields Urban | brownfield - Qolf cou‘rse, high vegetation diversity, ping g g

— Features high maintenance levels

Urban v |
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)| 15 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25) 18
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score**
Landscape Quality Golf course maintained, 'manicured' appearance. Non golf course has elements of woodland/hedgerows in good condition. | High (3) Recagnition of value None specifically designated - openness features in views from Calverton and woodland/landform adds value. Med (6)
Scenic Quality Diversity of vegetation, long views to hills and woodland, very well maintained and sited on the rolling landform. High (3) Indicators of value Sympathetic combination of landform and tree cover - partially disrupted by golf course pattern. Med (6)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Right of way, long views and localised high point provide an undeveloped setting to the village. Med (6)
Representativeness Some characteristics matched with Policy Zone, differences in land cover and tree cover pattemns as a result of golf course.  |Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 16
Conservation Interests | TPOs on woodland, listed buildings Ramsdale House/Hollinwood Farm adjacent to site. Med (2) Visual Receptors Assessment Score*
Recreation value Golf course, multiple rights of way, views from settlement edge. Med (2) Primary receptors Rights of way and recreational - site contributes to rural setting. Med (4)
Darnantiial Aananta Tranail hit with a hinh dasran Af himan inflilanas and landaenana madifinatinn ariains fram Aalf Anniran I A (4) Cannndan: ranantare Daaidantial _ aattina tn uillana kit avnarian~ad by adaa nranartiae nradaminanths MadA AV
ol UG'JLUGI I‘Ial.JE\JKJ riai IL{\.III UuL wiuil a IIIHII UGBIGU Ui ridinan nmmuciive aiiv iai IUDUQPU Hiounieadvin aiiall IH nuin HUII vl oc., L v \ I,l \JGUUIIUGI]’ IGUGPLUI 9 NGoldGTiiual oG IH w VIIIQHG UL UAFBI 1clivou uy GUHG I.JIUPGI LUco }J\ cuvitinal Illy wicu “1‘}
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Golf course receptors would cease to be present leaving relatively small numbers of receptors, some with relatively low levels of screening. Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)] 18
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Potential removal of characteristic elements other than golf course planting unlikely/localised. Low (2)
Addition Development potentially doubles village area and modifies character of the site and wider landscape due to extensive ZTV. |High (6)
Perception Perceived loss of highly visible open land and change in character of the village setting. Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy Conserve sparsely settled character with development concentrated within Calverton Village core High (6) Extent of ZTV Some long views looking north and east, but visually contained in parts but vegetation, built form and landform Med (4)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)] 33 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)] 34
High value and high susceptibility; overall a high landscape sensitivity Medium value and high susceptibility giving an overall medium visual sensitivity
Notes Notes
Sensitive land parcels/landform adjacent to Georges lane are excluded. Sections of the golf course are prominent and susceptible to changes in landform but are of lower landscape value, similarly the Locally the high land is visually prominent with a distinctive rolling landform. Lower land less sensitive but all areas are potentially prominent. Views from only a small number of village edge properties would be impacted.
narrow area immediately south of Calverton (Hollinwood Lane / Long West Croft) is lower sensitivity. Overall caution due to scale/prominence rather than loss of landscape elements of value.
MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS
Landscape planting v | |Retain planting diversity and create planting to high ground. Possible introduction of heathland to tie in with Policy Zone Form of development v'| | Towards lower ground to minimise visibility and impact
Strategic open space v'| |[Towards the top of the main slope Local vernacular
Site featuires Other Ensure that any housing on the southern boundary of the golf course did not impinge on views from Georges Lane
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Landform gradient and prominence of higher land Off-site n/a

CONCLUSION

The site is currently partially occupied by a golf course on rolling, locally prominent, land. It encompasses twe Landscape Policy Zones - ane of poor quality, the other of good quality. Generally, the study area is of medium landscape value albeit with non-characteristic elements with weak landscape structure, such as the golf course., Elevated sections of the site have an increased susceptibility to development due to landform
rising above the main seftlement. The landform increases landscape sensitivity to development linked to potential widespread visibility rather than loss of landscape elements. Visually, the site forms a key part of the backdrop to Calverton village and is recreational resource, both directly as a golf course and indirectly as a setting to various rights of way. It is considered that the study area has a medium visual sensitivity to

development on the site and that lower lying areas and the golf course are less sensitive. The most sensitive landscape is along and adjacent to Georges Lane — due to landform and character. This is excluded from the development parcel which is the primary mitigation. The golf course has limited landscape sensitivity, other than where housing buffers the existing village edge

PTT) E * Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document
Landscape Value Landscape Susceptlb"lty Landscape Sensatlwty ** Beoring is applied on & description system of High / Medium / Low, Each of these descriplions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscepe Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceplibilily. This number enables each
: i ihili H ivi category 10 be weighted equally when feeding through inte an overall score for the site. The overall site score (s used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitity of each site when gauged against the others in this
Visual Value Visual Susceptibility Visual Sensitivity oL
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES Aggregate Score (/100): 3
SITE REFERENCE: | G07.1 Land at Stockings Farm, Redhill. | DATE VISITED: | 16 |06 | 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES: SURVEYED BY:| NW | CHECKED BY:| NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *| MN45 (Good) NCC Policy zones within study area *| MN44 (Moderate-Good) MN45 (Good) SH02 (Moderate) SHO3 (Moderate) SH41 (Low)
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site . Settlement Pattern PZ NIty Land Cover PZ | Site Sty Tree Cover PZ | Site iy Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated Arable farms v v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Variable Variable
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered v Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation | Farmland Variable
Low plateau v Settled v Pastoral farms Trees & woods v v Field Boundaries Variable Variable
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v v Woodland Coverts & tree groups Enclosure Pattern Sub-regular Variable

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees v v v Tree Pattern Linear Variable

Unsettled Disturbed Open / unwooded - e L

/

Coalfelds Urban/ browrfeld " I‘C:):::l:rg:aractenstlcs C'rosses ridgeline, rights of way through |Settlement edge, variety in landform

Urban site, large open and rural
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)[17 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 18
Factor Assessment Score™ Factor Assessment Score**
Landscape Quality High quality, well maintained rural land with distinctive red soil/ intact field boundaries, wooded edge to settlement. Med (2) Recognition of value Landform/vegetation functions as a strong boundary to the urban edge. Med (6)
Scenic Quality Evident from combination of landform, soil, vegetation and lack of influence from the settlement edge emphasising rurality. | Med (2) Indicators of value N/A Low (3)
Rarity Local Nature Reserve to east of site Med (2) Other value Rights of way network, screening rural landscape from conurbation, affords long views High (8)
[ TSR Y [ AP — Eh=Ehi ranrasasnialiia afliami-aharastasisting [ Y VICILIAL Qlie/rEDTIDIH ITV Trtal Canva (9B AN
REPIGSelauvelcss Aghiy represeriiauve 01 key GlialaGlelsuus rgn(9) VIQUAL UL 1IDILI ] 1uLal OLUIE ((LV]] £S5
Conservation Interests | Local Nature Reserve. TPOs on western edge of site Med (2) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value Rights of way network Med (2) Primary receptors Residential - contributes as part of the landscape setting, ridgeline and backdrop Med (4)
Perceptual Aspects High degree of human influence to south not perceptibl tranquil rural areas to the north. Functions as a rural edge. Med (2) Secondary receptors Rights of way and transport - a key part of landscape setting especially for rights of way crossing the site and the road to the north of site_{ High (6)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Settlement edge, several busy roads, network of rights of way with fair amount of use High (6)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 25
Factor Assessment Score™
Subtraction Removal of landform and screening of conurbation - key characteristic of policy zone, loss of TPO'd trees High (6)
Addition Extension of urban edge over ridgeline into open unsettled countryside High (6)
Perception Perception of new settlement and urbanisation to north of site, loss of tranquility High (6) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy Ridgeline is key to screening conurbation from the rest of the policy zone - site development contrary to that. High (6) Extent of ZTV Long views to either side of site ridgeline High (6)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 42 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 41

Medium value and high susceptibility giving an overall high landscape value

Medium value and high susceptibility giving an overall high sensitivity

Notes

Notes

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting v| [Maintain and enhance hedgerows, plant large woodland group near ridgeline Form of development Keep houses within Arnold conurbation - don't encroach over ridge
Strategic open space Local vernacular
Site features Other Retain
CONSTRAINTS
On-site Landform, Rights of way, TPOs Off-site
CONCLUSION

The site is comprises arable fields that cross and fall from the ridgeline between the main Amold conurbation and open rural countryside. The landform of the site means that although the study area is of medium landscape value, it has a high susceptibility to change due to the site extending over the ridgeline and into open countryside. Development up to or beyond the ridgeline would urbanise the wider landscape. In addition,
development of the entire site will negate the role that the ridgeline performs in screening the Arneld conurbation from the surrounding landscape which has a deeply rural character. Land to the south of the site, adjacent to the urban edge and adjacent allocated land remains less visible and is of lower sensitivity, If mitigation measures are implemented to reduce wider influence. The more prominent northern extents of the site
are highly sensitive to changes in character as a result of development of the site. There is a medium visual value on site and a high susceptibility gained through the role of the site within its setting and the long views afforded of the site from its surroundings. Overall, there is a high visual sensitivity of the study area to development on site and the northem area in particular, which has value as a buffer

Visual Value

Landscape Suscept:b:!ityll-_ Landscape Sensitivity -_||
oy e T | . s o 2ar s ME—
Visual Susceptibility | | Visual Sensitivity | |

* Brackets indicale landscape sensifvity given for each published policy zone document
** Scoring s applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Eech of these descriptions Is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Valug, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
calegory io be weghied equaily when fesding iough into an overail score for ihe sile. The overaii site score 15 used for raniing ine sies ONLY and inerefore can only provice ine refative sensilivity of esch site wien gauged agamst ine olbers in s

assessment
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: L VIA IN ADVANCE OF AL OCATION OF DEVEI OPMENT SITES Anaranate Score (1100): 51
B e B W L LAY L} LA L b W EA A AN S AR T MY L L LA LR LAl L e e W B LR LR LU tlauvvuusv A A A B~ \l lvvll ol
SITE REFERENCE: | G07.2 and G07.3 Land at Middiebeck Farm i DATE VISITED:| 16 [06 | 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES: | i SURVEYED BY:|NW | CHECKED BY:| NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *[ MN015 | NCC Policy zones within study area *| MNO15, MNO13,
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
. Stud Stud . Stud . Stud - . :
Landform PZ | Site y Settlement Pattern PZ y Land Cover PZ | Site y Tree Cover PZ | Site y Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated v v Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Exposed Medium - open
Roiling / unduiating v v Ciustered Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent indicative Ground Vegetation |Farmiand Farmiand
Low piateau Setiied Pastorai farms v Trees & woods v v Fieid Boundaries Hedges Hedges
Sioping (iow hiiis) v v v Dispersed v v Woodiand Coverts & tree groups v v Enciosure Pattern Pianned Pianned

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees v Tree Pattern Variable Variable

Unsettied Disturbed Open / unwooded Other Characteristics / Feels like an open high point/ridgeline.  |Study area ZTV excludes distant zones,

Coalfields Urban / brownfield v Features through sit

[ien rough site survey.
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)| 14 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 15
Factor Assessment Score** Factor Assessment Score**
Landscape Quality A malure arable agricultural landscape with largely intact hedge and boundary vegetation. A maiure landscape area (MLA). |Med (2) | Recognition of valu The site forms part of an expansive panorama from the urban edge of Amold. Med (6)
Scenic Quality Expansive long views of Lambley Dumble and distant wooded ridgelines with few detractors. Med (2) Indicators of value Strongly rural views of farmland and woodland looking east Med (6)
Rarity Common landscape elements with Lambley Dumble of local rarity. Low (1) Other value N/A Low (3)
Representativeness Study area and site contained key characteristic elements of the policy zone. Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)( 18
Conservation Interests | Mature landscape area and LWS of Lambley Dumble in study area. Med (2) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value None within site. Low (1) Primary receptors Transport users of Mapperley Plains. Med (4)
Perceptual Aspects Site perceived as beyond the urban edge defined by Mapperley Plains. Middlebeck Farm derelict and a detractor. High (3) Secondary receptors Residents on the edge of Arnold. Med (4)
Associations None identified within site or study area. Low (1) Number of receptors Medium number of residential receptors. High numbers of highway users of Mapperley Plains but restricted visibility. Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 14
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Loss of arable land and hedgerows across multiple, medium scale, fields. Med (4)
Addition Increase in built form on the perceived edge of Amold. Med (4)
Perception Beyond the perceived urban edge of Amold. Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy Low (2) Extent of ZTV Extensive to the east. High (6)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Vaiue + Suscepiibiiity) Totai Score (i50)| 28 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Vaiue + Susceptibiiity) Totai Score (/50)] 33
Medium to high value with medium susceptibility, resulting in overall medium landscape sensitivity. Medium value as a visual setting for Mapperley. Extensive open views to the wider landscape, resulting in overall medium visual sensitivity.
Notes Notes
Housing development will extend the urban edge of Armold downslope beyond the ridgeline to open land beyond. Loss of landscape elements would predominantly be arable land and the predominant Relatively exposed site visible from land to the east in particular.
landscape element would be urban extension of built form.
MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS
Landscape planting Form of development
mratc—gic OpEN Space v'| [Adjacent to Lambley Dumble to preserve character as far as possible Local veracilar
Site featires Other «| {Open areas in the northern part of the site to form a buffer, limiting the extent of visible housing and retaining open views from Mapperley
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Development to respect the setting of Lambley Dumble. Off-site Maintain a buffer of undeveloped land to the north and reinforce its southern boundary to limit wider visibility and views from the east.

CONCLUSION
Development of the northern section of the site would extend the perceived eastern edge of Amold/Mapperley and would obstruct an open long range view from Mapperley Plains. The urban edge of Mapperley Plains is predominantly aligned to be set back from the natural ridgeline, and the road which runs along it. Development in the middle/northem section of the site would be highly visible from a wider area to the east
The far southern section of the site is less prominent, more enclosed and is influenced by the derelict farm buildings outside of the site. Overall there is medium visual value and susceptibility and sensitivity for the prominent areas of the site, with lower visual and landscape sensitivity for the southern section. Further analysis of extent of development in the south would be beneficial to define mitigation and the extent of the
landscape/visual buffer required to mitigate visual and {o a lesser extent landscape effects. A precautionary approach would indicate confining development to the southernmost field. Development into the adjacent field would be prominent and both obstruct and influence long views with mitigation of likely limited benefit

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility
Visual Susceptibility

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

* Brackels indicate landscapa sensilivity given for each published palicy zone document
** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium [ Low. Each of these descriptions is assianed a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceplibility. This number enables each
category 1o be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the siie. The overall site score 15 used for ranking the sites ONLY ana therelore can only provide the relative sensiinty of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessmenl.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES

Aggregate Score (/100): |66

SITE REFERENCE: | G09.1/G09.2 Land off Lambley Lane/Gediing Wood Farm DATE VISITED:[ 16 [06 | 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES| | SURVEYED BY:[NW | CHECKED BY:|NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *{ MN015 | NCC Policy zones within study area *| MN013, TW PZ 5
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Study Settlement Pattern Pz Study Land Cover PZ | Site Study Tree Cover PZ | Site Study Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated Arable farms 4 Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - open Large
Rolling / undulating v v v Clustered v Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation |Farmland Variable
Low plateau Settled v Pastoral farms Trees & woods v v Field Boundaries Hedges Variable
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed v Woodland Coverts & tree groups Enclosure Pattern Planned Planned

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees Tree Pattern Linear Variable

gg:ﬁ}gﬁjds Urban | brownfield Open / unwooded 4 Other Characteristics / Undulating landform, right of way,

Urban Features Mature Landscape Area and TPOs
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)[ 16 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 16
Factor Assessment Score* Factor Assessment Score*
Landscape Quality Intact rural landscape, well maintained in parts Med (2) Recognition of value Openness/undeveloped land forming a buffer to the settlement edge. Med (6)
Scenic Quality Rural character, especially to north but poor settlement edge detracts from scenic quality Med (2) Indicators of value Landform/woodland/field boundaries. Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Right of way, access to countryside from settlement Med (6)
Representativeness Land cover and settlement pattern differs, everything else characteristic Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)( 19
Conservation Interests | TPOs, Local Interest building, Local Nature Reserve, ancient woodland in proximity. High (3) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value Network of rights of way Med (2) Primary receptors Gedling bypass, recreational users. High (6)
Perceptual Aspects Rural landscape with some positive perceptual aspects, but poor settlement edge and degree of human influence detract Med (2) Secondary receptors Residential - site is a part of the landscape setting/open land beyond Med (4)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Settlement edge, some rights of way receptors and Gedling bypass. Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 15
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Potential removal of TPO trees Med (4)
Addition Extension of settlement, but not following field boundaries Med (4)
Perception Some loss of perception of rurality to the north and northeast Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy N/A Low (2) Extent of ZTV Rolling landform and vegetation restrict views, sensitive ridgeline to the east Med (4)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 31 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 35

Medium value and medium susceptibility; overall a medium landscape sensitivity

Medium value and medium susceptibility; giving an overall medium visual sensitivity

Notes

Notes

Site does not follow field boundaries but new bypass forms a defensible boundary.

Potential high visibility and visual extension to a largely screened and mature settlement edge, including views from the Gedling bypass.

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting

v'| |Maintain and enhance existing hedgerow, retain TPO'd trees

Form of development

Strategic open space

v'| [To north and east of site, keeping development away from highest ground

Local vernacular

Site features
CONSTRAINTS

Other

On-site

Landform, right of way

Off-site

CONCLUSION

The site crosses several rolling agricultural fields and has an irregular boundary, now formed by the recent Gedling bypass. It has a TPO in its north-west corner. The value of the study area is considered to be medium due to its high level of conservation interests and contributed to by its landscape and scenic qualities. There is a medium susceptibility to development - derived from the the value of landscape elements in an
intact series of fields with a strongly rolling landform. Overall, a medium landscape sensitivity. In visual terms, the site has a medium value which is attributed to the role of the right of way as an access to the countryside. This also feeds in to the medium visual susceptibility - along with the high number of receptors - and gives an overall medium visual sensitivity.

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility

Visual Susceptibility

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document

** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessment.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES

Aggregate Score (/100): |54

SITE REFERENCE: | G10.1 Colwick Loop Road [ DATE VISITED:[ 16 [0s | 2022 | PHOTO REFERENCES: | | SURVEYED BY:|NW_ | CHECKED BY:[NA
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *| TW PZ 5 (low) | NCC Policy zones within study area *| MN015 (Good), TW PZ 51 (Moderate)
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Study Settlement Pattern Pz Study Land Cover PZ | Site Study Tree Cover PZ | Site Study Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms | [v v v Nucleated v Arable farms Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - framed Variable
Rolling / undulating v Clustered Mixed farms v v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation |Scrubland Variable
Low plateau Settled v v Pastoral farms v Trees & woods Field Boundaries Variable Variable
Sloping (low hills) Dispersed Woodland Coverts & tree groups v v Enclosure Pattern Planned Variable

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees v v v Tree Pattern Linear Variable

gg:ﬁitgﬁg Birit:r:b/etfrownfiel 3 = = Open / unwooded Other Characteristics / Edge of settlement/linear.

Urban Features
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)( 14 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 12
Factor Assessment Score* Factor Assessment Score**
Landscape Quality Some areas of poor maintenance, but settlement well maintained. Fields in the site are enclosed by mature hedgerows. Med (2) Recognition of value N/A Low (3)
Scenic Quality Rural land to settlement edge, the 3 fields forming the site exhibit quality, but road/rail are detractors. Med (2) Indicators of value N/A Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Open undeveloped visual buffer between settlements. Med (6)
Representativeness Study area mostly representative of policy zone High (3) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 12
Conservation Interests | N/A Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value N/A Low (1) Primary receptors Transport - users of the A612 Low (2)
Perceptual Aspects Perceived as open land between Colwick/Burton Joyce. The land feels isolated by road/rail and mature hedgerows. High (3) Secondary receptors Residential - properties north of the A612 - site is not part of landscape setting of Burton Joyce Med (4)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Settlement edge, next to busy road Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 16
Factor Assessment Score**
Subtraction Some removal of key characteristics/field boundaries. Loss of open land between settlements. High (6)
Addition Linear extension of urban edge but along highway and defined/limited by the railway/highway. High (6)
Perception Ribbon development related to linear settlement expansion but mirrors development north of the Loop Road Med (4) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score**
Policy N/A Low (2) Extent of ZTV Site mostly contained by its boundary vegetation and the Loop Road/Railway. Low (2)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 30 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 24

Low value and low susceptibility, giving an overall low landscape sensitivity

Low value and medium susceptibility, giving an overall low visual sensitivity

Notes

Notes

Burton Joyce has a linear settiement form and ribbon development to the north of the Loop Road. Development of the site would reduce the gap to Colwick but also partially mitigate the existing ribbon
development and potentially reinforce the linear nature of the settlement whilst retaining a perceptible gap with Colwick.

Very enclosed visually and with strong defensible boundaries formed by the railway and loop road.

MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Landscape planting

v'| |Maintain and enhance boundary vegetation

Form of development

Strategic open space

Local vernacular

Site features

Other

CONSTRAINTS

On-site

Off-site

CONCLUSION

The site is comprises three flat field, bounded by mature/unmanaged hedgerows within it and adjacent to the A612 and by the railway, giving a sense of enclosure and separation both from the floodplain/Trent valley but also from the settlement. The study area has a low landscape value despite its medium landscape and scenic quality, but the site's position as open land between existing settlements increases susceptibility.

Overall, the study area has a low medium sensitivity to development of the site. In visual terms, the site has little value and the study area has a low susceptibility to change given the settlement location and the containment of the site through its boundary vegetation. Overall, the study area is considered to have a low visual sensitivity to development of the site.

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Susceptibility
Visual Susceptibility

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document

** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessment.
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GEDLING BOROUGH COUNCIL: LVIA TO INFORM ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT SITES

Aggregate Score (/100):|73

SITE REFERENCE: |G10.2 Land north of Orchard Close / Hillside Drive. | DATE VISITED:| 12 | 11 | 2014 | PHOTO REFERENCES:' | SURVEYED BY:I CH | CHECKED BY:|NW
EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER NCC Policy zones within site *| MN45 (Good) | NCC Policy zones within study area *|
LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY OTHER
Landform PZ | Site Study Settlement Pattern Pz Study Land Cover PZ | Site Study Tree Cover PZ | Site Study Descriptive Attribute Site Study Area
Area Area Area Area

Vales & valley bottoms Nucleated Arable farms v Wooded - ancient Spatial Character Medium - open Variable
Rolling / undulating v v Clustered v Mixed farms v Wooded - recent Indicative Ground Vegetation |Grassland Variable
Low plateau Settled v Pastoral farms v Trees & woods v v Field Boundaries Hedges Variable
Sloping (low hills) v Dispersed v Woodland Coverts & tree groups Enclosure Pattern Planned Variable

Waste ground / Derelict Rough / wildland Other trees v Tree Pattern Linear Variable

gg:.lgﬁtgﬁi Blrit:r:b/et()jrownﬂeld - Open / unwooded ?;l;(tel:r(;:aracteristics / tv(;r;g views across Trent Valley, right of |Village edge

Urban
LANDSCAPE VALUE Total Score (/25)( 16 VISUAL VALUE Total Score (/25)| 15
Factor Assessment Score™ Factor Assessment Score*
Landscape Quality Rural landscape and settlement edge, both well maintained and intact High (3) Recognition of value N/A Low (3)
Scenic Quality Positive scenic qualities arising from rural and wooded backdrop to village, long views above settlement High (3) Indicators of value N/A Low (3)
Rarity N/A Low (1) Other value Recreational value, long views, backdrop to settlement High (8)
Representativeness Land cover and settlement pattern differs, everything else characteristic Med (2) VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 21
Conservation Interests | N/A Low (1) Visual Receptors Assessment Score**
Recreation value Right of way through site and network of rights of way in study area, access to countryside Med (2) Primary receptors Rights of way - site is a key part of the landscape setting High (6)
Perceptual Aspects Strong rural edge and long views, especially in north but high degree of human influence detracts to south of site Med (2) Secondary receptors Residential - site is a part of the landscape setting as the backdrop to the settlement Med (4)
Associations N/A Low (1) Number of receptors Settlement edge and some rights of way receptors Med (4)
LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY Total Score (/25)| 21
Factor Assessment Score*
Subtraction Loss of strong rural edge to settlement Med (4)
Addition Extension of settlement up hill and into rural edge Med (4)
Perception Extension of settlement into clear rural edge, potential for housing to intrude over ridgeline into open countryside High (6) ZTV Analysis Assessment Score*
Policy Lack of settlement integration into landscape or nestling into valley, policy is to conserve High (6) Extent of ZTV Long views of site, especially from Trent Valley High (6)
OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 37 OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility) Total Score (/50)| 36
Medium value and high susceptibility; overall a medium landscape sensitivity Medium value and high susceptibility; giving an overall medium visual sensitivity
Notes Notes
MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS
Landscape planting v'| |Enhance and maintain existing boundary vegetation Form of development v'| [To southeast
Strategic open space v'| |To northwest, preventing development stretching up slope Local vernacular
Site features Other
CONSTRAINTS

On-site Right of way Off-site

CONCLUSION

The site is a sloping pastoral field forming the rural edge of Burton Joyce. Long views are obtained from the northwest of the site across the Trent Valley. The study area has a medium landscape value, which arises from the high landscape and scenic quality and is contributed to by the intrinsic recreational value. The sloping nature of the site means it has a clear influence on its surroundings and development on the site would
cause an extension of the settlement up the hill and an erosion of the strong rural edge; therefore there is a high susceptibility to change within the study area. Overall, the study area has a medium landscape sensitivity to development of the site. Visually, the site has medium value as the backdrop to the settiement, as well as recreational value. There is a high susceptibility, however, as development on the site would be

visible for a long distance and affect the key part of the landscape setting for rights of way that cross the site. Therefore the study area has a overall medium visual sensitivity to development of the site.

Landscape Value
Visual Value

Landscape Sensitivity
Visual Sensitivity

Landscape Susceptibility
Visual Susceptibility

* Brackets indicate landscape sensitivity given for each published policy zone document
** Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each
category to be weighted equally when feeding through into an overall score for the site. The overall site score is used for ranking the sites ONLY and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when gauged against the others in this

assessment.
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LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL ANALYSIS OF POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT SITES
1. AGGREGATE SCORE (/100)

The aggregate score is the sum total of each of the scores for the categories of Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility.
More details about scoring these are provided below in sections 8.1, 9.1, 10.1, 12.1, 13.1, and 14.1.

Scoring is applied on a description system of High / Medium / Low. Each of these descriptions is assigned a number for the categories of Landscape Value,
Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value, and Visual Susceptibility. This number enables each category to be weighted equally when feeding through into the
aggregate score for the site. The aggregate site score is used for ranking the sites only and therefore can only provide the relative sensitivity of each site when
gauged against the others in this assessment.

2. SITE REFERENCE

Reference number and site name.

3. DATE

Date of initial site visit.

4. SURVEYED BY

Initials of main assessor.

5. CHECKED BY

Initials of Chartered Landscape Architect checking the assessment and verifying the conclusions.
6. EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER

Section indicating existing recorded key characteristics derived from the local landscape character assessment and comparing them to conditions both on Site and
within the Study area. The Site is classed as the area that is the subject of the assessment. The Study Area lies outside of the Site and is defined by analysis of the
Zone of Theoretical Visibility and visibility of the site on the ground. All assessment within this report is of the landscape and visual effects on the study area arising
from the development of the site.

6.1.Landscape Character within the site

Reference numbers of all of the Landscape Character Areas defined within an existing study that fall wholly or partly within the site boundary, in addition to their
condition if this is identified within the assessment.

6.2. Landscape Character within the study area

Reference numbers of all of the Landscape Character Areas defined within an existing study that fall wholly or partly within the identified study area, in addition to
their condition if this is identified within the assessment.

LIVING LANDSCAPES METHODOLOGY

Methodology adapted from the ‘Living Landscapes Project’ (English Nature, 2004), with respect to ‘An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment’ (Natural
England, 2014). The list of attributes have been taken from Appendix 1 of the Living Landscapes report and are used within landscape character assessment to
derive Level 2 character areas (such as Landscape Description Units) which are assessed and applied at County or Regional level.

Each attribute is to be assessed and the category chosen in relation to the most common occurrence within the Policy Zone description, Site or Study Area. The
assessment is carried out through a combination of desktop survey and field work; any categories that are identified as likely to apply within the desktop survey
are checked and verified in the field.

Some of the Level 2 attributes have been scoped out for the purposes of the assessment as they are assessed as carrying less weight in determining landscape
and visual sensitivities. These are: Geology, Rock type, and Soils. Whilst it is recognised that these factors form an important part of landscape character, they are
unlikely to undergo any significant changes as a result of development on the site. Any areas with geological designations are addressed within the ‘Conservation
Interests’ section of the Landscape Value Assessment.

The ‘Living Landscapes Project’ methodology does not provide definitions of landscape category attributes. Therefore, definitions of landscape categories within
attributes used for the purposes of this assessment are provided below.

6.3. Landform
This attribute is listed as it appears in the ‘Living Landscapes’ methodology.
6.3.1. Vales & valley bottoms

The area assessed is a distinct valley or floodplain, often with a river or stream running through the bottom.



6.3.2. Rolling / undulating

Landform in the area has gentle undulations with localised high points in parts.

6.3.3. Low plateau

The area is predominantly flat although is higher than its surroundings (under 300m) — distinguishing it from the valley bottom category.
6.3.4. Sloping (low hills)

Low hills (under 600m) and their slopes form the majority of landform in the area. The area tends to have a distinct summit and steeper slopes than those categorised
as rolling / undulating landform.

6.3.5. Coastal dunes / shingle
Gently rolling areas of sand or shingle formed by wind or wave action in a coastal environment.
6.3.6. Marine levels

Large areas of flat land which are formed by the wave action depositing sand, mud and silt on the shore. Marine levels are typically at or below sea level and may
include intertidal flats which are underwater at high tide.

6.3.7. High plateau (>300m)
The area is predominantly flat but also higher than its surroundings (over 300m).
6.3.8. High hills (>600m)

High hills (over 600m) and their slopes form the majority of landform in the area. The area has a distinct summit and steeper slopes than those categorised as rolling
/ undulating landform.

6.4. Settlement Pattern

The ‘Planned (waste) category from the Living Landscapes methodology has been renamed as ‘Waste ground / Derelict’ as it is felt that this description better fits
the type of landscape meant in this category.

In addition, the ‘Unsettled — meadow’ and ‘Unsettled — wildland’ categories from the methodology have been combined into a single ‘Unsettled’ category. This is
because it was felt that the meadow / wildland descriptor was better placed within the Land Cover attribute.

6.4.1. Nucleated

Distinct settlement generally focussed on a central feature, such as a main road, crossroads, village green or church; typically a village, or occasionally a small town.
Please note that the definition of nucleated settlement in this case also includes what are normally defined as linear settlements, as there is not a separate category
for this within the Living Landscapes Methodology.

6.4.2. Clustered
The area has settlements that form small distinct clusters, typically in hamlets or small villages.
6.4.3. Settled

Settlement in the area is not separated into distinct groups, instead tending to coalesce between different named towns and villages. The area has a mix of urban
and rural land uses.

6.4.4. Dispersed

The settlement pattern in the area is mostly made up of dispersed individual properties and farmsteads, with the occasional small hamlet.
6.4.5. Waste ground / Derelict

Settlement in the area has mostly fallen into dereliction and / or demolished and left as waste ground.

6.4.6. Unsettled

Area without settlement — the main use being instead either meadows or wild land. Any areas with a small amount of scattered settlement will generally be within
the ‘dispersed’ category rather than this one.

6.4.7. Coalfields
Settlement in the area is characterised by the coal-mining history, with colliery villages being the main form of settlement.
6.4.8.Urban

A built-up area in large blocks of settlement, often without a single coherent structure; tends to be a large town or city.



6.5. Land Cover

This attribute is mostly listed as it appears in the ‘Living Landscapes’ methodology, however the Urban category from Living Landscapes has been modified to
include commercial, industrial or brownfield land (now named Urban / Brownfield).

Where percentages are given for the arable farms / mixed farms / pastoral farms categories, these indicate the approximate split of arable and pastoral farming on
agricultural land not the overall percentage of land covered by that particular agricultural use.

6.5.1. Arable farms

Land cover in the area is primarily arable farming (=75% of agricultural land is arable).

6.5.2. Mixed farms

A mix of arable and pastoral farming (between 25-75% of each) is apparent on agricultural land in the area (where agricultural land is the most common land cover
type).

6.5.3. Pastoral farms

The majority of the area has a pastoral farming land cover (=75% of agricultural land is pastoral).

6.5.4. Woodland

Area primarily covered with woodland, either planted or semi-natural.

6.5.5. Rough / wild / equestrian

The maijority of the area is either covered with semi-natural habitat (not including woodland) such as moorland, wetland or unimproved grassland or is grazed for
equestrian purposes.

6.5.6. Disturbed

The area is generally typified by spoil heaps which are a remnant of previous industrial activity, such as coal mining.

6.5.7. Urban / Brownfield

Land cover is a built-up area (usually both residential and industrial) with little to no agricultural land.

6.5.8. Parkland / Leisure

An area which is either traditional parkland, or contributes a leisure function —for example golf courses, football pitches, allotments etc.
6.6. Tree Cover

This attribute is listed as it appears in the ‘Living Landscapes’ methodology.

6.6.1. Wooded — ancient

Trees in the area occur mostly in stands of ancient woodland, as recorded by Natural England.

6.6.2. Wooded — recent

The trees in the area tend to be in woodlands; however these are generally modern in origin. These are generally recognised within the National Forest Inventory.
6.6.3. Trees & woods

Area has a mixture of individual trees (including hedgerow trees), tree groups and woodlands (recognised within the National Forest Inventory).
6.6.4. Coverts & tree groups

Most trees in the area grow in small groups and are not generally recognised within the National Forest Inventory.

6.6.5. Other trees

The majority of trees in the area are scattered individual specimens, hedgerow trees, street trees, or another category not covered above.
6.6.6. Open / unwooded

Area without trees; any area with scattered individual trees is more likely to belong to the ‘other trees’ category.

OTHER

These attributes are adapted from work done by Herefordshire Council (2004) and Worcestershire Council (2013), which set out descriptive attributes that can be
used to greater refine an assessment of landscape character to a more local level. Not all of these descriptors will be applicable to each site — forexample the field



boundaries attribute will not be applicable to an urban area.

6.7. Spatial Character

Relates to the sense of enclosure and framing of views within the Site and Study Area.

6.7.1. Exposed

A landscape that is very open and exposed with little to no human-scale features (trees and houses).

6.7.2. Large

An open landscape with long views, which is likely to be a flat landscape with few human-scale features.
6.7.3. Medium — open

A medium-scale open landscape. It tends to have long views, also likely to have some human-scale features.
6.7.4. Medium — framed

Landscapes where views are framed and also partly restricted by human-scale landscape features such as hedges and trees.

6.7.5. Small

A landscape with restricted views and a human scale due to the prevalence of human-scale features such as houses and trees.

6.7.6. Intimate

An area with few external views and a diminished sense of scale. Would feel crowded if there were several people within it.
6.7.7. Variable

Landscapes which exhibit characteristics from several of the above categories.

6.8. Indicative Ground Vegetation

Main type of vegetation on the ground in the Site / Study Area.

. Grassland / grazing - (includes equestrian)
. Moorland

. Wetland

. Farmland (arable)

. Woodland

. Scrubland

. Garden

. Urban streetscape

. Variable

6.9. Field Boundaries

Primary method of enclosure within fields.

. Walls

. Fences

. Hedges
. Ditches

. Variable
. n/a

6.10. Enclosure Pattern

Shape of enclosure within the landscape.



6.10.1. Unenclosed

An area with no physical boundaries, also tends towards a large / exposed scale.

6.10.2. Organic

Boundaries are predominantly curved and irregular; often the result of historic (medieval) enclosure or in response to challenging landform or constraints.
6.10.3. Sub-regular

Boundaries are generally straight (although possibly some curved boundaries) and form uneven or complex shapes.

6.10.4. Planned

Boundaries are straight and form rectangles or squares, creating a regular pattern across the landscape. Includes fields defined following the Enclosure Acts (1604-
1914).

6.10.5. Variable

Fields in the area fall into mixture of two or more of the above categories.

6.11. Tree Pattern

Shape and interaction of trees, tree groups, and woodlands within the Site / Study Area.

6.11.1. Continuous

Coverage is uninterrupted and forms a distinct linear feature.

6.11.2. Linked

Groups of trees are visually linked by virtue of their close proximity or intermediate individual trees.

6.11.3. Discrete

Groups of trees which are distinct and visually separate from all other trees in the area. Tends to be used to describe large groups and woodlands.
6.11.4. Groups

Trees form clear groups, but these are not necessarily visually separated from all other trees in the area.

6.11.5. Scattered

Trees are dotted throughout the landscape, with no apparent regularity or pattern. Generally used to describe individual specimens.
6.11.6. Linear

Trees or groups of trees that form a linear feature, but coverage is not continuous. Useful for describing series of hedgerow or street trees.
6.11.7. Variable

Tree pattern in the area falls into mixture of two or more of the above categories.

6.11.8.N/A

There are no trees within the Site / Study Area.

6.12. Other Characteristics / Features

Any other characteristics or features that make the area of landscape distinctive. These could include: building styles, water features, parkland, or associations with
events or literature amongst other things.

7. LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL ASSESSMENT

Using methodology contained within the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 3rd Edition (Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental
Management and Assessment, 2013) — hereafter referred to as GLVIA3 — the sensitivity of the landscape and visual amenity within the study area is assessed by
systematically considering Landscape Value, Landscape Susceptibility, Visual Value and Visual Susceptibility.

8. LANDSCAPE VALUE

Using methodology contained within GLVIA3 — the landscape value is assessed under several different criteria. These feed in to give an indication of the relative
value attached to the site and its surroundings by society.

8.1. Total Score (/25)

Scoring is applied on a description system of High Value / Medium Value / Low Value. Each site starts with an arbitrary score of 1 and has 3 points added to this for



a criterion assessed as High Value, 2 points added for a criterion assessed as Medium Value and 1 point added for a criterion assessed as Low Value. This gives
a maximum total of 25 points, which is factored into the assessment of sensitivity of the landscape to development. A high score indicates a high value attached to
the landscape. On the pro-forma this appears as: High (3), Medium (2) or Low (1).

8.2. Landscape Value
The descriptions of the following landscape value criteria are also found on Page 84 of GLVIA3.
8.2.1. Landscape Quality (condition)

‘A measure of the physical state of the landscape. It may include the extent to which typical character is represented in individual, the intactness of the landscape
and the condition of individual elements.’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Landscape in good condition with intact elements that are well managed.
. Medium — Landscape in fair condition with some intact elements and signs of good management practices.
. Low — Landscape in poor condition with few intact elements and no signs of management / bad management practices.

8.2.2. Scenic Quality
‘The term used to describe landscape that appeal primarily to the senses (primarily, but not wholly the visual senses).’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Landscape is of high scenic quality and appeals to all of the senses — usually recognised in some form of landscape designation (local or national).
. Medium — Landscape is of moderate scenic quality and appeals to some of the senses.

. Low — Landscape is of low scenic quality and does not appeal to the senses.

8.2.3. Rarity

‘The presence of rare elements or features in the landscape or the presence of a rare character type.’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Landscape has several rare elements or is of a rare character type.
. Medium — Landscape has a few rare elements or characteristics.
. Low — Landscape has no rare elements or characteristics.

8.2.4. Representativeness
‘Whether the landscape contains a particular character and/or features or elements which are considered particularly important examples.’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Landscape which displays most of the characteristics of its corresponding character area and / or has features that are considered to be important
examples.

. Medium — Landscape which displays some of the characteristics of its corresponding character area.

. Low — Landscape which displays few or none of the characteristics of its corresponding character area.

8.2.5. Conservation Interests

‘The presence of features of wildlife, earth science or archaeological or historical and cultural interest can add to the value of the landscape as well as having value
in their own right.’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Landscape has several different conservation interests, often of national or international importance.
. Medium — Landscape has some conservation interests, often of regional or local importance.
. Low — Landscape has few or no conservation interests.

8.2.6. Recreation value
‘Evidence that the landscape is valued for recreational activity where experience of the landscape is important.’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)



. High — Landscape is highly valued for recreation, likely to have many public rights of way potentially including some national trails or national cycle routes
and / or a well-used destination public open space.

. Medium — Landscape is locally valued for recreation, likely to have public rights of way, local or neighbourhood public open spaces and features such as
benches.
. Low — Landscape is not valued for recreation, likely to be lacking in public rights of way or public open space.

8.2.7. Perceptual Aspects
‘A landscape may be valued for its perceptual qualities, notably wildness and / or tranquillity.’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Landscape is aesthetically pleasing, devoid of human influence, tranquil and / or remote and has a strong sense of place.
. Medium — Landscape has a sense of being aesthetically pleasing, devoid of human influence, tranquil and / or remote and has a sense of place.
. Low — Landscape has very few positive perceptual qualities and lacks a sense of place.

8.2.8. Associations
‘Some landscapes are associated with particular people, such as artists or writers, or events in history that contribute to perceptions of the natural beauty of the area’
(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Landscape has strong associations with people, literature or historic events that link directly with the characteristics and landscape elements of the
area (e.g. The Bronte sisters with the Yorkshire Moors).

. Medium — Landscape has associations with people, literature or historic events that link with the characteristics and landscape elements of the area but do
not necessarily rely solely on them (e.g. Lord Byron with Newstead Abbey).

. Low — Landscape has no associations that link with the characteristics and landscape elements of the area.
9. LANDSCAPE SUSCEPTIBILITY

The landscape susceptibility is assessed under several different criteria, showing the effects on the study area of the development of housing or mixed use on the
site. These feed in to give an indication of the ability of the landscape to accommodate the specific type of development without undue negative consequences. The
criteria for this assessment have been extrapolated from previous experience of the potential landscape effects of development on similar sites.

9.1. Total Score (/25)

Scoring is applied on a description system of High Susceptibility / Medium Susceptibility / Low Susceptibility. Each site starts with an arbitrary score of 1 and has 8
points added to this for a criterion assessed as High Susceptibility, 6 points added for a criterion assessed as Medium Susceptibility and 3 points added for a criterion
assessed as Low Susceptibility. This gives a maximum total of 25 points, which is factored into the assessment of sensitivity of the landscape to development. A high
score indicates a high landscape susceptibility to development. On the pro-forma this appears as: High (8), Medium (6) or Low (3).

9.2. Landscape Susceptibility
9.2.1. Subtraction

. High — Several key characteristics or landscape elements which add value will be removed as a result of development on the site.

. Medium — A few key characteristics or landscape elements which add value will be removed as a result of development on the site.

. Low — No key characteristics or landscape elements which add value will be removed as a result of development on the site.

9.2.2. Addition

. High — The development on site will represent an incongruous element within the landscape and devalue several of its key characteristics.

. Medium — The development on site will be incompatible with the surrounding landscape and devalue some of its key characteristics.

. Low — The development on site will be assimilated into the landscape, is compatible with several key characteristics and / or adds elements of value.

9.2.3. Perception

. High — The development on site will result in a distinct change in the perception of the landscape.
. Medium — The development on site will result in a minor change in the perception of the landscape.
. Low — The development on site will not result in a change in the perception of the landscape.
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9.2.4. Policy

. High — Development on the site directly conflicts with the policy set out in the landscape policy zones and / or contributes significantly to the forces
for change within the policy zone.

. Medium — Development on the site somewhat conflicts with the policy set out in the landscape policy zones and / or contributes to the forces for
change within the policy zone.

. Low — Development on the site does not conflict with the policy set out in the landscape policy zones or works with them.
10. OVERALL LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility)

Judgements on landscape value and landscape susceptibility are combined to give an indication of the sensitivity of the landscape receptor to the specific
development, given its intrinsic value.

10.1. Total Score (/50)

The scores for landscape value and landscape sensitivity are combined and comments made about its sensitivity to change. A high score indicates high
landscape sensitivity.

11. NOTES
Space for any notes on the landscape assessment or its process, including observations and limitations.
12. VISUAL VALUE

A measure of the value attached to views and the general visual amenity of the area. This feeds in with Visual Susceptibility in order to establish the Visual
Sensitivity of the site.

12.1. Total Score (/25)

Scoring is applied on a description system of High Value / Medium Value / Low Value. Each site starts with an arbitrary score of 1 and has 8 points added
to this for a criterion assessed as High Value, 6 points added for a criterion assessed as Medium Value and 3 points added for a criterion assessed as Low
Value. This gives a maximum total of 25 points, which is factored into the assessment of sensitivity of the visual amenity of the study area to development.
A high score indicates a high value of the visual amenity. On the pro-forma this appears as: High (8), Medium (6) or Low (3).

12.2. Visual Value
12.2.1. Recognition of value
‘Recognition of the value attached to particular views, for example in relations to heritage assets, or through planning designations’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Views occur from areas where designations add considerable value to the visual amenity.
. Medium — Views occur from areas where designations add value to the visual amenity.
. Low — Views occur from areas where designations do not add value to the visual amenity.

12.2.2. Indicators of value

‘Indicators of the value attached to views by visitors, for example through appearances in guidebooks or on tourist maps, provisions of facilities for their
enjoyment ... and references to them in literature or art ...’

(Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2013)

. High — Views occur from areas where there are many indicators of value.
. Medium — Views occur from areas where there are some indicators of value.
. Low — Views do not occur from areas where there are indicators of value.

12.2.3. Other value

. High — Views occur from areas where there are many factors such as rights of way that increase the value of the visual amenity.
. Medium — Views occur from areas where there are factors such as rights of way that increase the value of the visual amenity.
. Low — Views occur from areas where there are no factors such as rights of way that increase the value of the visual amenity.

13. VISUAL SUSCEPTIBILITY

A measure of the susceptibility of different receptors in the landscape to changes in views and the general visual amenity of the area. This feeds in with




Visual Value in order to establish the Visual Sensitivity of the site.
13.2.1. Primary Receptors

The receptors who will be most affected by the development on the site (usually have the greatest numbers).

. High — Areas where views significantly contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by receptors.
. Medium — Areas where views contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by receptors.
. Low — Areas where views do not contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by receptors / where there are no receptors.

13.2.2. Secondary Receptors

Receptors who will also be affected by the development on the site (usually have the second greatest numbers).

. High — Areas where views significantly contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by receptors.
. Medium — Areas where views contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by receptors.
. Low — Areas where views do not contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by receptors / where there are no receptors.

13.2.3. Number of receptors

. High — Areas with a large population and / or high number of potential receptors.
. Medium — Areas with a moderate size of population and / or moderate number of potential receptors.
. Low — Areas with a small population and / or low number of potential receptors.

13.3. Visibility Analysis
13.3.1. Visibility of site

. High — Site is highly visible from most angles / an extensive area will be visually affected by development of the site.
. Medium — Site is visible from several angles / a moderate area will be visually affected by development of the site.
. Low — Site is visually contained / a small area will be visually affected by development of the site.

14. OVERALL VISUAL SENSITIVITY (Value + Susceptibility)

Judgements on visual value and visual susceptibility are combined to give an indication of the sensitivity of the visual amenity to the specific development, given its
intrinsic value.

14.1. Total Score (/50)

The scores for visual value and visual susceptibility are combined and comments made about its sensitivity to change. A high score indicates a high sensitivity.
15. Notes

Space for any notes on the visual assessment or its process, including observations and limitations.

16. MITIGATION OPPORTUNITIES / RECOMMENDATIONS

Opportunities and recommendations for mitigation or design features that can be applied to minimise the impact of future development on the landscape or visual
amenity are made here. These can be used to inform planning applications and contribute to decisions on the likelihood that landscape and visual effects of future
development can be sufficiently reduced in order for the development to become acceptable in these terms.

16.1. Landscape planting

Notes on the type, composition and location of any recommended strategic landscape planting.
16.2. Strategic open space

Notes on the location, size and benefits of any recommended strategic open space.

16.3. Site features

Notes on specific mitigation for important site features identified within the existing landscape character (either Nottinghamshire Landscape Character Assessment
or specific features mentioned above).

16.4. Form of development

Notes on the recommended form of development, including scale, layout and density.



16.5. Local vernacular

Notes on the local vernacular elements and features that would enable future development to be compatible with its surroundings.
16.6. Other

Any other mitigation recommendations.

17. CONSTRAINTS

Indications may be given of identified landscape and visual constraints to development.
17.1. On-site

e.g. Ridgeline location, TPO, important site feature

17.2.  Off-site

e.g. Setting of historic asset, public right of way causing access issues

18. CONCLUSION

A summary of the sheet, demonstrating the existing landscape character, likely landscape and visual sensitivities, mitigations recommendations and
relevant constraints.

19. ‘TRAFFIC LIGHT SUMMARIES

The sites will be given a ‘traffic light’ colour which is assigned based on their scores for landscape value, landscape susceptibility, landscape sensitivity,
visual value, visual susceptibility and visual sensitivity. The thresholds are given below.

19.1.Landscape Value

Score of 0-14 is green, score of 15-19 is amber and score of 20-25 is red.
19.2. Landscape Susceptibility

Score of 0-14 is green, score of 15-19 is amber and score of 20-25 is red.
19.3. Landscape Sensitivity

Score of 0-29 is green, score of 30-39 is amber and score of 40-50 is red.
19.4. Visual Value

Score of 0-14 is green, score of 15-19 is amber and score of 20-25 is red.
19.5. Visual Susceptibility

Score of 0-14 is green, score of 15-19 is amber and score of 20-25 is red.
19.6. Visual Sensitivity

Score of 0-29 is green, score of 30-39 is amber and score of 40-50 is red.
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