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Introduction

Figure 2 : Wider location Plan

This report is a landscape appraisal for a planning 
application for a 49.99 MW battery based electricity 
storage facility on farmland close to the GSP Grendon 
Substation (Figure 1).  This report assesses the 
significance of the impact of the visual changes arising 
from the proposed development, together with the 
effect on the landscape.  

The visual assessment identifies existing views to, 
across and from the application Site, and identifies the 
visual receptors, such as nearby residents or users of 
public footpaths who might be affected and assesses 
the likely effect of the proposed development on their 
visual amenity.  

The landscape assessment identifies the features and 
elements which give this particular landscape its 
character, the value of the landscape as a resource 
and the likely effects of the proposed development on 
these attributes.

Figure 1:  Aerial Location Plan
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This assessment has followed guidance set out in the ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment’, Third Edition (Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental 
Assessment, 2013) which states that the depth of the assessment should be proportional to 
the scale of the proposed development and its likely impacts.  Landscape and Visual 
Appraisals (LVA) aim to determine the key impacts in a clear and concise manner and the 
methodology is less prescriptive than a full Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment.

This LVA has been undertaken by a competent assessor, Chris McDermott, who has been a 
Chartered Landscape Architect and member of the Landscape Institute for over 35 years.

The level of impact is assessed by combining the sensitivity of the person looking at the view 
with the magnitude in the change in the view.  For this a series of assessment tables are 
used to ascribe a value to the combination of magnitude and sensitivity and these are 
presented in Appendix A, which sets out the methodology used in more detail.  People’s 
sensitivity to a change in a view can vary, for example workers within an industrial area are 
less sensitive than those people who chose to use the PRoW network for the enjoyment of 
the countryside and the views.  Viewers within an unattractive landscape are less sensitive 
than those in an acknowledged scenic landscape, such as a National Park.

The magnitude and sensitivity are combined in the matrix (Appendix A) to determine the 
degree of significance of an impact (whether beneficial or adverse) ranging from Major to 
Negligible. 

The various levels of significance, what they mean and the weight that should be given to 
them in the decision making process is set out below.

Major Adverse

The Proposed Development will cause substantial degradation of the landscape character/
landscape features/existing views.  These adverse effects are key factors in the decision-
making process.  These effects are generally, but not exclusively, associated with sites or 
features of international, national or regional importance that are likely to suffer a most 
damaging impact and loss of resource integrity. However, a major change in a site or feature 
of local importance may also enter this category.

Moderate Adverse

The Proposed Development will cause noticeable degradation of the landscape character/
elements/existing views.  These adverse effects may be important, but are not likely to be key 
decision-making factors.  The cumulative effects of such factors may influence decision-
making if they lead to an increase in the overall adverse effect on a particular resource or 
receptor.

Minor Adverse

The Proposed Development will cause small degradation of the landscape character elements/
existing views.  These adverse effects may be raised as local factors.  They are unlikely to be 
critical in the decision-making process, but are important in enhancing the subsequent design 
of the project.

Neutral

Beneficial effects balance out adverse effects such that there is no overall beneficial or adverse 
effect.

No Significance 

No effects or those that are beneath levels of perception, within normal bounds of variation or 
within the margin of forecasting error.

Minor Beneficial

The Proposed Development will cause a small improvement to the landscape character/
elements/ existing views.

Moderate Beneficial

The Proposed Development will cause noticeable improvement to the landscape character/
elements/ existing views.

Major Beneficial

The Proposed Development will cause substantial improvement in landscape character/
elements/existing views. In making a decision about the proposal this advantageous effect may 
be considered to compensate to some degree for other, non-landscape, adverse effects.

Limitations to Survey Methods

The assessment was undertaken on a clear sunny day on the 30th March 2021, a time of year 
when the deciduous trees and hedges were out of leaf, representing the greatest visibility 
across the landscape.  

Photography and Imaging

Photographs illustrating views from each viewpoint were taken using a Sony Alpha 7 digital 
camera which has a full frame sensor and an inbuilt spirit level.  Photographs were taken at 1.6 
m above ground level. The first image presented for each viewpoint is with the lens at 50mm, 
portrait, automatically panned and stitched to create a panorama, to show the site in its wider 
context. The second image is a single frame image taken at 50 mm. This is printed at a size on an A3 
sheet which is similar to how the eye sees the view. The likely visual effects can, however, only be 
fully understood by making a site visit to the locations identified and this is recommended.

Methodology
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Designations and Policy

1. The Old Lodge – GRADE II
2. Grendon House – GRADE II
3. Hall Close Cottage – GRADE II
4. 80, Main Road – GRADE II
5. Old Farmhouse – GRADE II
6. 26, Blackmile Lane – GRADE II
7. Wayside Cross – GRADE II
8. 29, Chequers Lane – GRADE II

9. 2, Main Road – GRADE II
10. The Grange – GRADE II
11. Threefold – GRADE II
12. 43-46 – GRADE II
13. George Row – GRADE II
14. Castle Ashby War Memeorial –

GRADE II
15. The Falcon Hotel – GRADE II
16. Castle Ashby – GRADE II
17. Church of St Mary - Grade II*

Historic Parks & Gardens - Castle Ashby

Conservation Area - Grendon

The Site and immediate area are not protected by a 
designation for the protection of the landscape, but the 
Site is within ‘Countryside’ outside the Village Boundary as 
defined by the Borough Council of Wellingborough Local 
Plan and Proposals Map. There are no heritage assets on 
or adjacent to the Site but the Site does lie within the 
setting of the village of Grendon, part of which is a 
Conservation Area. There are numerous listed buildings 
and structures within the Conservation Areas. The effect 
of the proposed development on their setting is assessed.

The nearby Castle Ashby is a Grade I listed Park and 
Garden and The Castle is a Grade I listed building, but 
visually the Site lies on the opposite side of the existing 
substation to Castle Ashby and so the proposed 
development will have a Negligible impact on the setting of 
these historical assets.

Grendon Lakes, 150 m northwest of the Site 
is identified as a Site of Nature Conservation, a Wildlife 
Site and a Local Greenspace.  The majority of the land 
west of the Site is a Flood Zone.

The proposed battery storage facility is a new type of 
development (as solar farms were a decade ago), as a 
result there are no policies which relate specifically to 
such facilities. The proposed development is located on a 
greenfield site in countryside due to its functional 
relationship with the Grendon substation.

Key to Listed buildings

Figure 3: Designations
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Landscape Baseline

Landscape character

The Site lies within National Character Area Profile: 89, the Northamptonshire Vales which consists 
of a series of low-lying clay vales and river valleys, including the valleys of the rivers Nene and 
Welland and their tributaries.  The area is 10 per cent urban, and settlement is often visually 
dominant. Major road networks that traverse the area include the M1,  A45,  A6 and A5.

Regionally the Northamptonshire Landscape Character Assessment places the Site on the boundary 
between LCA 12a Wollaston to Irchester Limestone Slopes (Landscape guidelines to Conserve and 
Enhance, maintaining long distance views and preserving tranquillity) and LCA 18d Nene Billing 
Wharf to Woodford Mill, where the need to accommodate infrastructure is recognised, but care is 
needed ‘to integrate change into this simple and often very visible landscape that is overlooked from 
more elevated land’. Character area 4C Rolling Ironstone Valley Slopes Ecton and Earls Barton lies 
to the north of the Nene.

The Northamptonshire Environmental Character Assessment places the Site within Middle Nene 
and within the Historic Character Assessment 19th Parliamentary Enclosures, Bozeat Claylands.  
The Site lies adjacent to the Nene Sub-regional Infrastructure Corridor and does not lie within a local 
corridor.

The majority of the floodplain has been subject to gravel extraction in the past , which is ongoing in 
some areas, including 1 km northwest of the Site. As a result the base of the valley consists of a 
string of former gravel pits, now lakes, which now provide extensive areas for recreation and 
managed wildlife habitat. It is a popular recreation area. All of the wetlands are fringed by trees 
which absorb the activities and largely screen the lakes from view from the valley sides.

The tree cover screens the substation from within the floodplain but the transmission lines which 
radiate out from it are visually dominant features of the valley. More traditional farmland occupies 
the valley sides, field sizes are large but the bounding hedges are reasonably substantial and 
support large hedgerow trees such as oak.

Topography and watercourses

The Grendon Substation sits on slightly elevated ground (40 m Above Ordnabce Datum, AOD) on 
the edge of the floodplain of the Nene Valley. The floodplain is broad, typically over a kilometer 
wide, at around 44m AOD. To the north the valley sides rise to around 100 m AOD in the vicinity of 
Earls Barton and Great Doddington, while to the west around 85 m AOD in the vicinity of Wollaston. 
and Grendon. Levels on the Site range from 49 m AOD by the substation to 46.50 m at the base of 
the slope. 

Description of the Site and the immediate surroundings

The Site occupies part of a plot of land which has been previously used as a motocross site. A 
series of mounds created to form the course remain and the land is now unmanaged and not in 
agricultural production. It comprises rough grassland and scrub (mainly blackthorn). Dumping of 
materials is evident and it is developing an urban fringe character.

Landscape quality is also weakened by the numerous high voltage electrical transmission lines in 
the area, some of which cross the Site.

Land to the west

The Grendon National Grid substation lies immediately to the west, behind a belt of mature trees, 
although the trees within the belt are mixed in species and health and some are in significant 
decline. The substation screens the Site from the landscape further west.

Land to the north

The floodplain of the River Nene lies immediately to the north of the Site and a lake lies just 
beyond the northern boundary and, although tree lined, is enclosed by a chain link fence. The 
extensive landscape of trees and lakes beyond blocks views of the Site from within the floodplain.

Land to the east

Land to the east comprises more open farmland, crossed by several public footpaths and although 
hedges and trees filter views of the Site, it is from these footpaths that the proposed development 
is most visually exposed.

Land to the south 

Approximately 1 km of farmland extends from the Site to the village of Grendon, which occupies an 
elevated position on the side of the valley. 

VISUAL BASELINE

The Site is afforded substantial visual enclosure by the Grendon substation and the tree cover 
within the floodplain (see Views D, E and 3). The only significant views are from public footpaths 
within farmland close to the Site (Views 1,4 and 7). While many properties on high ground at Great 
Doddington and Earl Barton afford extensive views across the valley, the Site lies in the distance 
and is screened by trees (see Views 8 and 9).

A few properties within Grendon afford views towards the Site (View H, 5 and 6) and  although the 
majority of the properties within the village do not.  The proposed mitigation associated with the 
consented battery storage facility at Grendon will also screen this proposed facility from view.

A series of representative views have been taken from these receptors and the predicted effect on 
visual amenity determined for each (Figures).
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Figure 4: Internal Viewpoint locations
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Internal views of the Site

View A
This is a view looking west from within the 
field in which the Site lies. The Site lies 
immediately adjacent to the existing 
substation. The substation is screened by a 
tree belt apart from where the wires radiate 
from it. The field was previously used as an 
off road motor sport venue and various 
mounds of tipped material remain, although 
now support unmanaged grassland. 
Blackthorn and willow scrub is starting to 
encoroach.

View B
This is a continuation of the pan looking 
northwest, illustrating the tree belt around 
the substation.

Site

Site
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View C
This is a view looking northwest, from 
within the Site, to give an indication of its 
visibility within the landscape.  Tree cover 
within the low lying landscape will 
effectively screen the proposed 
development, even in winter. Further west 
the substation and the woodland belts 
which screen it will also screen the 
proposed development from view.

Views looking out from the Site

View D
This is a continuation of pan C, looking north, 
illustrating the screening effect of the tree 
cover around the lakes, even in winter.

Site
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View E
This is a continuation of pan D, looking 
northeast, again illustrating the screening 
effect of the tree cover around the lakes, 
even in winter. This tree cover which 
extends along the floodplain will 
effectively screen the proposed 
development from the mainly publicly 
accessible areas within it, even in winter.

Views looking out from the Site

View F
This is a continuation of pan E, looking north, 
illustrating the screening effect of the tree 
cover around the lakes.
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Views looking out from the Site

View G
This is a view from within the Site looking 
along two of the transmission lies which 
radiate from the Site and have a strong 
negative influence on the local landscape 
character. The Site is currently neglected and 
is attracting tipping. Several public footpaths 
cross the farmland and the visual impact of the 
proposed development to users is assessed.

View F
This is a view from within the Site looking 
south towards the village of Grendon. The 
view was taken from the top of one of the 
mounds and so the camera is at a slightly 
higher level than the top of the proposed 
battery containers. Views from the village are 
limited to a few upper windows. The majority 
are obscured by trees and intervening 
hedgerows. 
Statera Energy has consent for a 49.99 MW 
battery storage facility on the east side of the 
adjoining field and mitigation associated with 
this, in the form of mounding and tree planting, 
will also be effective in screening this second 
facility from Grendon. The cumulative views 
from Grendon are assessed in this report.

Site

Site
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Description of the Proposed Development

The battery facility comprises fifteen full size shipping containers modified to accommodate the 
batteries and fifteen half size containers modified to accommodate the inverters and 
transformers. The containers can be shipped to site by HGV and placed on concrete blocks set 
within loose gravel.  platform.  A single switch and control unit is required which is 13 m long, 5 m 
wide and 3.9 m high.  The whole facility is enclosed within a 2.4 m high steel palisade fence. 

The development includes a 17.5 m wide, 77.5m long substation containing transformers, bus-
bars and other equipment up to 6 m high. This substation will also serve the consented nearby 
battery storage facility, avoiding the need for a substation to be built in that facility. 

The proposed development has been located on the high ground, out of the floodplain and this 
has been the main driver dictating position and layout. It has, however, been necessary to lower 
the ground level close to the existing substation, partly to create a level platform but also to 
achieve the appropriate safety clearance under the existing overhead lines. The artificial mounds 
within the site and the trees that have colonised them will be removed.

The majority of the facility will comprise a permeable gravel surface and any excess water will be 
drained to swales and two attenuation ponds.

Mitigation

The visual appraisal indicates that without mitigation the proposed facility will be partially visible 
from parts of the public footpath network (TF1, TF3 and TF17) and from a few properties within 
Grendon. The mitigation associated with the consented facility will also be effective at screening 
this proposed facility from Grendon. The tree survey included the trees which form a screen 
around the existing substation and screen it from view. It indicated that many of these trees are 
in poor condition with a  limited life span. Therefore, the design of this facility includes a 
substantial amount of tree planting to screen it from view but also to provide a replacement tree 
screen to the substation as that screen becomes less effective due to age.

The area under the overhead wires which cross the Site will be planted with native shrubs since 
it is necessary to maintain a clearance corridor under the wires.

Lowering the ground on which the containers will sit will also reduce their visibility within the 
landscape. The screening effect of the ground lowering, mounding and tree planting is illustrated 
by the cross sections in Figure 6.

The proposed mitigation meets the criteria set out for developments in Trees and Landscape 
Supplementary Planning Document (Borough Council of Wellingborough) which are:

1. Does the site sit comfortably within the surrounding landscape?

2. Does the site layout incorporate a clear green infrastructure?

3. Are existing site features protected and enhanced within the proposed layout of the
development?

The masterplan is presented below and cross sections in Figure 6. 

Figure 5: Masterplan
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Figure 7:  Viewpoint locations

A series of photographs has been 
taken to illustrate the likely visibility 
of the proposed development to 
people living, working and recreating 
within the surrounding landscape (see 
Figures 7.1 to 7.9).

The tree cover within the floodplain will 
block views of the proposed development 
from the numerous footpaths within the 
lakes (see Views 2 and 3). Views 
from the north are only possible 
from the higher ground of the valley 
sides (see Views 8 and 9), but these 
are distant. The substation and 
woodland block views from the west. 
Tree cover in the valley and within Castle 
Ashby parkland block views from the 
historic area to the southwest (see View 
6).

Potentially the clearest views are from 
the farmland to the east and northeast 
(Views 1, 4 and 5), but these are 
often limited to gaps within the 
hedgerows or are partially obscured 
by intervening vegetation. In all these 
views the existing substation and 
overhead lines are the most visually 
dominant elements.
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Figure 7.1a: View 1, from public footpath TF 3 which links Hall farm with Grendon Lakes, east of the Site (Panoramic image)

Viewpoint 1
Direction of view: West 
Distance to the centre of the Site:  393 m 
Elevation:  52 m AOD
Grid reference: SP 87638 61490

Description of the existing view: 
Views towards the Site from this footpath are restricted to gaps in the hedge which runs along the west side of the footpath. This gap allows a 
clear view across a field towards the Site, which is visible as the rear part of the area of brown grass and scrub. The Grendon NG substation 
forms a visually intrusive backdrop, although it becomes far less visible as the trees come into leaf.
Predicted changes to the view
Without mitigation the compound fence will be visible with the modified shipping containers and proposed substation visible behind. They will be 
seen in the context of the National Grid substation as a backdrop. Tree cover along the river will partially obscure the proposed development, 
particularly when in leaf. The sensitivity is High and the magnitude of change Low (in the context of the existing substation) resulting in an adverse 
impact on visual amenity of Moderate significance, but only for intermittent views through gaps in the hedge. 

Proposed mitigation and residual impact
The containers will be set lower than existing ground level to gain sufficient clearance under the wires. It is proposed to plant a band of trees and 
shrubs around the south, east and north perimeter of the compound. Once the mitigation has established (typically within 5 - 10 years) the 
proposed development will be screened from view, with the benefit that the visibility of the existing substation will be reduced. The residual impact 
on visual amenity will be Negligible in summer and adverse of Minor significance in winter.
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Figure 7.1b: View 1, from public footpath TF 3 which links Hall farm with Grendon lakes, east of the Site (Single Frame)

The SiteThe Site
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Viewpoint 2
Direction of view: South
Distance to the centre of the site:  246 m 
Elevation:   46 m AOD
Grid reference:  SP 87143 61623

Description of the existing view: 

North of the Site TF 3 crosses a causeway between two lakes but trees around the lake shore prevent clear views of the Site. This small gap affords 
a view of the north edge of the Site, although it is partially obscured by fencing around the lake. The National Grid substation is obscured by trees.

Predicted changes to the view

The compound fence and substation will be visible through the lakeside fence, with the modified shipping containers behind. The mounds, and trees 
which have colonised them, will be removed to accommodate the proposed development. The sensitivity is High and the magnitude of change Low (in 
the context of the existing fence)  resulting in an adverse impact on visual amenity of Moderate significance, but only for intermittent views through gaps 
in the lakeside tree cover.

Proposed mitigation and residual impact

It is proposed to plant a band of trees and shrubs around the south and east perimeter of the compound. The substation will also be partly screened by 
mounding. Once the mitigation has established (typically within 5 -10 years) the proposed development will be largely screened from view. The residual 
impact on visual amenity will be Negligible in summer and adverse of Minor significance in winter.

Figure 7.2a: View 2, from public footpath TF 3 on the north of the Site (Panoramic Image) 
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Figure 7.2b:  View 2, from public footpath TF 3 on the north of the Site (Single Frame)

The Site
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 Figure 7.3a: View 3, from public footpath TF 3 on the northwest of the Site (Panoramic Image)

Viewpoint 3
Direction of view:  West 
Distance to the centre of the Site:  427 m 
Elevation:  46 m AOD
Grid reference:  SP 86918 61668

Description of the existing view: 

Public footpath TF1 continues west, crossing an arable field on the north side of the substation. Parts of the substation are visible when the trees are 
out of leaf. The field is visually influenced by the overhead lines and transmission towers within it. The Site lies to the left of the substation, screened by 
a dense hedgerow. 

Predicted changes to the view

The majority of the equipment within the Site will be screened by tree cover but the upper section of the substation will be visible above the hedgerow, 
set against the skyline and existing electrical infrastructure within that skyline. The sensitivity is High and the magnitude of change Low, resulting in an 
adverse impact on visual amenity of Minor significance.

Proposed mitigation and residual impact

The containers will be set slightly lower than existing ground level to gain sufficient clearance under the wires. It is proposed to plant a band of trees 
and shrubs around the northern edge of the compound. Once the mitigation has established (typically within 5 - 10 years) the proposed development 
will be largely screened from view. The residual impact on visual amenity will be Negligible/Minor adverse in summer and winter.

The Site lies behind the hedge

I
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Figure 7.3b: View 3, from public footpath TF 3 on the northwest of the Site (Single Frame)
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 Figure 7.4a: View 4, from public footpath TF 17 on the northeast of the Site (Panoramic Image)

Viewpoint 4
Direction of view:  Southwest
Distance to the centre of the site:  746 m 
Elevation:  50 m AOD
Grid reference:  SP 87862 61836

Description of the existing view: 

TF17 runs along the south side of an open field which allows clear views across to the substation, although it is partially obscured by intervening tree 
and hedgerow cover (more so when the trees are in leaf).

Predicted change to the view

In winter the modified battery containers and proposed substation will be visible in the middle distance, seen set among the towers and overhead lines of the 
existing network. They will be far less visible when the trees and hedges are in leaf.  The sensitivity of the viewer is High and the magnitude of change 
Low in winter and summer, resulting in an adverse effect of Minor significance. 

Proposed mitigation and residual impact

It is proposed to plant a band of trees and shrubs around the south and east perimeter of the compound. Once the mitigation has established 
(typically within 5 - 10 years) the proposed development will be screened from view, with the benefit that the visibility of the existing substation will be 
reduced. The residual impact on visual amenity will be Negligible in summer and winter.

The Site

I
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Figure 7.4b: View 4, from public footpath TF 17 on the northeast of the Site (Single Frame Image) 
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Viewpoint 5
Direction of view:  North
Distance to the centre of the site:  912 m 
Elevation:  51 m AOD
Grid reference: SP 87863 60723

Description of the existing view: 

TF1 affords a clear view across an open field towards the substation, which is partially obscured by a slight ridge in the middle distance and tree and 
hedge cover (more so in summer). The Site lies below the ridge.

Predicted change to the view

The proposed development will be screened by the ridge. The consented battery storage facility lies just beyond the ridge and as part of its mitigation a 
bund will be built and planted with trees, which will reduce the visibility of the existing substation. This will also ensure that the proposed development is 
also screened.

The sensitivity of the viewer is High and the magnitude of change Negligible, resulting in a Negligible impact on visual amenity.

Proposed mitigation

None required but it is proposed to establish a band of trees and native shrubs along the south side of the compound to ensure that it is screened,. 

Figure 7.5a: View 5, from public footpath TF 1 on the northern edge of the village of Grendon (Panoramic Image)

The site is obscured by 
topography and tree cover

I



Proposed 49.99 MW Battery Based Electricity Storage Facility, near the Grendon substation, Northamptonshire Page 21

Figure 7.5a: View 5, from public footpath TF 1 on the northern edge of the village of Grendon (Single Image)
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Description of the existing view: 

TF4 starts within the village and this is the point where, having passed between two houses, the view opens out across the surrounding countryside. 
This is the only public view from the high ground on which the village lies, and is the clearest view towards the substation and Site, before it drops 
down into the valley. Even so, the upper sections of the substation can only just be glimpsed through  the leafless branches of the intervening 
vegetation.

Predicted change to the view

The proposed, low level, development will be screened by the intervening tree cover and the substation and will not be visible.

Proposed mitigation

None required, but it is proposed to establish trees and native shrubs around the perimeter of the proposed compound. The proposed development 
will have no adverse visual impact for users of this footpath. It may be possible to see the proposed development from the upper floor windows of the 
nearby properties which afford views over the tree line but residents will also afford clearer views of the existing substation. It is anticipated that, 
where views exists, the residual impact will be adverse of Minor significance for a few residents.

Viewpoint 6
Direction of view: North
 Distance to the centre of the site:  1.17 km 
Elevation:  69 m AOD
Grid reference:  SP 87655 60301

Figure 7.6a: View 6, from public footpath TF 4 on the western edge of the village of Grendon (Panoramic Image)

I
The Site is obscured by tree cover 
and the existing substation
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Figure 7.6b: View 6, from public footpath TF 4 on the western edge of the village of Grendon (Single Frame Image) 
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Description of the existing view: 
For walkers heading southwest, views towards the Site are obscured by a tree belt until this point, where the bridleway crosses and open field. 
There is a clear view towards the Site along the pylon line but the Site is screened by the intervening hedges and trees, even in winter. The upper 
sections of the existing substation is visible, set against a backdrop of trees and rising ground. It is less visible when the trees are in leaf. The 
transmission line is the dominant intrusive element of the landscape.

Predicted changes to the view
The proposed development will be screened by the existing trees and hedges, even in winter.

Proposed mitigation and residual impact

No mitigation required and the proposed development will be screened from view. There will be no visual impact.

Viewpoint 7
Direction of view:  southwest
Distance to the centre of the site: 1.3k m 
Elevation:  49 m AOD
Grid reference:  SP 88221 62274

Figure 7.7a: View 7 from public bridleway TV 9 northeast of the Site (Panoramic Image) 

The Site
I
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Figure 7.7b: View 7 from public bridleway TV 9 northeast of the Site (Single Frame Image) 
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Description of the existing view: 
This is a view from from the Earls Barton Road by a housing development on the edge of the village. A section of low hedge allows a clear view 
across the valley towards the Site. A similar view is afforded to many houses in the village, built to take advantage of the view. The substation can 
just be seen among the trees but the Site is screened. The transmission towers are the most visible elements of the electrical infrastructure.

Predicted changes to the view
No element of the proposed development will be visible, even in winter. 

Proposed mitigation and residual impact

No mitigation required, but additional tree screening will be provided, and the proposed development will be screened from view. There will be no 
visual impact.

Viewpoint 8
Direction of view: South
Distance to the centre of the site: 2.5km  
Elevation:  85 m AOD
Grid reference:  SP 86347 63727

Figure 7.8a: View 8 from the B573 Doddington Road as it enters Earls Barton on the east side (Panoramic Image) 

The existing substation
The Site II



Proposed 49.99 MW Battery Based Electricity Storage Facility, near the Grendon substation, Northamptonshire Page 27

 Figure 7.8b: View 8 from the B573 Doddington Road as it enters Earls Barton on the east side (Single Frame Image)
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Description of the existing view: 
This is a view from PRoW TB 9 which leaves Great Doddington and descends the side of the valley into the floodplain. It is part of the Nene Way long 
distant footpath. It is possible to see the the upper elements of the Grendon NG Substation and the upper section of the transmission towers, but the 
Site is screened by trees.

Predicted changes to the view:
The proposed development will be screened by trees, even in winter and there will be no change to the view.

Proposed mitigation and residual impact

No mitigation required, but additional tree screening will be provided, and the proposed development will be screened from view. There will be no 
visual impact.

Viewpoint 10
Direction of view:  Southwest
Distance to the nearest part of the site:  3.3 Km  
Elevation:  81 m AOD
Grid reference:  SP 88076 64634

Figure 7.9a: View 9 from public footpath TB 9 on high ground on the south side of the village of Great Doddington (Panoramic Image) 

I
The Site lies within the trees
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Figure 7.9b: View 9 from public footpath TB 9 on high ground on the south side of the village of Great Doddington (Panoramic Image) 
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Summary of effects
Effect on topography

The Site was formerly a motocross course and the earthworks of the course are visible as 
unnatural features. These will be regraded to create a flat platform for the batteries, cut into the 
slope to achieve the required clearance with the overhead lines. Overall the effect on topography 
is considered to be Neutral.

Effect on landscape features such as trees and hedges.

The trees which have colonised a few of the mounds will  be removed, as will an area of 
blackthorn scrub, but this loss will be compensated for by the extensive tree planting around the 
proposed facility. No hedgerows will be lost. Overall the proposed development will have a Minor 
beneficial impact on tree cover in the area.

Effect on Landscape character

The existing Site is developing an urban fringe character and is already adversely affected by 
the adjacent substation, transmission lines and chain link fencing around the lake. The 
proposed development will increase the amount of electrical infrastructure within the valley, 
increasing a negative trait. The proposed tree planting will, however, once established, screen 
the proposed development from view and will provide further screening to the existing 
substation where existing screening is starting to fail. Overall the impact on landscape character 
will be Neutral.

Effect on heritage assets

The proposed development will not be visible from any heritage assets and will have no impact 
on their setting. Tree planting (and mitigation associated with the consented facility) will also 
ensure that it will be screened from the village of Grendon ,with no adverse effect on the setting 
of the Conservation Area.

Effect on visual amenity

The Site is afforded substantial visual enclosure by the Grendon substation to the west and 
norrth and the tree cover within the floodplain to the east. The only significant views are from 
public footpaths within farmland close to the Site. While many properties on high ground at Great 
Doddington and Earl Barton afford extensive views across the valley, the Site lies in the distance 
and is screened by trees. A few properties within Grendon afford views towards the Site, 
although the majority of the properties within the village do not.  

The proposed mitigation associated with the consented battery storage facility at Grendon will 
also screen this proposed facility from view. Once established the proposed tree planting 
associated with this application will provide another layer of screening (and will be sufficiently 
broad that it will be as effective in winter). It will have the beneficial effect of enhancing the 
screening around Grendon Substation. Initially the proposed development will have an adverse 
impact of Minor to Moderate significance to a users of short lengths of a few footpaths which 
cross the farmland to the south and southeast, but once the tree planting has become effective 
the impact will be Neutral.

Cumulative Effect

The proposed development will have an adverse cumulative effect in  conjunction with the 
existing Grendon NG substation by introducing additional electrical infrastructure into the valley, 
which will have an adverse impact on landscape character and visual amenity. The Grendon 
NG substation and associated transmission lines are so dominant locally that the proposed 
battery storage will only have a Minor cumulative effect, particularly as in all views, the battery 
storage will be seen with the existing substation and transmission towers as a backdrop.

The proposed battery storage facility will also have an adverse cumulative effect on landscape 
character and visual amenity with the nearby consented battery storage facility, but only for 
users of Footpath TF3, where it will be possible to see both facilities when moving along the 
footpath. Without mitigation the cumulative effect will be adverse of Moderate significance. The 
mitigation for both schemes in the form of mounding and tree planting is, however, significant 
and once effective will effectively screen both facilities from view in summer. It will be possible 
to glimpse the equipment of both sites in winter, through the leafless branches, but the 
cumulative effect will be Minor adverse. If the second battery storage facility is consented, then 
its substation will negate the need for a substation within the consented scheme, which is 
considered to be beneficial.

Conclusion

Battery storage facilities adjacent to existing NG substations increases the national grid's 
flexibility with regard to managing the less predictable energy supply from renewable forms of 
generation such as wind and solar. As a result, the proposed development will contribute 
towards national and international goals to minimise and ideally eliminate the use of fossil fuels. 

This assessment concludes that the proposed facility will have no significant adverse landscape 
and visual impacts and the few minor and adverse impacts identified need to be balanced 
against the wider benefits of carbon reduction.  The proposed development will have a 
secondary benefit in that it will increase the level of tree screening to the existing substation at a 
time when the existing screening to the substation is showing signs of decline and effectiveness.



APPENDIX A: METHODOLOGY 
The study assesses the significance of the impact of the visual changes arising from the Proposed Development, 
together with the changes to the character and quality of the landscape.  

The existing landscape character and the visual environment have been separately surveyed and assessed. The 
landscape assessment identifies characteristics, features and elements which constitute a particular landscape 
and its character. The visual baseline identifies existing views to, across or from the application site, and 
identifies the visual receptors, such as nearby residents or users of Public Rights of Way (PRoWs) who might be 
affected by the Proposed Development. 

The assessment follows the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment – Third Edition’, 
Landscape Institute/Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, 2013 (GLVIA 3).  

GLVIA3 states within paragraph 1.17 that when identifying landscape and visual effects there is a “need for an 
approach that is in proportion to the scale of the project that is being assessed and the nature of the likely 
effects. Judgement needs to be exercised at all stages in terms of the scale of investigation that is appropriate 
and proportional.” 

GLVIA3 recognises within paragraph 2.23 that “professional judgement is a very important part of LVIA. While 
there is some scope for quantitative measurement of some relatively objective matters much of the assessment 
must rely on qualitative judgements” undertaken by a landscape consultant or a Chartered Member of the 
Landscape Institute (CMLI). 

A baseline study is undertaken to determine: 

1) Relevant landscape designations on or near the Site;

2) Relevant planning designations and policies;

3) Landscape character;

4) The value of the landscape in terms of landscape features, cultural, historical and recreational
values and its value to the community;

5) How susceptible is the landscape to the type of development proposed?

6) The contribution the Site makes to landscape character and its value;

7) How the landscape appears to people within the landscape (visual receptors), and

8) How does the Site fit in and contribute to these views?

The second part of the assessment examines the changes that would occur if the development were to be 
implemented. In terms of landscape, it describes the likely changes that would occur to landscape character, 
determines whether any landscape features would be lost or created and whether there would be any changes to 
community or cultural aspects. The significance of the effect of these is then determined. To determine the likely 
changes in visual amenity to people a series of viewpoints are selected from where the Proposed Development 
is likely to be visible. These are chosen to illustrate changes to views from a variety of sensitive views, such as 
those from PRoW, residential properties, roads etc. at a variety of distances, elevations and directions around 
the Site. They are presented as a series of photographs with a narrative describing the changes, and if required, 
the proposed mitigation and likely effectiveness.  



Determination of the Study Area 

Study areas are defined for landscape issues and visual issues. Sometimes these can be the same area but on 
occasion the landscape character area can be more extensive, particularly if two or more landscape character 
areas are close to the Site. The landscape character study area is determined following a review of published 
landscape character studies, topography and land cover.  

The visual study area is determined by producing a Theoretical Zone of Visual Influence (TZVI). The TZVI is 
determined by running software (ESRI ArcGIS Viewshed run on 3 D LiDAR topographical map data) which 
calculates the potential visibility of the high point of the proposed development based on topography and certain 
elements within the landscape such as large blocks of woodland and large buildings. For extensive 
developments, such as solar farms, height markers are positioned at several high points based on topography 
and geographical spread.  LiDAR is a radar-based system which picks up forms within the landscape (and has a 
distance error of 0.5 – 2 m and a height error of 10 cm) but it may not record all potentially screening elements 
such as hedgerows, walls or even deciduous woodland if the LiDAR data was gathered in winter. The software 
creates a raster image that indicates the potential visibility of the proposed development, known as the 
Theoretical Zone of Visibility (TZVI). 

The model takes into account the curvature of the earth and light refraction, with observer heights of 2m. The 
publicly accessible areas where visibility is indicated were visited to see if the mast is likely to be visible or 
whether views will be blocked by trees, hedges or buildings.  

Assessing the impact on Landscape Character 

Landscapes can vary in quality, their value to communities and their susceptibility and these factors can be used 
to determine the sensitivity of the landscape to the proposed development. The criteria for quantifying the degree 
of quality, value, susceptibility and sensitivity, are set out in Tables 1 – 5. 

 

Table 1: Criteria for Judging Levels of Landscape Quality and Value 

 
Level of quality 

 
Definition 
 

 
High 

• ‘Outstanding landscapes’ 
• Internationally and / or nationally-designated landscapes e.g. World Heritage Sites, 

National Parks, AONBs 
• Presence of internationally and / or nationally-designated areas / features of landscape, 

nature conservation, archaeological, historic, geological and / or other importance e.g. 
SACs, SSSIs, Scheduled Monuments, Grade I and / or II* listed buildings, Registered 
Historic Parks and Gardens, Local Geodiversity Sites 

• Significant wider landscape / visual function e.g. Green Belt, context / setting of heritage 
asset, contribution to character of settlement of international or national importance 

• Landscapes in excellent condition and / or of very high quality as defined by appropriate 
criteria. 

• Significant cultural associations. 
• Exceptional representation of landscape area / type / characteristics and / or rare 
• Exceptional aesthetic and perceptual attributes and qualities e.g. significant scenic 

beauty, iconic views, very distinctive sense of place, very high degree of wildness 
/remoteness, tranquillity. 

• No or very few detractors present. 
• The quality / qualities of, and / or features in, the landscape are likely to be the primary 

purpose of the visit. 
• Significant contribution to wider public amenity, access and recreation e.g. national trails, 

Open Access Land. 
• Significant Green Infrastructure assets. 



• Regionally / locally-designated landscapes e.g. Areas of Great Landscape Value (AGLV) 
which may be subject of strategy and / or guidance. 

• Presence of regionally / countywide-level designated areas / features of landscape, 
nature conservation, archaeological, historic, geological and / or other importance e.g. 
Country Parks, TPOs, National Forest Inventory, Priority Habitat Inventory sites, Local 
Wildlife Sites / Local Nature Reserves, Grade II Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas, 
Unregistered Historic Parks and Gardens, SMR / HER. Also National Trust land 

• Important wider, or significant local, landscape / visual function e.g. context / setting of 
heritage asset, contribution to character of settlement of regional importance, green gap, 
buffer zone etc. 

• Landscapes in very good condition and / or of high quality as defined by appropriate 
criteria. 

• Important cultural associations. 
• Very good representation of landscape area / type / characteristics and / or uncommon 
• Very good aesthetic and perceptual attributes and qualities e.g. high degree of scenic 

beauty, fine / key views, distinctive sense of place, high degree of wildness /remoteness, 
tranquillity. 

• Negligible / few detractors present. 
• The quality / qualities of, and / or features in, the landscape are likely to be one of the 

main reasons for the visit. 
• Important contribution to wider public amenity, access and recreation e.g. long-distance / 

themed trails, well-used public rights of way, Heritage Coast, Public Open Space / Local 
Green Space. May be protected by / subject of planning policy. 

• Important wider, or significant local Green Infrastructure assets. 
• Very high level of management, or care, or pristine natural / semi-natural environment 

 
 
Medium 

• ‘Everyday’ landscapes. 
• Undesignated landscapes although may be subject of strategy and / or guidance 
• Presence of undesignated, ‘informally’ designated and / or locally-important areas 

/features of landscape, nature conservation, archaeological, historic, geological and /or 
other interest. 

• Important local landscape / visual function e.g. context / setting of heritage asset, 
contribution to character of settlement, green gap, buffer zone etc. 

• Landscapes in good to fair condition and / or of moderate quality as defined by 
appropriate criteria but good potential for improvement. 

• Important local cultural associations. 
• Good to fair representation of landscape area / type / characteristics but common 
• Good to fair aesthetic and perceptual attributes and qualities e.g. moderate degree of 

scenic beauty, local key views, moderate sense of place, moderate degree of wildness / 
remoteness, tranquillity. 

• Some detractors present. 
• The quality / qualities of, and / or features in, the landscape are unlikely to be one of the 

main reasons for the visit, but make a positive contribution to the experience 
• Important contribution to local public amenity, access and recreation e.g. well-used public 

rights of way, green open spaces, common land. 
• Good local Green Infrastructure assets. 
• Good to fair level of management, environment in good to fair form and health. 

Low • Landscapes between ‘Everyday’ to ‘Degraded’. 
• Undesignated landscapes unlikely to be subject of strategy and / or guidance (unless for 

restoration). 
• Few if any areas / features of landscape, nature conservation, archaeological, historic, 

geological and / or other interest. 
• Little or no local landscape / visual function. 
• Landscapes in fair to poor condition and / or of low quality as defined by appropriate 

criteria but some potential for improvement. 
• Few if any cultural associations. 
• Fair to poor representation of landscape area / type / characteristics and common 



• Few if any aesthetic and perceptual attributes and qualities: little sense of place, little or 
no sense of wildness / remoteness, tranquillity. 

• Several detractors present. 
• The quality / qualities of, and / or features in, the landscape are unlikely to be a reason for 

visiting. 
• Little or no contribution to public amenity, access and recreation. 
• Few Green Infrastructure assets. 
• Limited management, or care, environment in fair to poor form and health. 

 

Table 3: Criteria for Judging Levels of Landscape Susceptibility 

 
Level of 
sensitivity 

 
Definition 
 

 
High 

Scale of enclosure – landscapes with a low capacity to accommodate the type of 
development being proposed owing to the interactions of topography, vegetation cover, 
built form, etc.  
Nature of land use – landscapes with no or little existing reference or context to the type 
of development being proposed.  
Nature of existing elements – landscapes with components that are not easily replaced or 
substituted (e.g. ancient woodland, mature trees, historic parkland, etc).  
Nature of existing features – landscapes where detracting features, major infrastructure or 
industry is not present or where present has a limited influence on landscape character. 

 
Medium 

Scale of enclosure – landscapes with a medium capacity to accommodate the type of 
development being proposed owing to the interactions of topography, vegetation cover, 
built form, etc.  
Nature of land use – landscapes with some existing reference or context to the type of 
development being proposed.  
Nature of existing elements – landscapes with components that are easily replaced or 
substituted.  
Nature of existing features – landscapes where detracting features, major infrastructure or 
industry is present and has a noticeable influence on landscape character. 

Low Scale of enclosure – landscapes with a high capacity to accommodate the type of 
development being proposed owing to the interactions of topography, vegetation cover, 
built form, etc.  
Nature of land use – landscapes with extensive existing reference or context to the type 
of development being proposed.  
Nature of existing features – landscapes where detracting features or major infrastructure 
is present and has a dominating influence on the landscape. 

 

Table 4: Criteria for assessing Landscape Sensitivity 

 
Level of 
Magnitude 

 
Definition 
 

 
High 

Landscape element or character area defined as being of high value combined 
with a high or medium susceptibility to change.  
 
Landscape element or character area defined as being of medium value 
combined with a high susceptibility to change. 

 
Medium  

Landscape element or character area defined as being of high value combined 
with a low susceptibility to change. 
  
Landscape element or character area defined as being of medium value 
combined with a medium or low susceptibility to change.  
 



Landscape element or character area defined as being of low value combined 
with a high or medium susceptibility to change. 

Low  Landscape element or character area defined as being of low value combined 
with a low susceptibility to change. 

 

 

 

Table 5: Criteria for Judging Levels of Magnitude of change in relation to Landscape Character 

 
Level of 
Magnitude 

 
Definition 
 

 
High adverse 

• Noticeable alteration to, or significant loss of, key elements, features, 
characteristics and functions of the baseline condition. 

• Insertion of a negative feature which is absent from the landscape. 
• The size, scale and / or geographical extent of change is considered large due 

to the extent and proportion of loss of, or change to, existing landscape 
components. 

• Effects likely to be experienced at a large scale, influencing the character area 
and / or type within which the change is proposed. 

• Noticeable alteration to, or loss of, key elements, features, characteristics and 
functions of the baseline condition, and / or the addition of uncharacteristic, 
conspicuous elements, features and / activities, would result in noticeable 
alteration to, or loss of, aesthetic and / or perceptual qualities. 

• The duration of effect would be considered long-term / permanent and would be 
very difficult to reverse in practical terms. 
 

 
Medium 
adverse 

• Partial alteration to, or loss of, key elements, features, characteristics and 
functions of the baseline condition. 

• Insertion of a negative feature which is uncommon within the landscape. 
• The size, scale and / or geographical extent of change is considered medium 

due to the extent and proportion of loss of, or change to, existing landscape 
components. 

• Effects likely to be experienced at a moderate scale, influencing the character 
type within which the change is proposed but at a local level. 

• Partial alteration to, or loss of, key elements, features, characteristics and 
functions of the baseline condition, and / or the addition of elements, features 
and / activities which are not uncharacteristic in the area, would result in partial 
alteration to, or loss of, aesthetic and / or perceptual qualities. 

• The duration of effect would be considered long-term / permanent but is 
potentially reversible. 

Low adverse • Minor or barely discernible alteration to key elements, features, characteristics 
and functions of the baseline condition. 

• Insertion of a negative feature which is commonplace within the landscape. 
• The size, scale and / or geographical extent of change is considered small due 

to the extent and proportion of loss of, or change to, existing landscape 
components. 

• Effects likely to be experienced at a small scale, influencing the landscape 
within which the change is proposed at a local level. 

• Minor alteration to, or loss of, key elements, features, characteristics and 
functions of the baseline condition, and / or the addition of elements, features 
and / activities which are characteristic in the area, would result in minor 
alteration to aesthetic and / or perceptual qualities. 

• The duration of effect may be considered long-term / permanent but is easily 
reversible; or, the duration may be medium-term 

Neutral Beneficial effects counterbalance adverse effects. 



Low 
beneficial 

• Small but noticeable improvements to key elements, features, characteristics 
and functions of the baseline condition. 

• Insertion of a feature which makes a positive contribution to landscape 
character but is not particularly noticeable. 

• Removal of negative landscape elements but not particularly noticeable 
• The size, scale and / or geographical extent of improvement is considered small 

due to the extent and proportion of new landscape components. 
• Beneficial effects likely to be experienced at a small scale, influencing the local 

landscape. 
• Small but noticeable improvements to existing, or addition of new, key 

elements, features, characteristics and functions of the baseline condition would 
result in discernible improvements in aesthetic and / or perceptual qualities 

• Improvements are medium- to long-term. 
Medium 
beneficial 

• Noticeable improvements to key elements, features, characteristics and 
functions of the baseline condition. 

• Insertion of a feature which makes a positive contribution to landscape 
character and is noticeable. 

• Noticeable removal of negative elements(s) within the landscape. 
• The size, scale and / or geographical extent of improvement is considered 

medium due to the extent and proportion of new landscape components. 
• Beneficial effects likely to be experienced at a moderate scale, influencing the 

character type within which the change is proposed but at a local level. 
• Noticeable improvements to existing, or addition of new, key elements, 

features, characteristics and functions of the baseline condition would result in 
noticeable improvements in aesthetic and / or perceptual qualities. 

• Improvements are long-term / permanent. 
High 
beneficial 

• Major improvements to key elements, features, characteristics and functions of 
the baseline condition. 

• Insertion of a positive element within the landscape which is an obvious 
improvement. 

• Obvious removal of a negative element(s) within the landscape. 
• The size, scale and / or geographical extent of improvement is considered large 

due to the extent and proportion of new landscape components. 
• Beneficial effects likely to be experienced at a large scale, influencing the 

character area and / or type within which the change is proposed. 
• Major improvements to existing, or addition of new, key elements, features, 

characteristics and functions of the baseline condition would result in 
considerable improvements in aesthetic and / or perceptual qualities. 

• Improvements are long-term / permanent. 
 

 

Table 5: Matrix for determining the level of impact on landscape character 

 
Magnitude of change 

Landscape sensitivity 
 
High 
 

 
Medium 

 
Low 

 
High 
  

Major Moderate-Major Moderate 

 
Medium 
 

Moderate-Major Moderate Minor 

 
Low 
 

Moderate Minor Negligible 



 

Visual Receptor Sensitivity 

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

Susceptibility to Change 

The susceptibility of visual receptors to a potential change in the view is a function of their occupation and activity 
and the extent to which their attention is focused on the views. The land use planning system considers that 
public views are of greater value than views from private property because an individual has no ‘right to a view’. 
The criteria in Table 7 acknowledges this but the sensitivity increases the more residents there are who are likely 
to see the development from their properties. In visual assessment, lower storey views from residential 
properties are generally considered to be of greater susceptibility to change than upper storey views, as these 
are the rooms in which residents spend more time experiencing the view. There are exceptions to this as some 
residences have living rooms on upper storeys and this has been taken into consideration if evident. 
 
Table 6: Criteria for Judging the Value of a view 

 
Level of value 

 
Definition 
 

 
High 

• Views with high scenic value within designated landscapes including but not 
limited to World Heritage Sites, National Parks, Areas of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty, etc. Likely to include key viewpoints on OS maps or reference within 
guidebooks, provision of facilities, presence of interpretation boards, etc. 

 
Medium 

• Views with moderate scenic value within undesignated landscape including 
urban fringe and rural countryside. 

Low • Views with unremarkable scenic value within undesignated landscape with 
partly degraded visual quality and detractors. 

 
 
Table 7: Criteria for Judging Levels of Receptor Susceptibility 

 
Level of value 

 
Definition 
 

 
High 

• Receptors (tourists / visitors) within, or looking towards, internationally- or 
nationally- designated landscapes, areas and features such as World Heritage 
Sites, National Parks, Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Registered Historic 
Parks and Gardens, Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Grade I and II* listed 
buildings and other places where the landscape / feature is the main reason for 
the visit. 

• People using national trails and other designated routes where the view is likely 
to be the focus of attention. 

• People living in residential properties. 
• Communities where views contribute to the landscape setting enjoyed by 

residents in the area. 
• People travelling through the landscape on roads, rail or other routes on 

recognised scenic routes or where there is a distinct awareness of views of their 
surroundings and their visual amenity. 

• People walking on national long distant trails or promoted walks, motorists on 
designated scenic routes, people walking in nationally designated landscapes 

 
 
Medium 

• Receptors within, or looking towards, undesignated landscapes, areas and 
features of local importance, and in places where the landscape / feature is not 
necessarily part of the reason for the visit. 



• People engaged in outdoor recreation (such as walking local rural footpaths) 
whose attention is likely to be focused on the landscape and / or particular 
views, not on national trails or within designated landscapes. 

• People staying in hotels and healthcare institutions who are likely to appreciate 
and / or benefit from views of their surroundings. 

• Travellers on roads which have an attractive setting or scenic quality (rural or 
urban). 

• People working in premises where the views are likely to make an important 
contribution to the setting, and / or to the quality of working life. 

Low • Receptors in commercial and industrial premises, schools, playing fields etc. 
where the view is not central to the use. 

• People using main roads, infrequently used / inaccessible public rights of way 
and likely to be travelling for a purpose other than to enjoy the view 

• People moving past the view often at high speed (e.g. main roads, motorways 
and main line railways) and with little or no focus on or interest in the landscape 
through which they are travelling and significant roadside highway infrastructure 
(barriers, signs etc.). 

 

Table 8: Criteria for Judging the Visual Sensitivity 

 
Level of value 

 
Definition 
 

 
High 

Visual receptor defined as being of high value combined with a high or medium 
susceptibility to change.  
 
Visual receptor defined as being of medium value combined with a high 
susceptibility to change. 

 
Medium 

Visual receptor defined as being of high value combined with a low 
susceptibility to change.  
 
Visual receptor defined as being of medium value combined with a medium or 
low susceptibility to change.  
 
Visual receptor defined as being of low value combined with a high or medium 
susceptibility to change. 

Low Visual receptor defined as being of low value combined with a low susceptibility 
to change. 

  



 

Magnitude of Effect 

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

Size or Scale 

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

Scale of Change 

The scale of change from the present views experienced has been considered with 

respect to the loss or addition of features in the view and changes in its composition, including the proportion of 
view occupied by the proposed development. For example the introduction of a development into a view where 
similar developments are already present is more likely to result in a lower scale of change than the introduction 
of a new development into a view where there is no or little development present. 

Consideration of how the proposed development affects the main focus of the existing view is also important. 

Nature of the View 

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

Geographical Extent 

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

Angle of View 

The angle of view has been considered with changes to direct views generally considered to be of greater 
importance than changes in oblique or indirect views. 

Distance between the Receptor and the Proposed Development 

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

Proportion of View Affected 

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

Topography and Landform 

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



Table 9: Criteria for Judging Levels of Magnitude of Effect (Views & Visual Amenity) 

 
Level of 
magnitude 

 
Definition 
 

 
High  

• Substantial, obvious, loss or addition of features in the view.  
• Major change in the composition of the view 
• A major proportion of the view may be either blocked or occupied by the 

proposed development.  
• The development introduces colours or forms which draw the eye and are not 

commonplace in the view.  
• Views may be short-distance and direct.  
• Prominent position within the landscape, such as on the skyline or open hillside 

or open floodplain or plateau 
• Changes in the view may be visible over a large proportion of the view. The 

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

 
Medium  

• Readily noticeable loss or addition of features in the view.  
• Partial alteration to the existing view and/or the introduction of readily noticeable 

elements in the view. 
• There is some screening or backgrounding by landform, woodland, and or built 

form 
• The colours and forms are largely in keeping with the colours and forms within 

the surrounding landscape 
• Views may be middle-distance, direct or oblique. 

Views may be filtered by vegetation.  
• Partial loss of, or change to, sites visual function / contribution 
• The duration of effect would be considered long-term / permanent but is 

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

Low • The change in the view would not be readily noticeable. 
• Development would form a minor constituent of the view, being partially-visible, 

or at a sufficient distance to be a limited component of a view 
• The duration of effect may be considered long-term / permanent but is easily 

reversible; or, the duration may be medium-term 
• A significant part of the development is screened 
• It does not lie within a particularly prominent location within the landscape 
• Introduction of features which may already be present in views. 

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

Negligible The change would be barely perceptible. 



 

The magnitude and sensitivity are combined in the matrix Table 10, to determine the degree of significance of an 
impact (whether beneficial or adverse) ranging from Major to Negligible. 

Table 10: Matrix to determine the level of impact on visual amenity 

 
Magnitude of change 

Receptor sensitivity 
 
High 
 

 
Medium 

 
Low 

 
High 
  

Major Moderate-Major Moderate 

 
Medium 
 

Moderate-Major Moderate Minor 

 
Low 
 

Moderate Minor Negligible 

 

Duration and Reversibility of Visual Effects 

These are separate but linked considerations. 

Duration has been judged on a scale of: 

• short-term: 0 to 5 years including the construction period and on completion; 
• medium-term: 5 to 20 years including the establishment of replacement and proposed mitigation 

planting. 
• long-term/permanent: 20 years onwards for the life of the proposed development. 

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

Geographical extent of the effects 

Effects can be experienced over different areas. For example, a tall structure could be visible at local, borough 
and district level. An impact on a nationally important feature would have an effect at National Level, and effect 
on a World Heritage Site would have an effect on International Level. Grade I and Grade II* listed structures are 
considered to be of national importance and so an effect on the setting of such structures would be on a National 
Level. The greater the extent of the effect greater weighting should be given to it. 

• Local level: relating to the site and the immediate surroundings (ward);  
• Borough level: relating to impacts within Borough/Local Authority/parish;  
• District level: relating to the wider county area;  
• Regional level: relating to the Region e.g. south east;  
• National level: relating to England and Wales; and  
• International: relating to Europe and beyond.  

 



Viewing distances 

Short distance – within 100m 

Middle distance – 100 – 1000 m 

Long distance – Over kilometre 
 

Table 11: Recommended weight to be given to the magnitude of effect in decision making. 

 
Level of 
magnitude 

 
Definition in relation to decision making 
 

 
Major adverse 

The Proposed Development will cause and obvious substantial degradation of the 
landscape character/landscape features/existing views. These adverse effects are 
key factors in the decision-making process. These effects are generally, but not 
exclusively, associated with sites or features of international, national or regional 
importance that are likely to suffer a most damaging impact and loss of resource 
integrity. However, a major change in a site or feature of local importance may also 
enter this category. 

 
Moderate to 
Major adverse 
 

The Proposed Development will cause an easily noticeable degradation of the 
landscape character/elements/existing views. These adverse effects may be 
important and may be key decision-making factors (particularly if there are multiple 
Moderate to Major adverse effects). The cumulative effects of such factors may 
influence decision-making if they lead to an increase in the overall adverse effect on 
a particular resource or receptor. 

 
Moderate 
adverse 
 

The Proposed Development will cause noticeable degradation of the landscape 
character/elements/existing views. These adverse effects may be important but are 
not likely to be key decision-making factors. The cumulative effects of such factors 
may influence decision-making if they lead to an increase in the overall adverse 
effect on a particular resource or receptor. 

 
Minor adverse 
 

The Proposed Development will cause small but not readily perceived degradation of 
the landscape character elements/existing views. These adverse effects may be 
raised as local factors. They are unlikely to be critical in the decision-making process 
but are important in enhancing the subsequent design of the project. 

Negligible A barely perceptible effect. Such effects should not affect influence the decision-
making process. 

Neutral Beneficial effects of a similar nature, on the same receptor, balance against adverse 
effects of a similar nature and so should not influence the decision-making process. 

Minor 
beneficial 

The Proposed Development will cause small improvement of the landscape 
character elements/existing views. These adverse effects may be raised as local 
factors. They are unlikely to be critical in the decision-making process but are 
important in enhancing the subsequent design of the project. 

Moderate 
beneficial 

The Proposed Development will cause noticeable, but not readily perceived, 
improvement of the landscape character/elements/existing views. These beneficial 
effects may be important, but are not likely to be key decision-making factors. The 
cumulative effects of such factors may influence decision-making if they lead to an 
increase in the overall beneficial effect on a particular resource or receptor. 

Moderate – 
Major 
beneficial 

The Proposed Development will cause and easily noticeable improvement of the 
landscape character/elements/existing views. These beneficial effects may be 
important and may be key decision-making factors (particularly if there are multiple 
Moderate to Major effects). The cumulative effects of such factors may influence 
decision-making if they lead to an increase in the overall beneficial effect on a 
particular resource or receptor. 

Major 
beneficial 

The Proposed Development will cause and obvious substantial improvement of the 
landscape character/landscape features/existing views. These beneficial effects are 
key factors in the decision-making process and should be balanced against any 
adverse effects. 


