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Section 1
Introduction and context

This section sets out the
background and purpose of the
study and presents the policy
context.

1.1 In March 2020, LUC was commissioned by Babergh and
Mid Suffolk District Councils (BMSDC) to undertake a
landscape sensitivity assessment (LSA) to inform the
allocation and assessment of sites as proposed in the
emerging Babergh and Mid Suffolk Joint Local Plan.

1.2 The purpose of the commission was to undertake a
Landscape Sensitivity Assessment of Suitable Strategic
Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment
(SHELAA) Sites identified through the Joint Local Plan
process. The outputs from this assessment provide BMSDC
with a clear and robust evidence base to inform the
Sustainability Appraisal process and the associated decision-
making process on site allocations.

1.3 The aims of the project are to assess the landscape
sensitivity of each potential site option against the defined
criteria and provide a high-level assessment of potential
cumulative impacts of sites which are in proximity to each
other.

1.4 Aninterim report based on desk study was provided for
client review in June 2020 followed by a draft final report in
August 2020 incorporating field survey and updating
judgements including identification of mitigation opportunities.
The draft final report was subject to further client review and
comment, resulting in production of this final report in
September 2020.

1.5 A summary of the results (non-technical summary) and
guidance is provided in Chapter 3.

Policy context

1.6 The following section sets out current policy which is
relevant to landscape.

The European Landscape Convention

1.7 The European Landscape Convention (ELC) of the
Council of Europe came into force in the UK in March 2007. It
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establishes the need to recognise landscape in law; to
develop landscape policies dedicated to the protection,
management and planning of landscapes; and to establish
procedures for the participation of the general public and other
stakeholders in the creation and implementation of landscape
policies. The ELC definition of ‘landscape’ recognises that all
landscapes matter, be they ordinary, degraded or outstanding:

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

National

National Planning Policy Framework

1.8 The revised National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF), was published in February 2019 and contains several
policies which refer to the consideration of landscape and the
built environment in planning decisions.

1.9 Under Strategic Policies, Paragraph 20 states that:

“Strategic policies should set out an overall strategy for the
pattern, scale and quality of development, and make sufficient
provision for: ...d) conservation and enhancement of the
natural, built and historic environment, including landscapes
and green infrastructure, and planning measures to address
climate change mitigation and adaptation.”

1.10 To conserve and enhance the natural environment,
Paragraph 170 states that:

“Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and
enhance the natural and local environment by: a) protecting
and enhancing valued landscapes, sites of biodiversity or
geological value and soils (in a manner commensurate with
their statutory status or identified quality in the development
plan); b) recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the
countryside, and the wider benefits from natural capital and
ecosystem services — including the economic and other
benefits of the best and most versatile agricultural land, and of
trees and woodland;...”

1.11 The importance of the designated landscapes is
referenced within paragraph 172, which states that:

“Great weight should be given to conserving and enhancing
landscape and scenic beauty in National Parks, the Broads
and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, which have the
highest status of protection in relation to these issues... The
scale and extent of development within these designated
areas should be limited. Planning permission should be
refused for major development other than in exceptional
circumstances, and where it can be demonstrated that the
development is in the public interest. Consideration of such
applications should include an assessment of: a) the need for
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the development, including in terms of any national
considerations, and the impact of permitting it, or refusing it,
upon the local economy; b) the cost of, and scope for,
developing outside the designated area, or meeting the need
for it in some other way; and c) any detrimental effect on the
environment, the landscape and recreational opportunities,
and the extent to which that could be moderated.”

1.12 Under the section considering ground conditions and
pollution, Para 180 recognises the need to:

b) identify and protect tranquil areas which have remained
relatively undisturbed by noise and are prized for their
recreational and amenity value for this reason and

¢) limit the impact of light pollution from artificial light on local
amenity, intrinsically dark landscapes and nature
conservation.

Local planning

1.13 The following Parish Councils have adopted
Neighbourhood Plans:

®  Aldham (Adopted 21 Jan 2020)

B East Bergholt (Adopted 20 Sept 2016)
B Elmsett (Adopted 10 Dec 2019)

®  Lavenham (Adopted 20 Sept 2016)

®  Lawshall (Adopted 24 Oct 2017)

B Botesdale & Rickinghall (Adopted 23 Jan 2020)
m  Debenham (Adopted 18 March 2019)
B Fressingfield (Adopted 27 March 2020)
B Haughley (Adopted 24 Oct 2019)

®  Mendlesham (Adopted 23 March 2017)
m  Stradbroke (Adopted 18 March 2019)
m  Stowupland (Adopted 27 June 2019)

B Thurston (Adopted 24 Oct 2019)

1.14 Babergh and Mid Suffolk Districts contain parts of two
nationally protected AONBs; Suffolk Coast and Heaths and
Dedham Vale. Consideration of these designations in planning
terms is referenced in paragraph 172 of the NPPF (see
paragraph 1.9).

Suffolk Coast and Heaths AONB

1.15 The Suffolk Coast & Heaths AONB was designated in
1970 and spans a 60km stretch of some of the least
developed coastline in south-eastern England. The largest
section of the AONB follows the Suffolk coastline, stretching
from Kessingland in the north to Shotley Peninsular (of the
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River Stour estuary) in the south. Although separated by
Felixstowe and the A14, there are additional (non-connected)
sections which follow the River Orwell and the northern banks
of the River Stour. In total the AONB covers an area of 403
square kilometres.

1.16 The Suffolk Coast & Heaths Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty Management Plan 2018-2023 was published in 2018.
The primary purpose of this document is to ensure the
conservation and enhancement of the AONB's natural beauty.
The Management Plan contains the following objectives which
are of relevance to this assessment:

L1: The landscape of the AONB is conserved and
enhanced.

L3: Features that contribute to the natural beauty and
special qualities of the AONB are conserved and
enhanced.

LUW4: Development decisions have regard to the
purposes of the AONB and scenic beauty is given great
weight in the determination process.

Extension of the Suffolk Coast and Heaths AONB

1.17 The extension the AONB boundary by around 38km? to
include the southern edge of the Stour estuary, Samford
Valley and Freston Brook has recently been confirmed.

1.18 Following a statutory period of public consultation in
June 2019, the Natural England Board approved the making
of a designation variation Order. The government confirmed
the Order for expansion of the AONB in July 2020.

1.19 Dedham Vale AONB is a quintessential lowland
landscape which follows the River Stour inland from
Manningtree on the Suffolk-Essex border. The AONB covers
an area of 90km? and was designated in 1970. This rural
landscape has preserved its ‘unspoilt rural character’ and
remains ‘remarkably free from development’. This landscape
is famously recognised from the 18th and 19th century works
of the painter John Constable, which remain notable in the
present day.

The Stour Valley Project Area

1.20 Upstream from Dedham Vale AONB (between Bures
and Great Bradley) is an additional 302km? of land which has
similar picturesque landscape qualities to Dedham Vale. This
area is known as the Stour Valley Project Area and receives
‘AONB services’ and management. Although in some areas
the landscape here has been slightly altered by settlement
growth and agricultural expansion, it has not fundamentally
changed and still retains historic rural characteristics. The
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Stour Valley Project Area resembles Dedham Vale with similar
gently undulating river valley topography, medieval settlement
pattern and rural characteristics.

1.21 The Dedham Vale AONB and Stour Valley Management
Plan 2016-2021 sets out sets out a vision for the area and
topic areas offering guidance on how the area should be
managed. The Management Plan contains the following
objectives which are of relevance to this assessment:

Protect the area, including its setting, from developments
that detract from its natural beauty and special qualities,
including its relative tranquillity.

Support development that contributes to the
conservation and enhancement of local character.

Support development that contributes to the appropriate
economic development and contributes to the
conservation and enhancement of the AONB and Stour
Valley.

Maintain the local distinctiveness of the AONB and Stour
Valley.

1.22 This interim report is structures as follows:

Chapter 2 sets out the methodology for the landscape
sensitivity assessment.

Chapter 3 sets out the overall landscape sensitivity
results and generic guidance for accommodating new
development into the landscape.

Appendix A contains a glossary of terms

Appendix B contains the detailed landscape sensitivity
assessment proformas for the SHELAA sites.
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Section 2
Methodology

This chapter outlines the scope
of the assessment and the
approach to assessing
landscape sensitivity.

Approach and Principles

2.1 This chapter sets out the method followed to undertake
the Landscape Sensitivity Assessment for the SHELAA Sites,
including the key sources of evidence used, the scales of
development considered, and the assessment criteria and
process followed. The methodology builds on LUC'’s previous
extensive experience in completing successful landscape
sensitivity studies and reflects the requirements of the project
brief and discussion at the Inception Meeting held on 31 March
2020.

2.2 The landscape sensitivity assessment was undertaken in
accordance with the Principles in Natural England’s ‘An
approach to landscape sensitivity assessment — to inform
spatial planning and land management’, June 2019. The
assessment draws on best practice in recent assessments
completed by LUC and others.

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

2.3 The relevant national planning policy is set out in chapter
1 of this report. The criteria and indicators developed as part
of the study method (ref. Table 2.4) have taken account of the
NPPF requirements for:

B Conservation and enhancement of landscapes
B Protecting and enhancing valued landscapes

B Recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the
countryside

B Giving great weight to conserving and enhancing
landscape and scenic beauty in Areas of Outstanding
Natural Beauty, which have the highest status of
protection

B Protecting tranquil and intrinsically dark landscapes
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Babergh and Mid Suffolk Regulation 18 consultation

2.4 The study has also taken account of consultees to the
Babergh and Mid Suffolk Regulation 18 consultation (July
2019, second round of consultation). Natural England
provided a consultation response dated 30 September 2019.
This response did not directly consider matters covering
landscape. In the response on the evidence base, Natural
England states that planning policies and decisions should be
based on up to date information about the natural environment
and other characteristics of the area. This detailed landscape
sensitivity study draws on and adds further to the existing
landscape character assessment evidence. With regard to
Policy LP19 Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB),
Natural England notes that tranquillity is an important
landscape attribute and refers to NPPF para 123 regarding
identifying and protecting areas of tranquillity. In this study,
tranquillity is recognised in the assessment criteria covering
perceptual qualities which also makes specific reference to the
AONB special qualities. The perceptual criterion also
references light pollution which is also highlighted by Natural
England in their consultation response in association with
LP18 and LP24. Furthermore, by following the principles set
out in Natural England’s ‘Approach to Landscape Sensitivity
Assessment, as noted above, this study is considered to fully
meet the requirements of Natural England, as statutory
consultee on landscape.

2.5 This is a strategic-level assessment and is a landscape
character-based sensitivity study to guide decision-making. It
is not a substitute for site-specific assessments including
LVA/LVIA which are required for detailed planning and design.
Approach and process of assessment
2.6 The process for undertaking the study involved three
main stages outlined below.
Part 1: Desk-based assessment and interim report

B Inception meeting

B Evidence gathering

B Desk-based assessment

B Interim Report

Part 2: Site assessment
B Checking views, perceptual information and context

B Adjusting draft judgements in the interim report, taking
into account specific site and context factors

B Gathering information on potential site-specific
landscape and visual mitigation (for sites scoring
moderate-high or high only)
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Part 3: Reporting

B Updating the findings of the assessment following the
field survey

B Providing generic guidance to help accommodate new
residential and employment development into the
landscape and specific guidance for selected agreed
sites

B Submitting a draft and final report
Part 1: Desk-based assessment

Background and definitions

2.7 The landscape sensitivity assessment method has been
developed in accordance with the Natural England guidance
published in June 2019, as well as building upon LUC’s
experience from undertaking studies of a similar nature. The
guidance includes the following definition:

2.8 “Landscape sensitivity may be regarded as a measure of
the resilience, or robustness, of a landscape to withstand
specified change arising from development types or land
management practices, without undue negative effects on the
landscape and visual baseline and their value.”

Evidence gathering

2.9 Relevant documents and available GIS data were
compiled and reviewed to form the starting point and overall
context for the study.

2.10 Key sources of information used to inform the
assessment include:

B Ordnance Survey base maps (1:50K and 1:25K);
m  Suffolk Landscape Character Assessment;
m  Suffolk Historic Landscape Characterisation (HLC);

®  Joint Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Council
Landscape Guidance

B Biodiversity designations (local and national);

m Historic England designations;

B Relevant Local Authority data for Conservation Areas;
®  Neighbourhood Plans; and

®  Aerial photography (Google Earth).

Spatial framework

2.11 This LSA focuses on the SHELAA sites, provided by the
client, within the rural areas of Babergh and Mid Suffolk
Districts. These are considered within their wider landscape
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context, including the published landscape character
assessments.

2.12 The districts contain parts of two nationally designated
landscapes, Dedham Vale AONB and Suffolk Coast and
Heaths AONB. Some of the SHELAA sites fall within the
boundaries of these areas while others are in proximity to the
boundaries. The assessment considers the impact of these
sites on the special qualities of the AONB landscape where
applicable. This is covered within the relevant criterion and
reflection of special qualities, and specifically through the
criteria covering perceptual and scenic qualities. The visual
impact of change on the setting of a designated landscape is
also considered including in the criteria covering views.

Types of development considered

2.13 At this stage of the Joint Local Plan, the layout, density
and form of development are largely unknown. The
assessment of potential residential sites has therefore
assumed a range of possible development scenarios, with the
type of housing ranging from three storey buildings to
bungalows in accordance with the Strategic Housing Market
Assessment (SHMA). The assessment also considers
potential employment sites, which range from offices/industrial
space (B1/B2 uses) to warehouse development (B8 uses).

Units for assessment

2.14 To facilitate the assessment process, it was proposed
that some sites (i.e. adjacent sites with similar land uses and
character) should be assessed in conjunction. This is for the
purposes of the landscape sensitivity assessment only. Any
sites which have been assessed in this way were agreed in
advance with the client and are shown in Table 2.1.

Table 2.1: Sites assessed in conjunction

Parish Site codes
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Parish Site codes

Copdock and Washbrook | ® SS0295, SS0944
B SS0227, SS0919, SS620

Debenham m  SS0031, SS0902
Elmswell m  SS0039, SS0107
Great Waldingfield/ B SS0200, SS1068
Chilton

Hadleigh B SS80298, SS0303,

§51285, SS1031,
$510352

Lawshall B SS0237, SS0682

Needham Market B SS1153, SS1199
B SS1034, SS1005

Onehouse m  SS0029, SS0157

Sproughton B SS0191, SS0954, SS1024
B SS0223, SS0711
® SS1177,S81178*

Stradbroke B SS0079, SS0087

Thurston m  SS0075, SS0716

Walsham-le-Willows m SS0040, SS0369

Wherstead m SS1027,SS1273

Woolpit B SS0673, SS0783
B SS0773,SS1158

2.15 Several of the SHELAA sites were excluded from the
assessment due to their location within existing
development/urban area or due to existing development on
these sites. For the purposes of the SA of SHELAA sites, it
should be assumed that these sites score as low for

1851248 and SS1249 cover the same area but one is proposed employment, the other
proposed residential
2880119 and SS0926 cover the same area but one is proposed employment, the other
proposed residential

Bacton ®  SS0088, SS0266 !andscape sensitivity. A full list of excluded sites can be found
in Table 2.2.
Badwell Ash B SS0558, SS0809, SS0814 .
Table 2.2: Excluded sites
Barham B SS0076, SS0551
Parish Site code
Botesdale and m  SS0091, SS0939
Rickinghall W SS51248, S51249" Boxford 551257
B & Oakl SS0542, SS1011 Bures St Mary 550754
[
rome & Laxiey ’ Cotton S51187
Capel St Mary m  SS0637, SS0910 Eye SS0672
Claydon =  SS0119, SS09262 Eye SS1118
Great Blakenham SS0864

3 851035 and SS0298 cover the same area but one is proposed employment, the other
proposed residential. The situation is the same for SS1031 and SS1285.

4881177 and SS1178 cover the same area but one is proposed employment, the other
proposed residential.
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Parish Site code

Great Blakenham SS0952
Great Cornard SS1082
Hadleigh SS0502
Hadleigh SS0537
Needham Market SS0530
Needham Market SS0669
Needham Market SS1033
Stoke-by-Nayland SS1155
Stowmarket SS0064
Stowmarket SS0101
Stowmarket SS0668
Stowmarket SS1032
Stowmarket SS1282
Stowmarket SS1286
Stowmarket SS1287
Stowmarket SS1288
Sudbury SS0509
Sudbury SS0745
Sudbury SS0750
Thorndon SS0453
Wenham Magna SS0507

2.16 The landscape sensitivity assessment was based on the
SHELAA sites, which are represented by SS reference
numbers. A number of these sites are proposed for allocation
in the Joint Local Plan and are either referenced with an LA
prefix or as LS01. These proposed site allocations either
correspond with a whole SS site or as part of an SS site and in
some instances can correspond with multiple SS sites. To aid
clarity in use and where relevant, the LA and LS numbers are
also referred to. This enables cross referencing between sites
in the individual site proformas (Appendix B) and in Table
3.1, Summary.

Development of assessment criteria

2.17 The criteria used by this study are defined in Table 2.4,
providing examples of the types of landscape character or
features that could indicate low or high sensitivity against
each. Criteria selection is based on the attributes of the
landscape most likely to be affected by development and
considers both ‘landscape’ and ‘visual’ aspects of sensitivity.
Aspects of value are drawn into the individual criteria including
representation of special qualities associated with the
nationally designated AONB landscapes. Each criterion set
out indicators of relative landscape and visual susceptibility
and value.
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2.18 The assessments were compiled into a database, which
displays the information in a tabular format, with landscape
and visual sensitivity for each site analysed against each
criterion on a five-point scale (as shown in Table 2.3). The
sensitivity definitions reflect how susceptible the character and
quality of the landscape would be to change. An overall
sensitivity judgement is also included, recognising that some
attributes or elements of the landscape may be more
important in defining character than others and may be more
sensitive. The judgement is therefore based on transparent
professional analysis rather than a mechanical process of
addition. This has also allowed the assessment to highlight
any particularly sensitive landscape features or qualities, and
factors that would need to be taken into account should the
site be developed.

Table 2.3: Overall sensitivity ratings

Definition

Sensitivity

High Development would be very likely to give rise to

significant adverse landscape and/or visual effects.

Development would be very likely to give rise to
adverse landscape and/or visual effects, and there
is some potential for these to be significant.

Moderate Development would be likely to give rise to some
adverse landscape and/or visual effects, but these
will potentially be limited in extent.

Low- Development may give rise to some minor adverse

moderate landscape and/or visual effects, but these would be
unlikely to be significant.

Low Development would be very unlikely to give rise to
significant adverse landscape and/or visual effects.
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Table 2.4: Detailed Landscape sensitivity assessment criteria

Landscape and Visual Sensitivity Assessment Criteria

Physical and natural character

This criterion considers the landform, land cover and landscape elements. It considers the scale, coherence, condition and intactness of the
physical landscape, and the extent to which it is representative of typical landscape character, or a scarce landscape type, as identified in the
relevant local authority’s Landscape Character Assessment. It also considers the presence/absence of natural heritage designations in the

landscape.

Lower sensitivity Higher sensitivity

—

The landscape is degraded and
detracts from local landscape
character — e.g. land cover has
been largely lost and any
landscape features are
fragmented and/or in poor
condition. The landform itself is of
low sensitivity - i.e. simple,
smooth or flat landforms.

The landscape has some
limited characteristics that
contribute to local landscape
character — e.g. the landscape
has reasonable hedgerow
boundaries but is undistinctive
in terms of landform or land
cover. It may be a typical
example of a locally
commonplace landscape type.

The landscape makes a strong
contribution to local landscape
character — e.g. ithas a
distinctive landform, an intact,
natural landscape with
hedgerows, trees and other
features of interest, such as
ponds or watercourses. Strong
landform features such as
slopes, scarps and valleys are
likely to be more sensitive.

Settlement form and edge

remote from any existing settlement.

The extent to which the landscape relates to the form and pattern of existing adjacent settlement, with reference to the character of the
settlement edge and presence and role of boundary features. Note this may not be applicable for sites where proposed development is

Lower sensitivity Higher sensitivity

—

The landscape is strongly
associated with an existing
settlement and would not, if
developed, be perceived as an
extension of the settlement into
the countryside.

An exposed settlement edge with
no landscape features to
integrate the settlement/rural
fringe will be less sensitive and
may offer opportunities for
development to enhance the
settlement edge and integration.

Development would be
perceived as settlement
advancement into the
countryside but would not
represent a step-change in
settlement form. It would not
cross a distinctive boundary
feature.

Development would have a poor
relationship with existing
settlement form, crossing a
boundary feature and/or
extending into an area with a
distinctly different landscape —
e.g. the extension of settlement

beyond a ridge crest or into a
valley.

A well-integrated settlement
edge by virtue of landscape
structure or landform variation
will be more sensitive.

Settlement setting

The extent to which an area contributes to the identity and distinctiveness of a settlement, by way of its character and/or its contribution to a
perceived gap between settlements (the loss of which would increase coalescence). Note this may not be applicable for sites where
proposed development is remote from any existing settlement.

Lower sensitivity Higher sensitivity

N
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The landscape detracts from the
character of the settlement and
does not contribute to the
separation of settlements either
because of distance or because
significant parts of the developed
area are already closer to the
neighbouring settlement.

The landscape makes a limited
positive contribution to the
character of the settlement. It
either contributes to the gap
between large settlements, but
not to an extent where
development would have a
strong effect on the perception
of separate settlements, or it
contributes to a gap between a
settlement and an outlying
farmstead or hamlet but
development would still leave
some sense of separation.

The landscape provides a
distinctive setting to one or
more settlement areas and/or is
important in the perception of a
gap between distinct
settlements.

The area plays an important

role in relation to the setting of
the settlement for views to key
features of the settlement (e.g.
church towers) or views from
the settlement.

Views

This takes into consideration the visual character of the site, including the extent of openness or enclosure and the importance of skylines,
and the extent to which the landscape contributes to views from sensitive viewpoint locations, or to which development in this area would
intrude on sensitive views. Locations such as tourist attractions, promoted viewpoints and national trails will be more sensitive than local
footpaths. Locations used for recreation, such as country parks or local public green space, are more sensitive than passing views from
rights of way, and private views have less sensitivity than public viewpoints. This criteria also considers visual relationships with nationally

designated AONB landscapes.

Lower sensitivity Higher sensitivity

—>

The landscape is enclosed and
well screened from public or
private view and is not visually
prominent in the landscape.

There is clear visibility from
public rights of way in the
immediate vicinity, to which the
site makes a limited positive
contribution, but little intrusion
on public views from the wider
landscape.

There is clear visibility from
sensitive receptor locations
where the undeveloped

character of the landscape

contributes to the quality of the

view. The area is visually

prominent in the wider
landscape.

Perceptual qualities

Perceptual qualities include scenic value, intact rural character, remoteness and tranquillity. Landscapes that are relatively remote or tranquil

(landscapes with a lack of human activity or disturbance, or landscapes with perceived naturalness and traditional rural feel) tend to have
higher levels of sensitivity to development compared to landscapes that contain signs of modern development or those with a high level of
human disturbance/activity. High scenic value and dark night skies also increase sensitivity in relation to this criterion. In assessing scenic
value, this criterion considered the special qualities of the nationally designated AONB landscapes, where relevant.

Lower sensitivity Higher sensitivity —
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An area with a disturbed A landscape with scenic A highly tranquil and scenic
landscape, strongly influenced by qualities and/or some rural landscape, lacking intrusive
development/activity/ intrusion. character, separation or elements. Demonstrates special
isolation, but with some distinct qualities.

intrusive elements — e.g. road
noise or an abandoned
character resulting from a lack
of management.

Cultural and historical associations

The extent to which the landscape has ‘time-depth’ — a sense of being a historic landscape — and/or has cultural associations — e.g. features
in art or literature or is associated with an important historical figure. Information from the Historic Landscape Characterisation (HLC) is used
to inform the assessment where available. It considers historic as it relates to landscape character and is not a heritage assessment.

Lower sensitivity Higher sensitivity —_—
A landscape with no cultural or A landscape with visible historic A landscape with a strong,
historical influence or elements or cultural intrinsic historic character, or
associations, in which field forms associations which has some associations with important
have no historic value. historic character, but which is historic/cultural persons or
not part of a wider historic events, that is not diminished by
landscape; or a site with little modern human influence.
historic character but which
forms part of an area that does
have some historic character.
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2.19 The desk-based assessment uses the existing published
evidence with the analysis of spatial data to reach draft
judgements on sensitivity that can be tested, verified and
refined through field survey. This process considered sites
within their wider landscape context drawing on the published
landscape assessment information.

2.20 The interim sensitivity assessment for each of the sites
draws upon the desk and spatial analysis and included draft
justifications against each sensitivity criteria, providing a basis
for testing during field survey work. This process also helped
identify missing or uncertain information, providing a focus for
the survey work.

2.21 As with all assessments based upon data and
information which is to a greater or lesser extent
subjective, some caution is required in its interpretation.
An assessment of landscape sensitivity is the result of a
complex interplay of often unequally weighted variables (i.e.
‘criteria’). Each site/group of sites is assessed against each
criterion in turn, with explanatory text indicating features or
attributes of lower or higher sensitivity. This culminates in an
overall landscape sensitivity judgement (using the five-point
scale above), taking account of the interrelationships between
the different criteria and the specific characteristics of the
landscape being assessed.

2.22 While the Landscape Sensitivity Assessment results
provide an initial indication of landscape sensitivity, they
should not be interpreted as definitive statements on the
suitability of individual sites for a particular development.
All proposals will need to be assessed on their own merits
through the planning process, including — where required —
through proposal-specific Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessments (LVIAs).

2.23 The field verification site assessment was undertaken in
August 2020.

2.24 A structured process of field survey verification was
undertaken by landscape experts in order to test and refine
the outputs from the desk study. Each of the SHELAA sites
was visited to record information against each assessment
criterion and take photographs. The field survey was
undertaken from roads and public rights of way to gain an
understanding of landscape sensitivity, with no access to
private land.

The fieldwork focused in particular on the relationships
between the assessment sites and adjoining settlement,
landscape settings and wider views, and perceptual qualities
(i.e. levels of tranquillity). For more sensitive sites, it also
noted any potential mitigation which could be used to reduce
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the impact of development on the landscape. These sites are
likely to remain of higher sensitivity and implementation of
mitigation does not mean that development would not result in
a landscape impact. For those sites rated as Moderate or
lower landscape sensitivity, specific mitigation is equally
important and should be an integral part of development.

2.25 For all residential and employment development
mitigation of landscape impacts and opportunities for wider
landscape enhancement should be considered.

2.26 A summary of the assessment results is provided in
Chapter 3, while the full assessment profiles are included in
Appendix B. The assessment profiles are ordered
geographically by parishes.

2.27 Each of the full assessment profiles is structured in
common format as follows:

Identifying information about the site including location
maps

Assessment judgements for each of the six landscape
criteria

An overall landscape sensitivity judgement for residential
or employment development

Guidance on potential mitigation for those sites identified
as moderate—high or high landscape sensitivity.
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Table 3.1: Summary of overall LSA results

SHELAA reference code

Section 3
Project findings and guidance

This chapter summarises the
findings of the assessment and
includes generic guidance for
accommodating residential and
employment development within
the landscape.

Project findings

3.1 Table 3.1 sets out the overall landscape sensitivity
judgements for the sites considered within the assessment.
This is ordered geographically by Parish.

3.2 While the overall landscape sensitivity judgement gives
a good indication of the susceptibility of the landscape to
change, it is important to read the text within the profiles which
provides more detail on the specific features of the landscape
which are likely to be sensitive to development.

JLP reference

Development type

Landscape sensitivity score

Acton SS0177 LA045 Residential Moderate-low
SS1225 Employment Moderate-low
Aldham SS0258 LS01 Residential Low
S$S0259 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
Ashbocking SS0796 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
Bacton SS0088 LA046 Residential Moderate
SS0266 LA105 Residential Moderate
SS0099 LAO47 Residential Moderate-low
SS0518 LA106 Residential Moderate-low
SS0859 Residential Moderate
Badwell Ash S$S0020 LS01 Residential Low
SS0037 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
SS0078 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
SS0558 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
SS0809 Residential Moderate-low
SS0814 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
SS1292 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
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SHELAA reference code

JLP reference
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Development type

Landscape sensitivity score

Barham SS0076 Residential Moderate-high
SS0551 LAOO1 Residential Moderate-high
SS1056 LA119 Residential Low
Barking SS0603 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
S§S1070 Residential Moderate
Battisford SS0612 LS01 Residential Low
Belstead SS0591 LAQ0OS Residential Moderate
Bentley SS0395 Residential Moderate-low
S$S0820 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
SS1044 Residential Moderate-low
Beyton SS0736 LS01 Residential Moderate-low
SS1065 LS01 Residential Moderate
Bildeston SS0278 LA048 Residential Moderate
Botesdale and Rickinghall SS0091 LAO51 Residential Mod