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1. INTRODUCTION


REPORT CONTEXT

1.1
The Site and the Project.  Lydd Quarry is located just to the south west of the town and operated by Brett Aggregates Ltd. From an initial quarry south of Scotney Court the mineral working was extended in 1991 and 1999, so that the total consented now covers a tract of land astride the county boundary between Kent and East Sussex that is parallel to, and north west of, Jury’s Gap Road. The total consented area measures about 4.7km in length (NE-SW) and up to 1km in width (NW-SW). It has involved diversion of the flow in the Jury’s Gut Sewer to the north, so that it flows around the extraction area between the plant site and Scotney Court. The restoration strategy of progressively increased leisure-related wet restoration away from Lydd has been changed to one of lower key recreation nearer the town and greater emphasis on the creation of BAP priority habitats farther away. The purpose of this landscape report is to assess that portion of the quarry (Area 10) that lies within East Sussex under the ROMP provisions.

1.2
Client and Consultants.  The client for the report is Brett Aggregates Ltd. The lead consultants are Davies Planning and the landscape consultants are Keith Funnell Associates (KFA) with Furse Landscape Architect (FLA), a registered practice of the Landscape Institute. They have jointly prepared many assessment and restoration schemes for mineral workings and landfill sites, together with a number of landscape management plans for historic and new semi-natural landscapes. The survey, analysis and proposals for this new proposal have been the direct responsibility of Keith Funnell, who is a landscape architect and landscape manager. He has previously advised Brett Aggregates Ltd about the planting of the amenity bunds south east of the plant site (1993), details for  the approved restoration scheme (1995), the extension of the quarry in East Sussex (1999), an audit of the site for ISO14001 (2001), the Kent ROMP review (2006) and submissions to satisfy conditions (2008-10). He has also been involved in other quarry restoration in the Lydd area.

1.3
Planning Background.  Planning consent was given in 1991 for the excavation of sand and gravel from 156.6 hectares of land at Scotney Court, Pigwell and Dering Farms at Lydd (KCC Ref.SH/89/1062). It was part of a composite application also submitted to East Sussex County Council, as 22.5 hectares of the proposed extension to the then existing Scotney Court Quarry was across the county boundary (planning permission RR/89/2294/CMA). Subsequently a further extension on to Wall Farm was permitted in East Sussex (panning permission RR/291/CM). All the parcels were to be worked consecutively in a broadly NE-SW direction and are collectively known as Lydd Quarry. A re-located processing and concrete batching plant was established near to Burnthouse Wall with a new access and entrance (on to Jury’s Gap Road). Restoration was to a mix of agriculture and amenity afteruses, the latter largely as ‘wet’ restoration, with occasional shingle ridges, reedbeds and tree/shrub planting. In accordance with the Review of Mineral Planning Permissions provisions of the Environment Act 1995, in 2006 the Kent minerals planning authority (MPA) required Brett to submit to it an application for determination of conditions subject to which the land in Kent should be worked in the future and that application, accompanied by an Environmental Statement, resulted in a new permission, SH/07/744//MR66 being granted. Under those same provisions, the planning permission for Area 10 (RR/89/2294/CM) fell to be reviewed 15 years after its grant (i.e. in 2005) but subsequently permission was granted by East Sussex MPA to delay the submission of proposed new conditions until no later than 6 months prior to the commencement of extraction from Area 10.
1.4
Original Restoration Scheme.  The 1995 details were based on the restoration scheme approved in 1991 and are shown on Plan BR/LY/L1 in the appendix. The scheme comprised wet restoration in the form of four lakes with occasional islands, reedbeds and shingle ridges plus some dry restoration to agricultural use, both arable and pasture. The two largest lakes to the south west (either side of the Scotney Court access road) were 32ha and 67ha in area and to be used for dinghy sailing, board sailing and canoeing. The two smaller lakes to the north east (nearer Lydd) were designated for nature conservation and angling. Some planting has been undertaken on the extreme north east boundary and around the northern lakes. The more accessible dry restoration around them is being grazed by sheep.

1.5
Revised Restoration.  A combination of the requirement not to exceed original ground levels and the high water table has precluded restoration to good quality agricultural land. Consequently, the current scheme for the whole quarry aims to create a combination of wet and dry restoration. The former comprises 11 water bodies and reed bed over the silt disposal area (in Kent) and the latter consists of permanent pasture plus some narrow margins ungrazed with small areas of tree and shrub planting.


THE APPROACH

1.6
Restoration Strategy.  A number of key aims have already been developed in consultation with the RSPB and they are set out below.

· Land Use Zoning – to place more emphasis on nature conservation in both wet and dry restoration and to zone the mix with informal recreation such that wildlife receives increasing priority away from the town of Lydd;

· Reedbed – to create more reedbed by utilising silt derived from processing and unsuitable materials to create a more shallow profile over parts of the lake bed;

· Birds – a specific objective of the reedbed creation is to achieve pair(s) of bittern resident and more over-wintering with a gradation of habitats around the margins in order to benefit other species also;

· Dry Restoration – to accept that all-purpose agriculture is not viable due to the shape and level of the restored area and to utilize larger areas for grazing as permanent pasture and smaller, often narrow, areas as ungrazed margins;

· Tree Cover – to limit the amount of woody vegetation in order to discourage larger (bird) predators by avoiding larger stands and focus on native scrub typical of the area to contain parking areas, provide local shelter and reinforce margins subject to erosion as a result of wave fetch;

· Bank Stabilisation – to utilize bio-engineering in the form of reed and willow rolls to reduce problems with erosion on the windward shore due to wave action.

1.7
Report Format.  In order to provide the context for the revised restoration scheme and the baseline for the assessment (see below), the next section of this report sets out landscape survey information about the site generally and that part in East Sussex specifically. The third section deals with the updated restoration and aftercare schemes. It focuses on those aspects that are amended or updated and other issues, such as soil handling remain as previously approved and are not included. The last section of this report applies the same tests as those required in the accepted guidelines for the landscape and visual effects of an environmental statement

1.8
Guidance.  A number of sources have been used in preparing the habitat proposals, most specifically wetlands :

· Gravel Pit Restoration for Wildlife (RSPB 1990), 

· Rivers and Wildlife Handbook (RSPB 1994)
· Wetland Restoration Manual (The Wildlife Trusts 2002 & 2005).

The landscape approach in the last section is based on the recommendations in :

· Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Assessment published in 2002 by the Landscape Institute (LI) and the Institute of Environmental Assessment (IEA). 


It has also taken note of the Landscape Institute’s earlier Advice Note 01/99 and the Countryside Commission’s booklets Landscape Assessment Guidance (CCP 423) and Environmental Assessment (CCP 326).

2.
LANDSCAPE SURVEY

PHYSICAL AND BIOLOGICAL LANDSCAPE

2.1
Location and Setting.  Most of the quarry subject to the ROMP provisions is just inside the neighbouring county of Kent, with only a small area extending into East Sussex (Area 10). The plant site is about 2km south west of Lydd town centre and about 1.5km from the urban periphery. Extraction and subsequent restoration has progressed in a south westerly and current working is in Area 9, just to the west of the Scotney Court Farm complex. There is agricultural land to the north west and the Ministry of Defence Lydd Range complex occupies all of the land to the south east of Jury’s Gap Road.
2.2
Geology, Landform and Drainage.  The site occupies one of the older parts of Walland Marsh and historical records point to agricultural reclamation of the gravel banks and silt lagoons in the period 1200 to 1280 AD. The process involved the construction of new sea walls and was completed by two of the four main ecclesiastical landowners on the marsh at the time. Battle Abbey controlled the land to the north east (towards Lydd) and Robertsbridge Abbey was responsible for the land to the south west (towards Camber). The walls erected as part of the reclamation process and the subtle undulations resulting from variable marine deposition account for the main changes in micro-relief today. The land is generally between 2m and 3m AOD and the Scotney Petty Sewer defines much of the north western boundary.

2.3
Type and Pattern of Vegetation.  The woody vegetation within and around the site reflects the twin effects of natural factors, especially climatic exposure, and the predominance of arable cultivation or short term leys tight up to the boundary of field parcels. There is thus limited potential for woody vegetation to establish on field margins or parcels of uncultivated land and exposure to maritime winds plus paucity of the natural seed source have further frustrated regeneration of trees and shrubs. The main opportunities have been restricted to the sides of the old embankments, the slopes either side of dykes and marginal land between the two or adjacent to the road that has not been reclaimed for farmland. Here individual or small groups of trees and/or shrubs have established with occasional belts of more extensive scrub vegetation. There has also been some planting of trees and shrubs linked to the recent mineral extraction to the north east.

2.4
Woody Species.  The most prominent species are Salix spp. (Willow) and Prunus spinosa (Blackthorn); the former include Salix caprea (Goat Willow), Salix cinerea (grey willow), Salix fragilis (Crack Willow) and Salix viminalis (Common Osier). There is one small group of Quercus robur (English Oak) amongst the scrub on the north side of the Kentpen Wall abutting the south west side of Area 12, with occasional Sambucus nigra (Elder) and Ulex europaeus (Gorse) in the wider landscape. The planting linked to the current and past mineral workings to the north (in Kent) has included Acer pseuodplatanus (Sycamore), Alnus glutinosa (Alder), Crataegus monogyna (hawthorn), Populus alba (White Poplar) and Salix alba var. (White Willow varieties), in addition to some of the indigenous species noted above. More varied species, including many evergreens, are present on the MoD Lydd Ranges.

HUMAN AND CULTURAL LANDSCAPE
2.5
Land Uses.  Agriculture is the predominant land use, with most field parcels being under arable cultivation. The former mineral working to the east, which is transected by the county boundary, has been restored to as a large lake with permanent pasture grazed by sheep around the periphery. The MoD ranges farther to the south east include extensive shingle ridges, incidental grass and occasional scrub vegetation, especially on the landward margins. The Scotney Court complex lies to the east of Area 10 (beyond Area 9 in Kent). The former mineral workings farther to the east have been restored to lakes with permanent pasture grazed by sheep and some conservation margins around the periphery. Under the recently approved ROMP proposals for the larger Kent part of the quarry, more reedbed is to be created both to the north east and the south west of the current plant site.

2.6
Residential Areas.  There are no residential areas within close proximity of Area 10, the nearest being at Camber 3km to the west and Lydd 2.5km to the north east. There are no residential properties in the immediate vicinity, the nearest being Scotney Court Farmworkers Cottages some 400m to the north east. There are occasional dwellings beside Jury’s Gap Road to the south east; the distance from the nearest boundary of the site shown in the brackets that follow the name - Outlands Cottage (800m), Jury’s Gap Farm (600m) and Rosedale (550m). A further group of three houses - Midrips Cottages (1200m) are located on the south east side of the road, tightly contained by the security fencing around the Lydd ranges. The Jury’s Gap Coastguard Cottages (2000m) are located to the south east, Scotney Court Farm (700m) to the north and Scotney Court (500m), now uninhabited and derelict, to the north east.

2.7
Public Rights of Way (PROWs).  There are no public rights of way across Area 10. A bridleway follows the course of the former Tore Wall immediately to the north west of the proposed gravel working. This continues to the south west towards Camber via the sewage works and north east to Scotney Bridge in Kent (as HL35 beyond the boundary) where it links with further bridleways in the neighbouring county (HL24 + HL28). There are more bridleways at a greater distance to the north west that connect with Scotney Court Farm and Wainway Gate, whilst a public footpath lies beyond Scotney Court to the north east (HL15). The National Cycle Route 2 follows close to the near side of Jury’s Gap Road to the south east (beyond the intervening and predominantly wet restoration).


VISIBILITY OF THE SITE

2.8
Zone of Visual Influence.  As the earlier description of site features and uses implies, the landscape lacks either topographical variation or significant woody vegetation, a combination which results in wide views over the local countryside. However, the extensive marshland means that the angle of view is often very low and acute, so that quite large field parcels are no more than a thin band in panoramas of the wider landscape. The main views in the context of the current/future workings are from public rights of way in the form of public bridleways on the Tore Wall to the north west and along the Scotney Court access to the east. The National Cycle Route 2, which is also of note due to its relative proximity and high usage. There are also views from Jury’s Gap Road itself. The sub-division below focuses in more detail on areas yet to be worked.

2.9
Views from Houses.  The main potential for views from residential properties is from Scotney Court Farmworkers Cottages to the north east, although the Area 9 workings will be in the foreground. The three houses to the south west with accesses on to Jury’s Gap Road are also of note. Rosedale, the closest, is a bungalow and the main outlook is to the south east so that the view towards the site is more acute and the intervening distance significant, with the competing visual incident of the restored lake. Jury’s Gap Farm and Outlands Cottage also have limited outlook due to their design and orientation, whilst the distance is greater. Midrips Cottages are even more detached on the opposite (far) side of Jury’s Gap Road, whilst the aspect is partly obscured by intervening outbuildings within the holding and limited in number. The same observation applies to the two farm complexes at Scotney Court and Scotney Court Farm to the east and north respectively. Both include intervening farm buildings of some scale.

2.10
Views from Public Rights of Way.  The most immediate views are from the bridleway along the Tore Wall to the north of the site. There are also some open and uninterrupted views from the closest sections of the National Cycle Route 2, although the distance never falls below 500m. There are also views from the bridleway which follows the Scotney Court access road. The site quickly becomes no more than a narrow band in the more distant views from these public bridleways and public footpaths to the west and north.

2.11
Views from Roads.  Jury’s Gap Road is the only vehicular route in the immediate vicinity. There are some open and slightly elevated views from the section between Rosedale and Scotney Court access, at which point the road is increasingly beyond the earlier mineral workings to the north east. The view also quickly dissipates farther to the south west (towards the coast), as containment is increasingly afforded by the intervening Kentpen Wall.

3.
REVISED RESTORATION AND AFTERCARE SCHEMES

EARTHWORKS FOR HABITATS AND CULTIVATIONS

3.1
Design Considerations.  Plan shape, edge treatment, shore profile and subsequent establishment of wetland habitats reflect the guidance listed in section 1 of this report. The main principles to be followed are outlined below.

· Ground Modelling - will avoid regular geometric shapes or standard profiles wherever possible with emphasis on replicating natural wetland areas, with micro-profiling employed to maximize habitat diversity.

· Use of Machinery - will be arranged so as to minimize movements (and consequent compaction) and will normally take place when the site or phase is de-watered.

· A Range of Water Depths - will be created with some bare mud and some areas unflooded to create further opportunities for wildlife.

· Open Water Configuration - will be as natural as possible (allowing for the constraint set by the shape of the extraction area), include bays and promontories to increase water’s edge plus shelter/seclusion and take due account of the fetch and potential erosion on the lee shore.

· Bio-technical Engineering Techniques - will be considered where erosion may or does occur and may take the form of reed and/or willow rolls.

· Maintenance Access - will be provided to restored areas as part of detailed design.

3.2
Final Shaping of Water Edges.  The restoration work will ensure variation in cross and long profiles around the water areas, with some undulation in micro-relief in form of low and high spots to create a variety of niches for plants and animals. Occasional steeper slopes to the water’s edge will be retained and amended for the same reasons. Where reedbed planting is to take place, the sub-surface profile will shelve gently upwards at no more than 1:15. It will vary in depth from 0.75m to 1.5m with open water areas in excess of 1.5m. Bunds may be used to sub-divide areas in an irregular (rather than geometric) way, both to control water levels locally and allow access for future management. The surface of the reedbed area will be blinded with a 200mm depth of clean soil.
3.3
Seedbed Preparation.  Cultivations will be used to keep restored areas substantially weed-free in the interval between placement and subsequent seedbed preparation. Preparation of a seedbed and sowing of seed will normally be implemented during August or September in any year. The soil over all available areas will be cultivated under suitable conditions to a depth of 200mm to produce a fine, lightly consolidated tilth for the sowing of the specific mixtures. Any stones, debris or other non-biodegradable material in excess of a 75mm ring brought to the surface during these operations will be removed as before. Any severe nutrient deficiencies that may prejudice the prescribed afteruse and related establishment of grasses and wildflowers may be corrected by fertiliser application, which will be limited to that deemed essential for the purpose.


PERMANENT PASTURE

3.4
Seeding.  Over permanent pasture areas, the following mixture will be sown at 50kg/ha (available as ‘Gold Dragon’ mix from M.A.S. Tel/Fax 01249 819013) : 



2.0 kg

‘Solid’



(Tetraploid Hybrid Ryegrass)



2.0kg

‘Agri’



(Perennial Ryegrass)



3.0kg

‘Trani/Lasso’


(Perennial Ryegrass)



2.5kg

‘Sparta’


(Cocksfoot)



1.5kg

‘Promesse’


(Timothy)



1.5kg

‘Raja’



(Late Red Clover)



0.5kg

‘Emmo’


(Alsike Clover)



0.5kg

 Ribgrass,Chic.,Burnet

(Mixed Herbs)



0.5kg

‘Milkanova’


(White Clover)



0.1kg

‘Nanouk’


(Wild White Clover)

3.5
Aftercare


Year 1.  In the spring following sowing the whole area will be cut to a height of 30-50mm when the grass has grown to 100-150mm. Any additional picking of stones in excess of 75mm ring will be carried out at this stage.  Accessible parts of the sward may then be lightly rolled under suitable conditions and chain harrowed. Any places where the seed mixture has failed to germinate will be re-sown. Thereafter the grass will be flailed off on up to six separate occasions (April to September) to leave the length of vegetation between the limits of 100mm and 150mm respectively. No fertiliser will be applied unless there are problems with establishment of the sward.


Year 2.  In the spring any additional picking of stones in excess of 75mm will be carried out and the areas chain harrowed and rolled, where feasible and appropriate, with nutrients added and reseeding carried out, where necessary, as for year 1. The establishment of the sward will be reviewed and, if it has progressed sufficiently, sheep will be introduced at a low stocking rate until the end of October, dependent on ground conditions. Any severe weed infestation will be rectified by the reintroduction of a cutting regime and/or hand clearance.


Years 3-5.  Grazing will continue with stocking rates adjusted according to the condition of the sward. Rolling, harrowing and weed control will be continued where necessary.


WETLANDS

3.6
Reedbeds.  Common reed is a highly productive and fast growing plant and will rapidly colonise bare ground to the extent that full reed cover can be achieved in less than the statutory aftercare period (five years). Such establishment may encompass direct seeding, pot-grown reeds, rhizome transplants and/or stem cuttings. Rhizome transplants are most suited to available resources and can be spread in a number of ways including turf and/or as excavated topsoil containing rhizomes, which are the preferred options in this case.

· Turf Planting.  Turfs with large areas of undamaged rhizomes are protected from frost and water-logging by the maintenance of an intact mat and aerial parts. This method will comprise the use of 1m2 turfs at 10m intervals to give reasonable coverage in one year.

· Excavated Topsoil.  If possible, material excavated from ditch or silt bed clearance work will be spread at c.200-300mm depth across wet soil between the anticipated summer and winter water levels and not allowed to dry out. In the event that this is not available, topsoil stripped from the working area will be used

The applicant's local landholdings will be reviewed as potential sources of plant material, with preference given to transitory colonisation of native progeny such as silt lagoon, ditches in need of clearing out to assist surface water drainage or areas awaiting excavation (rather than established reedbeds on the margins of completed wet restoration. Water levels will be controlled during the establishment phase in accordance with the earlier guidance. Contacts with local wildlife organisations and other conservation bodies may also lead to sourcing of native marginal or aquatic plants from management works or rescue operations on development sites; they could then be introduced to achieve greater diversity. This would support translocation and natural regeneration, which is preferred to the acquisition of aquatic nursery stock of dubious progeny.

3.7
Aftercare of Wetland Areas.

Open Water.  At least quarterly inspections will take place to review the establishment of marginal plants that have arrived naturally, been introduced from other sites or planted from stock surplus to maintenance works elsewhere. Local clearance of excessive or undesirable vegetation growth, especially in smaller areas may be desirable in the autumn of later years to retain sufficient areas of shallow open water or a diverse species mix close to the shore.


Reedbeds.  Whilst common reed is a vigorous plant, it is vulnerable to grazing and competition from other wetland species. Competition from ruderal species such as thistle can be controlled by shallow flooding and other options that may be employed comprise hand pulling and spot treatment with an approved herbicide. Grazing of farm stock will be strictly controlled and measures such as wire mesh netting, orange beacon netting and/or diagonally striped hazard tape may be used to discourage grazing by wildfowl such as Canada geese. Any notable scrub invasion will be controlled by cutting and grubbing or application of an approved brushwood killer to preclude re-growth. This will discourage drier and shadier conditions and the gradual succession by carr woodland.


MONITORING AND REVIEW

3.8
Regular Monitoring.  Regular inspections of the restored areas will be undertaken by site staff throughout the aftercare period to assess the establishment of grassland and scrub respectively and determine any additional or remedial measures that may be necessary.

3.9
Annual Review.  An annual monitoring meeting will be arranged with the Planning Authority to assess the progress of the landscape measures and to discuss and agree any changes to the submitted restoration and aftercare provisions, as they relate to later phases. Particular importance is attached to an evaluation of the early restoration and aftercare of the first phase, so that relative successes and failures can be reflected in fine tuning of the subsequent landscape works.

4.
LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL ASSESSMENT


APPROACH AND METHODOLOGY

4.1
Definition of Impacts.  It is important to distinguish between landscape and visual impacts. The definitions adopted in this assessment are as follows :


(i)
Landscape Impacts - comprise changes in the fabric, character and quality of the landscape as a result of development.


(ii)
Visual Impacts - relate solely to generally available views of the landscape and the effects of those changes on people; specific impacts may result from an intrusive feature or the obstruction of a view and the overall effect on visual amenity can range from degradation to enhancement.


Potential impacts on the landscape resource are usually straightforward and tangible. Visual impacts are more fluid and transient, so the appraisal has included the variation in impacts over time and place and how they are affected by the proposed mitigation measures.

4.2
Sensitivity, Magnitude and Significance.  It is important to determine whether a particular landscape resource or visual receptor can accommodate a specific development without longer term harm. A hierarchy is useful in categorising sensitivity in both cases, the first relating to susceptibility of current landscape character and quality and the second to the activity of the receptor (giving priority to where people live, then where they go for recreation and leisure and finally where they work or travel). The nature of impacts ‘before’ and ‘after’ mitigation, the potential for different mitigation measures and the likely effect in year 1 and year 15 all need to be identified. Impacts can either be adverse, leading to a deterioration in landscape resources or visual amenity, or positive resulting in a degree of improvement. Three thresholds of significance derived from different combinations of sensitivity and magnitude have been used as follows - ‘substantial’ (high sensitivity or high magnitude); ‘moderate’ (medium sensitivity + magnitude or low + high); ‘slight’ (low sensitivity or low magnitude); and ‘no notable change’ (the neutral area with no discernible deterioration or improvement).
4.3
Possible Impacts.  Mineral workings and waste management projects are different to many other forms of built development in that there are often two distinct phases :


(i)
Temporary Impacts.  These occur during the operational period and can be relatively short-term, but of consequence due to their potentially intrusive nature. Visual impacts may comprise the earthworks, the on-site traffic, the machinery excavating or loading materials and the plant processing the mineral. One or more of these elements may be discordant in the wider landscape, but they are usually limited over time and place.


(ii)
Permanent Effects.  The final landscape may be different, with changes to landform and/or landcover, including field rationalisation. The main issues are the extent to which restored areas are assimilated in the wider landscape over the ensuing years and the effect on local character and individual features. The ultimate test is to what degree it appears imposed on, rather than integrated with, the local landscape.


The reduction in impacts after restoration is progressive, with some immediate amelioration and increasing assimilation over time as soft landscape works establish. Thus the assessment looks at the consequences after completion and then 15 years later.

4.4
Possible Impacts.  In this case the possible impacts have to be set in the context of the baseline position, namely the approved restoration scheme. The main issues that may give rise to variation in impacts are :

· land uses – permanent changes to the mixed pattern of afteruses;

· landscape – permanent changes to landscape resources and visual amenity.

In the first case, the consequences relate to the different spatial context and relationship to local receptors. The main elements in the mixed land use pattern on restoration have been re-ordered with the primary role given to nature conservation rather than recreation (which is subsidiary) and finally agriculture (limited to permanent pasture). This has implications for landscape resources and related visual amenity, the most notable being the extent of wetlands and the absence of arable farming.

POTENTIAL IMPACTS ON LANDSCAPE RESOURCES
4.5
Assessment Criteria.  Sensitivity measure whether the local landscape can accommodate development without longer term harm or degradation. It reflects the existing land uses(s), pattern and scale of the landscape, degree of enclosure and value placed on the landscape. A hierarchy is useful in categorising sensitivity and the following has been used in this case :


Sensitivity of Landscape Resource






Value

Landscapes with a variety of positive features, distinctive character


and overall unity that would be susceptible to even small changes


High


Landscapes with some positive features but also intrusive elements


that are reasonably tolerant to some change





Medium


Landscapes with few positive features and many intrusive elements


that could accommodate substantial change





Low


The extent (area) and duration (time) of impacts are important in determining their overall significance. It is considered that the locality should be classed as low, since there are few positive and many adverse features present. The basis for assessing the magnitude of impacts is as follows :


Landscape Impacts







        Magnitude

Notable change in landscape character over extensive area


or intensive change over more limited area





High


Moderate changes in localised area






Medium


Little change in any landscape features





Low

4.6
Loss of, or Change to, Landscape Features.  The proposal takes place within the consented area and has no effect on existing landscape features.
4.7
Changes to Land Use Pattern.  The pattern of wet restoration (as opposed to dry) is broadly the same as the approved scheme. The main alteration is some reedbed as part of wetland restoration. The proposed changes will improve the value of the afteruse, chiefly for the benefit of wildlife but also in terms of landscape resources and consequent visual amenity.
4.8
Unmitigated Landscape Impacts.  The local landscape is one where considerable disturbance has occurred as a result of recent development linked to the energy and defence industries and where pylon lines, wind turbines and security fences are prominent features. The sensitivity of the landscape resource is therefore assessed as low and the temporary impact during on-going extraction is considered to be no notable change.

POTENTIAL IMPACTS ON VISUAL AMENITY
4.9
Zone of Visual Influence (ZVI).  It is helpful to divide the potential impact before mitigation by compass direction in order to summarize how the visual effects are distributed. The issue of visibility is concentrated on the two longer boundaries.


(i)
Views from the North.  There will be open views from the bridleway along the Tore Wall, which is some 75m to the north east of the mineral working at its nearest point and from Scotney Court Farmworkers Cottages 400m to the north east.


(ii)
Views from the South.  There will be longer distance views from the cyclepath and similar, though more transitory, views (due to traffic speed) from Jury’s Gap Road adjacent. There is also the potential for views from the three properties beside the road – Rosedale, Jury’s Gap Farm and Outlands Cottage.


In summary, the main views of note are from the Tore Wall bridleway, the cyclepath and the adjacent road and the three residential properties beside it.

4.10
Unmitigated Impacts on Visual Receptors.  The main categories locally in descending order of sensitivity and the likely impacts are as follows :

(i) Residential Properties.  Scotney Court Farmworkers Cottages are separated from Area 10 by the current Area 9 workings (in Kent). There are three properties fronting Jury’s Gap Road to the south west of the mineral working. The nearest (Rosedale) is 550m away with the large lake formed by the earliest mineral working intervening. Given this context, the consequent pre-mitigation assessment is no notable change for all these properties. Other dwellings are even more detached from the site with buildings or other artifacts often intervening.

(iii)
Public Rights of Way.  The main impact during extraction will be on the Tore Wall bridleway, where unmitigated impact on users during extraction is assessed as slight adverse. National Cycle Route 2 and indeed other public access routes are at a much greater distance with the flat landscape precluding any overlooking and other landscape features including water areas intervening. For these reasons unmitigated impact is considered to be no notable change.


(iii)
Roads.  The only highway affected is Jury's Gap Road, where the position is similar to the cyclepath and assessed as no notable change.


MITIGATION AND RE-EVALUATION

4.11
Current Situation.  The earlier description has identified how the site location already affords a number of mitigating factors :

· the flat terrain which precludes overlooking;

· the Lydd army camp which occupies a considerable part of the visual envelope;

· the landscape context where intrusive elements already draw the eye;

· the limited number of visual receptors, especially houses (as the most sensitive).


In particular, the development benefits from the fact that in the views where public access is likely to be greatest, the site is more distant and often seen beyond a more diverse foreground of water and wildlife.

4.12
Proposed Mitigation.  There will be significant unsuitable material arising from the excavation that offers the opportunity to create reed-beds around the periphery. It is proposed to form one larger reedbed in the northern ’bay’ and small, incidental areas to create more diversity dotted along the remainder of the shoreline. These will enhance wildlife habitats and afford greater landscape interest.


EVALUATION OF EFFECTS

4.13
Effects on the Landscape Resource.  The revised restoration scheme effectively incorporates its own mitigation and the earlier identified impacts - no notable change during operations and at year 1 with slight positive effects pertaining well before year 15. The reed-beds are likely to be well established by the end of the five year aftercare period.
4.14
Effects on Views and Visual Amenity.  The landscape benefits identified above also have positive results in terms of visual amenity. The water and wildlife will be of more interest than the former agricultural use, whilst edge detailing will soften and vary the transition zone between land and water. On completion of restoration the impact on users of the Tore Wall bridleway (the main most notable visual receptor) is assessed as slight positive, due to the attraction of water and attendant wildlife.

4.14
Conclusion.  There is thus a positive residual effect on the landscape resource as a result of this proposal and a temporary adverse effect on visual amenity for users of the closest bridleway. The permanent effect on visual amenity is also beneficial. The main environmental benefit is the contribution to BAP priority habitats and species, whilst there are also longer term landscape gains, due to the more diverse and distinctive character.

Table 1.  Summary of Landscape and Visual Effects





  Unmitigated



Mitigated







       Year 1

     Year 15

Landscape Effects

------------------

-------------------

slight positive


Visual Effects

Residential Properties

------------------

-------------------

-----------------


Tore Wall Bridleway

slight adverse

-------------------

slight positive


Other Public Access Routes
-------------------

-------------------

------------------


Jury's Gap Road

-------------------

-------------------

-----------------


---------------
no notable change in terms of impacts/effects
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