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Visual Analysis

4.42 From the north, views are restricted to Hythe Road 
users and to a few residential properties along the 
road that their back gardens are facing towards the 
Site. Most of the views are relatively screened, due 
to the undulating topography and the intervening 
mature trees between the Site and the receptors. 
Views are mainly localised and include viewpoints 
along a small section of Hythe Road. From this 
direction the Site is relatively contained and 
becomes visible from localised viewpoints.

4.43 From the northeast, there are long distance views 
(over 5.5km) from Kent Downs National Landscape 
and the adjacent roads. The Site itself is visible due 
to the topography, where the viewpoints are on a 
much higher ground and they allow for long distance 
panoramic views.

4.44 From the east, views are limited to local roads, 
public footpaths and residents at the western edge 
of Mersham village. There are views immediately 
adjacent to the Site from the arable fi elds and the 
crossing PRoW that connects the Site to Mersham. 
There are some medium to long distance views that 
overlook the Site due to the undulating topography 
but most of them are restricted by the intervening 
hedgerows and mature trees.

4.45 From the south, there are immediate views from 
Church Road users and residents, but the mature 
hedgerows and trees screen the Site well. The 
undulating topography allows for few sparse long 
distance views from higher grounds. These views 
are restricted to the PRoW and road users. From 
this direction the Site is relatively contained.

4.46 From the west, most of the views are from the 
immediate area, along Church Road including St 
Mary’s church. The visual receptors on the edge of 
Willesborough aff ord restricted medium and long 
distance views, due to the topography and the built 
environment of the urban fringe, with the intervening 
A2070. From this direction the Site is relatively 

contained, apart from the immediate adjacent area. 

Summary of Visual Baseline

4.47 The urban setting north west of the Application Site 
provides intervening features that limit the visibility 
of the site from that direction. However, the site is 
visible from the immediate area at the west and 
around St Mary’s church. The topography to the 
south allows for a few distant views from higher 
grounds but the intervening features screen the 
Site, allowing only glimpsed viewpoints. The east 
part of the study area has an undulating raised 
topography that allows more views from the farm 
fi elds and the edge of Mersham. Overall, views of 
the Site are restricted to the immediate vicinity with 
a few mid and long range views outside the study 
area. During winter months, it is expected that the 
intervening features, such as trees and hedgerows, 
will provide less screening due to leaf loss, and 
some views might be more prominent.

Evolution of Baseline and Future 
Baseline

4.48 If full planning permission for the Development 
is not granted, it is anticipated that a scheme, 
similar to the previous outline permission, could 
be implemented on at the Application Site. These 
changes would likely aff ect the visual amenity and 
landscape character, either adversely, neutrally or 

benefi cially.

4.49 The future baseline would also change when 
considering the 3No. cumulative schemes within the 
study area (as detailed in ES Volume 1: Chapter 2 
and mentioned in Section 2 of this report), which 
would alter the visual amenity and landscape 
character.
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5. The Development

Introduction

5.1 The assessment of potential eff ects is based 
on  the Development indicated in ES Volume 1: 
Chapter 4 (The Development) and the fi gures which 
accompany it, these include:
Development drawings, including Site Layout Plan 
and Landscape Plans (Details to be confi rmed)

5.2 An assessment of the eff ects resulting from the 
Development are presented in this report.  As the 
Development includes strategic planting, especially 
along the Application boundary, the assessment 
will present separately the eff ects on Year 1 and on 
Year 15, where it is expected that the vegetation will 
have matured. 

5.3 Images showing the approximate extend of the 
Development are shown on Figures 7, 9, 10, 12, 

13, 15, 17, 19, 21, 23, 25, 27, 29, 31 and 32.

Complete and Operational Development

5.4 The Development operating at a permanent 
basis would give rise to a number of changes in 
landscape character and visual amenity caused 
predominantly by the introduction of industrial 
features and associated infrastructure. Such 
changes would signifi cantly alter landscape 
character and visual amenity. Visual eff ects 
during operation of the Development, would aff ect 
landscape features, landscape character and visual 
amenity. These would be caused by:

• The presence of new built form, namely industrial 
buildings;

• The introduction of highways infrastructure and 
upgrading of existing road infrastructure;

• The introduction of vehicles as mobile elements 
within views; 

• The introduction of landscape features such as 
planted areas and open green spaces; and

• Security lighting, fencing and acoustic bunds.
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Visual Amenity

6.8 This section assesses the likely eff ect of the 
Development on the visual receptors identifi ed in 
Table 7. 

Complete and Operational Development

6.9 This assessment is based on an understanding of 
the complete and operational works and qualitative 
assessment of the likely eff ects, of which a visual 
impact has been assessed.

Cumulative Schemes

6.10 Following the viewpoints and receptors listed in 
Table 7, the majority of the cumulative schemes are 
expected not to be visible by most of the receptors, 
as they do not intervene between the viewpoints 
and the Development. However, receptors from 
Viewpoints 6,7 and 8 are likely to experience 
eff ects due to the cumulative schemes. Schemes 
1,2a and 2b are likely to be noticeable from the 
above viewpoints. As a result, the tables under 
these viewpoints will provide the potential eff ects on 
the visual amenity. It is assumed that there will be 
no eff ects to the localised visual amenity at the rest 
of the viewpoints due to the cumulative schemes. 


































