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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Scope 

1.1 Barton Willmore, now Stantec was requested by Rutland County Council to undertake a Peer 

Review of the Landscape and Visual section of the Preliminary Environmental Information 

Report (PEIR) prepared by LDA Design in relation to the proposed Mallard Pass Solar Farm (the 

'Proposed Development') near Essendine.  

1.2 This Peer Review comprises a desktop review of the methodology, baseline analysis, illustrative  

material and visualisations, and judgements on the nature and significance of the potential 

effects that may arise as a result of the Proposed Development , alongside consideration of 

compliance with the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Scoping Report  and Scoping 

Opinion. A field survey has not been conducted as part of this Peer Review.  

1.3 Any considered omissions, inconsistences and suggestions for further clarity are provided (and  

underlined) in order to advise on the robustness of the work undertaken by LDA Design. Our 

Peer Review and the views expressed herein should be taken without prejudice and are based 

solely on the information provided as part of the PEIR. 

The Proposed Development 

1.4 The Proposed Development is a proposed solar farm for the instillation of solar photovoltaic 

(PV) panels with a rated generation of 50 megawatts (MW), principally comprising PV arrays, 

mounting structures, inverters, transformers, switchgears, ancillary built form and security 

fencing, distribution and grid connection cabling, access tracks and landscaping measures. The 

Proposed Development will be distributed across four main areas, the main body of the solar 

farm, mitigation and enhancement areas, highways works, and the grid connection corridor, 

which together amount to approximately 906ha.  
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2.0 REVIEW OF METHODOLOGY 

LVIA Method and Approach 

2.1 The chapter sets out that the approach to the assessment of potential landscape and visual 

effects is centered around the Solar PV Site and Mitigation and Enhancement Areas, albeit this 

approach will be revisited within the ES when further information is available and revised if 

necessary. 

2.2 The chapter describes that potential effects on landscape character and visual amenity will be 

explored during construction, operation and decommissioning phases, drawing from the 

guidance set out in 'The Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Third Edition', 

'An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment' and 'The Landscape Institut e TGN 06/19'. 

Further guidance is also noted as being derived from 'Space for Wildlife, Leicester, 

Leicestershire and Rutland Biodiversity Action Plan' and the 'Lincolnshire Biodiversity Action 

Plan'.  

2.3 The identified reference sources in the PEIR chapter are considered relevant and up-to-date 

and these constitute appropriate good practice guidance for the LVIA. However, we recommend 

that the 'Landscape Institute TGN 02/21' is included as a reference document within the 

approach to the LVIA of the forthcoming ES chapter rather than buried within the methodology. 

Assessment Process 

2.4 The LVIA methodology is provided within Appendix 6.1 of the PEIR. The PEIR sets out that the 

threshold for 'significant' landscape and visual effects is Major -Moderate significance and 

above. While this is not at odds with this reviewers' professional opinion, a more commonly 

held cautionary threshold for what constitutes a 'significant effect'  is Moderate significance 

and above. 

Sensitivity 

2.5 Sensitivity is described as a product of susceptibility and value. However, the manner in which 

this aspect is covered within Appendix 6.1 is  slightly unclear.  

2.6 Susceptibility is described on a three-point scale (High-Medium-Low) in Table 1 and applies to 

both landscape and visual receptors. The criteria within Table 1 is generic, albeit there is some 

brief explanation within the proceeding paragraphs.  
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2.7 Value is described on a four-point-scale (National/International-Local/District-Community-

Limited). Table 2 applies to landscape receptors. A similar table is not provided for visual 

receptors. 

2.8 Based on Table 3 (for landscape receptor sensitivity) and Table 4 (for visual receptor 

sensitivity) it reads that there is a four-point scale for landscape sensitivity (High-Medium-

Low-Negligible) and a three-point scale for visual sensitivity (High-Medium-Low), with 

intermediate levels for each. Prescriptive examples for denoting visual receptor sensitivity are 

provided within Table 8, much later in the methodology. 

2.9 The methodology states that greater weight/emphasis is placed on value for landscape 

receptors and on susceptibility for visual receptors.  

2.10 We recommend that less generic criteria is set out for both landscape and visual susceptibility, 

in addition to providing criteria for understanding the value a ttributed to views.  

Magnitude 

2.11 The magnitude of effect is judged on a four-point scale (High-Medium-Low-Negligible), with 

reference to clearly articulated/described factors on scale  (Table 5), duration (Table 6), and 

extent (Table 7). An infographic is provided for the relationship between these factors (Plate 

1), which demonstrates that scale is the primary factor in determining magnitude.  

2.12 The information provided on magnitude is appropriate.  

Significance and Nature 

2.13 The significance of an effect is described as being based upon the assessment of magnitude 

and sensitivity, with an infographic provided (Plate 2). However, it is of note that visual 

sensitivity in this methodology is only on a three-point scale, as opposed to the four-point 

scale provided in Plate 2. 

2.14 Significance is rated to a 'sliding scale', with intermediate ratings allowed. However, the 

methodology fails to provide criteria or a description/definition for each significance ranking. 

Based on Plate 2 it reads that there is a four-point scale of significance (Major-Moderate-Slight-

Minimal). 

2.15 We recommended that a definition is provided for each significance rating to assist the 

decision-maker and members of the public in understanding the LVIA findings.  

2.16 The nature of effects (i.e. positive, adverse, neutral) is clearly described in the context of 

professional judgement. 
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Cumulative assessment 

2.17 The approach to cumulative assessment appears reasonable. We note that currently no 

schemes have been identified that have the potential for significant cumulative landscape and 

visual effects. We recommend that a finalised/frozen list of candidate cumulative schemes is 

agreed upon at an appropriate milestone in the project, such that a robust assessment can still 

be carried out and, where appropriate, amendments to the scheme can be incorporated to 

minimise the potential for adverse cumulative landscape and visual effects to arise.  
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3.0 REVIEW OF BASELINE ANALYSIS 

3.1 The baseline analysis is generally comprehensive and proportionate to the type of development 

proposed, with the scope of the assessment suitably tailored to the likely landscape and visual 

effects that may arise. 

3.2 The baseline narrative is clear, considered and concise.  

3.3 However, whilst reference is made to 'Landscape Institute TGN 02/21' in the methodology, it 

is unclear how this is translated in the baseline analysis. We recommend that a valued 

landscape (as per the meaning in the NPPF) test is undertaken and incorporated within the 

forthcoming ES chapter. 

3.4 Fourteen [14] representative views are provided within the PEIR and give a good indication of 

the likely visual effect of the Proposed Development. We recommend that direct consultation 

is undertaken with the Applicant to ensure that all necessary sensitive viewpoints within th e 

study area are accounted for in the assessment . 

3.5 The visual receptors considered in the PEIR are split into thirteen [13] distinct receptor groups. 

For the purposes of the PEIR this is considered appropriate, however, for the ES chapter we 

consider that a finer grain of assessment is required for the assessment of visual effects . 
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4.0 REVIEW OF ILLUSTRATIVE MATERIAL AND VISUALISATIONS 

Illustrative Material 

4.1 A series of Figures are provided at A3 and generally are of very good quality and presentation.  

4.2 The Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) Plan (Figure 6.6) is supported by a statement on the 

methodology for its production (Appendix 6.2) and outline that the ZTV study incorporates 

visual barriers that are derived from NEXTMAP25 surface mapping data. 

4.3 The ZTV has included for earth curvature and atmospheric light refraction, with the viewer 

height set at 2m above ground level which is appropriate. 

Photography and Visualisations 

4.4 The general approach is sound in terms of photography taken, equipment used, choice of lens 

used, weather conditions and visibility. There are generally no obvious obstructions in the 

foreground of views and the viewpoint locations are considered to be suitably representative. 

4.5 The photographs purport to be 'Type 1' images. However, whilst perhaps not in direct 

accordance with the prescriptive examples set out in LI TGN 06/19, they very much are 

produced in the spirit of this guidance and we do not raise any critical concerns. That said, we 

consider that it would have been helpful to provide an additional 'complete panorama' for each 

viewpoint for reference purposes. 

4.6 Sufficient metadata is provided in support of each photographic viewpoint (albeit the 

enlargement factor is noted as being TBC). 

4.7 Visualisations, noted as being 'Type 3' are also included within the PEIR for 5 [five] viewpoint 

locations, with the Proposed Development depicted at both Year 1 and Year 15 of operation. 

4.8 The visualisations are stated to be of 53.5 degrees Horizontal Field of View (HFoV) and of 

planar projection, with the images produced on A1 paper size sheets. However, to directly 

satisfy the LI TGN 06/19 requirements, such panoramas should ideally be of cylindrical 

projection at the scale produced. That said, Appendix 8 of the LI TGN 06/19 does imply that 

planar projection for images up to 60 degrees HFoV may be permissible generally, while the 

Type 4 requirements indicate that the approach adopted for the visualisations included within 

this PEIR are suitable. Accordingly, we raise no obvious concerns regarding the visualisations. 

4.9 Sufficient metadata is provided in support of each visualisation (albeit the enlargement factor 

is noted as being TBC). 
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5.0 REVIEW OF JUDGEMENTS ON THE LIKELY EFFECTS 

5.1 The PEIR chapter appropriately highlights the key potential impacts that may arise during the 

construction, operation and decommissioning phases of the Proposed Development, including 

consideration of night-time effects / lighting. 

5.2 The PEIR chapter also makes reference to the Green Infrastructure (GI) strategy, which is a 

crucial aspect of the Proposed Development and is noted as being considered in the assessment 

of effects. The GI strategy forms part of the draft oLEMP, which is to be secured through the 

DCO process. 

5.3 The identified findings appear reasonable and are generally well subst antiated with respect to 

judgements on the magnitude and significance of effects. However, little to no commentary is 

provided as to the nature of the effect (i.e. adverse, neutral or beneficial). Furthermore, the 

value and susceptibility of the receptors is not expressly identified or substantiated within the 

text and only an overall judgement on sensitivity is provided.  

5.4 Further clarification on value and susceptibility judgements leading to conclusions on sensitivity 

is necessary for the ES chapter. 

5.5 The conclusions on night-time effects appear reasonably sound, albeit no night-time 

photography is provided at this stage and will need to be incorporated within the ES chapter 

to evidence the findings of the night-time effects. 

5.6 The PEIR is considered to provide sufficient information at this stage.  

5.7 On the whole the conclusions appear well-considered, albeit greater detail will be required on 

the likely effects within the ES chapter once the design of the scheme is finalised.  
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