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LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (LVIA) 
Proposed Residential Development – Sites S113, S146, S151 and S154, Shrewton, Wiltshire 

EV-002 | Controlled Draft V3.0 | 20 July 2026 

 

Document item Details 
Document status Controlled working landscape and visual evidence review under the 

NP2026 process. Evidence ID EV-002; Version 3.0; not the Regulation 
14 issue and not a final GLVIA3 assessment. 

Sites assessed S113 – Land to the rear of Hinde’s Meadow; S146 – Land west of 
Tanners Lane / south of The Hollow; S151 – Land south of Nettley 
Farm; S154 – Land south of London Road. 

Primary purpose To align the landscape and visual evidence with NP V3.0 and SOAR 
V3.1, distinguish landscape-only judgements from the overall planning 
balance, and identify the evidence needed to close Gate G7. 

Important caveat This is a desk-based comparative review. It has no verified field-survey 
record, seasonal representative viewpoint photography, verified 
visualisations, ZTV or final development parameters. It must not be 
presented as an independently prepared professional GLVIA3 
assessment. Qualified-practitioner verification and the landscape-led 
S154 capacity/boundary exercise are required before the evidence is 
treated as final. 

Issue and next 
review 

Issued 20 July 2026. Review by 31 August 2026 and before Regulation 
14, or earlier if a site boundary, capacity, masterplan, SEA/HRA 
conclusion or Key View changes. 

 

Executive Summary 
This V3.0 draft reviews the likely landscape and visual effects of residential development at 
four Shrewton reasonable alternatives: S113, S146, S151 and S154. It updates V2.1 against 
the controlled Neighbourhood Plan V3.0 and Site Options Assessment Report V3.1, the 
current NP2026 decision gates, the Wiltshire and Swindon LNRS evidence and the retained 
local landscape, Key Views and site analysis. 

Shrewton occupies a highly sensitive chalk valley landscape associated with the River Till and 
the wider setting of the Stonehenge World Heritage Site. The local landscape is experienced 
as a compact valley settlement contained by open agricultural land, chalk downland, valley 
sides and broad skylines. The sensitivity of the receiving landscape is increased by sparse 
vegetation, open views, archaeological associations, dark rural night skies, proximity to 
designated ecological corridors, and the importance of settlement containment. 

The assessment finds that no site is unconstrained. S146 and S151 raise the greatest 
landscape and visual objections. S146 is particularly sensitive because of its western rising 
landform, skyline exposure and relationship with High Street, Upper Backway, Tanners Lane 
and The Butts. S151 remains highly sensitive at the open chalk-downland/A360 edge. S113 
would create more localised landscape change but has sensitive close-range receptors and 
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cross-document River Till, drainage, access, amenity and indicated ACB constraints. S154 is 
also sensitive, but offers comparatively greater scope to confine development to lower slopes 
and test a comprehensive landscape-led masterplan. 

The comparative landscape conclusion does not mean that S154 is unconstrained, 
immediately deliverable or confirmed for allocation. SOAR V3.1 and NP V3.0 identify S154 as 
the preferred reasonable alternative in principle, retain S151 as the secondary reasonable 
alternative for SEA/HRA comparison, describe S113 only as a possible limited contribution, 
and do not propose S146 for allocation or reserve status. Those are controlled planning 
statuses; this LVIA supplies one evidence stream and does not determine them by itself. 

 

Site Overall LVIA judgement Indicative 
significance 
before 
mitigation 

Residual significance 
after robust mitigation 

S113 Localised but material landscape 
and visual effects. Not a primary 
allocation; possible limited 
contribution only, subject to the 
wider River Till, drainage, access, 
amenity, lighting, ecology and 
cumulative-effect evidence. 

Moderate 
Adverse 

Minor to Moderate 
Adverse, subject to 
access, flooding, edge 
treatment, lighting and 
residential amenity 
controls 

S146 Strong landscape and settlement-
setting conflict from western 
skyline/topography and the River Till 
valley-side relationship. Current 
NP/SOAR status: not proposed for 
allocation or reserve. 

Major Adverse Moderate to Major 
Adverse; not fully 
mitigable by planting or 
reduced density 

S151 High sensitivity at the open chalk-
downland/A360 edge. Retained in 
NP V3.0 and SOAR V3.1 as the 
secondary reasonable alternative for 
SEA/HRA comparison; not a formal 
reserve allocation. 

Major Adverse Moderate to Major 
Adverse; only reducible 
through major scale 
reduction and 
access/footway 
improvements 

S154 Sensitive but with comparatively 
greater mitigation and 
masterplanning potential if 
development is confined to lower 
slopes. Current planning status: 
preferred option in principle, subject 
to G1–G9. 

Moderate to 
Major Adverse 

Moderate Adverse 
overall; potentially Minor 
to Moderate in some 
localised views if 
development is confined 
to lower slopes and strict 
design controls are 
secured 

 

The cumulative effect of developing all four sites would be Major Adverse. It would expand the 
settlement on multiple fronts, erode the perception of Shrewton as a compact valley village, 
introduce additional lighting into dark rural surroundings, and weaken the relationship between 
the village, valley and open downland. If development is required, a single carefully 
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masterplanned allocation—or a primary allocation plus only a strictly justified limited 
contribution—would be materially less harmful than dispersed growth across all four sites. 
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Glossary 
The following glossary explains the main planning, landscape and environmental terms used in 
this report. 

Term Meaning in this report 
BOAT Byway Open to All Traffic. A public right of way that can be used by walkers, horse riders, cyclists and 

vehicles, although the character may still be rural. 
Cumulative 
effect 

The combined effect of more than one development or site, including the way several smaller changes may 
together alter village character, views or tranquillity. 

Dark skies Low levels of artificial light at night. Dark-sky protection seeks to limit glare, sky glow and unnecessary 
lighting in rural areas. 

GLVIA3 Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Third Edition. The standard professional 
framework commonly used for LVIA work in the UK. 

Landscape 
receptor 

A feature or quality of the landscape that may be affected, such as landform, openness, rural character, 
settlement pattern, tranquillity or vegetation. 

LCA Landscape Character Assessment. Evidence that describes the distinct character, pattern and sensitivity of 
different landscapes. 

LVIA Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment. A structured assessment of how development may affect 
landscape character and views. 

Magnitude of 
change 

The scale, extent, duration and reversibility of the change caused by development, including buildings, 
roads, lighting and domestic activity. 

Mitigation Measures used to avoid, reduce or manage harm, such as changing the site layout, reducing building 
heights, retaining landscape features or controlling lighting. 

Nutrient 
neutrality 

A requirement to ensure that new development does not add harmful nutrient pollution to protected water 
environments. 

Photomontage A visual image that combines a photograph of an existing view with a representation of proposed 
development, usually to help assess visual effects. 

PRoW Public Right of Way. A legally recorded route that the public may use, such as a footpath, bridleway or 
restricted byway. 

Residual effect The effect that is likely to remain after mitigation has been applied. 
SAC Special Area of Conservation. A protected habitat site of international importance under the UK habitats 

regime. 
Sensitivity The degree to which a landscape or view is vulnerable to change, taking account of its value and its ability 

to accommodate development. 
Settlement edge The boundary or transition between the built-up village and the surrounding countryside. 
Significance In this working review, an indicative judgement derived from sensitivity and magnitude. Major and 

Moderate to Major effects are treated as important adverse effects requiring verification; they are not a 
substitute for a qualified practitioner’s final significance judgement. 

Skyline effect The visual impact caused when buildings, rooflines, lighting columns, planting or other features are seen 
against the open sky or horizon. 

SPA Special Protection Area. A protected site classified for important bird populations. 
SSSI Site of Special Scientific Interest. A nationally protected site designated for important wildlife, geology or 

landform. 
Visual receptor A person or group of people who may experience changed views, such as residents, walkers, cyclists, road 

users or users of elevated land. 
WHS World Heritage Site. A place recognised by UNESCO for outstanding universal value. In this report it 

refers to the Stonehenge World Heritage Site setting. 
ZTV Zone of Theoretical Visibility. Mapping that shows where development may theoretically be visible, 

usually before detailed screening by buildings, trees or hedges is considered. 
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1. Introduction 
This report updates the February 2026 LVIA and May 2026 V2.1 review. It retains the four-site 
scope but aligns the evidence with NP V3.0, SOAR V3.1 and the NP2026 controlled process 
current at 20 July 2026. 

The LVIA does not promote development, nor does it assume that residential development is 
acceptable in principle. It is a technical review intended to identify the likely landscape and 
visual effects, the degree to which such effects may be mitigated, and the relative implications 
of selecting one site rather than another. It is deliberately precautionary where uncertainty 
remains. 

1.1 Evidence used 
• Shrewton Neighbourhood Plan V3.0 Working Draft, 19 July 2026 – controlled policy and 

site-status context. 
• Shrewton Site Options Assessment Report V3.1, LNRS ArcGIS Update, 19 July 2026 – 

reasonable alternatives, planning balance and gates G1–G9. 
• Shrewton EV-012 Key Views Report and retained local site analysis – skyline, seasonal 

light, settlement edge and receptor evidence. 
• Salisbury District Landscape Character Assessment, February 2008, and the relevant 

Larkhill / Winterbourne Chalk Downland and Till Narrow Chalk River Valley character 
context. 

• Natural England, An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment (2014; minor revision 
2018), and GLVIA3 principles used proportionately for this working comparison. 

• Wiltshire and Swindon Local Nature Recovery Strategy, adopted 21 October 2025, and the 
Wiltshire Council ArcGIS extract supplied 17 July 2026 – used as a cross-document 
environmental dependency rather than as a landscape designation. 

• Operational National Planning Policy Framework (December 2024, amended 7 February 
2025) and adopted Wiltshire Core Strategy, including the landscape and settlement-setting 
policy context. Policy currency must be checked at every formal issue. 

1.2 Limitations 
This is a desk-based update. It does not include a documented field survey, agreed 
representative viewpoints, seasonal photography, verified photomontages, ZTV, site sections 
or fixed development parameters. The ratings are therefore controlled comparative 
judgements, not final proof of significance or developable capacity. Before Regulation 14, a 
suitably qualified landscape practitioner should verify the baseline and methodology, test 
winter and summer conditions, confirm relevant receptors and views, and review the 
landscape-led S154 boundary, capacity, height, massing, access and mitigation assumptions. 

1.3 Relationship to the NP2026 process 
The controlled evidence chain is: Evidence → Assessment → Landscape judgement → 
Planning balance → Preferred option in principle → Policy and monitoring. EV-002 supplies 
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the landscape and visual evidence. SOAR V3.1 undertakes the overall planning balance, and 
NP V3.0 translates the provisional outcome into draft policy. SEA, HRA and the remaining 
evidence gates may require the assessment, boundary, mitigation or site status to change. 

Gate G7 – Landscape, key views and capacity – remains open. Closure requires a verified 
landscape-led developable boundary and masterplanning principles for S154, with 
proportionate field and visual evidence. A failure or material change at G7 must trigger review 
of EV-002, EV-012, SOAR Chapters 7–10, NP housing/landscape policy, the SEA, Basic 
Conditions Statement and the project-control registers. 

1.4 Controlled site statuses 
For this working issue, S154 is the preferred reasonable alternative in principle; S151 is the 
secondary reasonable alternative for SEA/HRA comparison and possible later contingency, but 
not a formal reserve allocation; S113 may make only a limited contribution; and S146 is not 
proposed for allocation or reserve. These statuses are provisional and subject to G1–G9, 
Parish Council approval and consultation. 
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2. Methodology 
The assessment uses a proportionate comparative framework informed by GLVIA3 principles: 
identifying landscape and visual receptors, considering sensitivity and magnitude, and 
recording an indicative effect. Because the report is desk-based and development parameters 
are not fixed, the terms Major, Moderate and Minor are working comparative ratings and must 
not be represented as a completed professional GLVIA3 significance assessment. 

Term Meaning in this review 
Landscape 
sensitivity 

The susceptibility and value of the landscape resource, including 
landform, settlement pattern, openness, tranquillity, rural character, 
heritage associations and ability to accommodate change. 

Visual sensitivity The susceptibility and value of views experienced by residents, walkers, 
road users and users of elevated land, including views from village 
streets, PRoWs, valley sides and approach roads. 

Magnitude of 
change 

The scale, extent, duration and reversibility of change caused by 
residential built form, roads, lighting, earthworks, planting, access works 
and domestic activity. 

Significance An indicative working judgement derived by combining sensitivity and 
magnitude. The ratings must be verified against field evidence, defined 
development parameters and representative viewpoints before formal 
reliance. 

 

A precautionary approach has been applied where information gaps remain. This is 
appropriate because the receiving landscape is open, sensitive, culturally important, visually 
exposed in places and close to important ecological and heritage assets. 

EV-012 is the separate controlled Key Views report. This LVIA uses relevant village, approach 
and elevated views but does not replace EV-012. Any change to a Key View, representative 
viewpoint or site boundary must trigger a coordinated review of both modules. 

3. Baseline Landscape and Visual Context 

3.1 Shrewton landscape setting 
Shrewton lies within a shallow chalk valley landscape associated with the River Till and the 
chalk downland of Salisbury Plain. The settlement is read as a compact valley village, with 
open agricultural land and rising ground forming a strong part of its setting. Built form is 
currently contained by topography, field boundaries, road corridors and existing settlement 
edges. 

The Salisbury District Landscape Character Assessment identifies the District landscape as 
diverse, with chalk downland, narrow chalk river valleys and broad chalk valley landscapes 
forming part of the local context. The assessment highlights that landscape character areas 
reflect recognisable patterns of natural and cultural elements that combine to create a 
particular experience or sense of place. It also identifies built development, infrastructure, 
incremental change and settlements in their landscape settings as key development planning 
issues for landscape character. 
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3.2 Character areas most relevant to Shrewton 
Landscape character 
context 

Relevance to the Shrewton sites 

Till Narrow Chalk River 
Valley 

Relevant to the valley containment, River Till corridor, riparian 
openness and settlement edge relationships affecting S146 and 
localised parts of S113. 

Larkhill / Winterbourne 
Chalk Downland 

Relevant to the open chalk downland, panoramic views, sparse 
settlement pattern, archaeological associations and skyline 
exposure affecting S151, S154 and the wider cumulative setting. 

Settlement edge / valley 
village morphology 

Relevant to whether development consolidates Shrewton or 
produces outward sprawl, fragmented edges, gateway change 
or skyline intrusion. 

 

3.3 Visual baseline 
• Village receptors include residents of High Street, Upper Backway, Tanners Lane, The 

Butts, Hinde’s Meadow, London Road and other edge-of-settlement properties. 
• Movement receptors include walkers on PRoWs and BOATs, pedestrians walking to village 

services, cyclists and road users on the A360, B3086/London Road, Tanners Lane, The 
Hollow and local lanes. 

• Elevated receptors include users of surrounding chalk downland, MOD land where public 
access or authorised use exists, and people approaching the village from higher ground. 

• The visual experience is strongly influenced by open skies, rising land, valley containment, 
sparse tree cover, seasonal vegetation change and sunset/sunrise orientation. 

3.4 Overall sensitivity 
For this desk-based comparison, the overall landscape sensitivity of Shrewton and its 
immediate settlement edge is treated as High. The most exposed chalk-downland, skyline and 
heritage-setting locations may be High to Very High, and fixed residential, PRoW and elevated 
visual receptors may also be High. These are working ratings to be verified through the Gate 
G7 field and viewpoint exercise. 
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3.5 Cross-disciplinary environmental context 
The River Till SSSI/Hampshire Avon SAC catchment, Salisbury Plain SAC/SPA pathways, 
LNRS APIB/ACB mapping, wastewater, nutrient, drainage and habitat matters are relevant to 
the overall site decision but are not landscape designations or matters this LVIA can 
determine. The supplied ArcGIS evidence indicates an ACB relationship at S113 and no 
obvious direct APIB/ACB overlap across the main areas of S146, S151 or S154; exact site-
boundary intersections and mapped-measure attributes remain to be verified through EV-
003/EV-018, SEA and HRA. 

4. Site-Specific Assessment 
 

 
Figure 1: Sites considered in this LVIA: S113, S146, S151 and S154. 

4.1 Site S113 - Land to Rear of Hinde’s Meadow 
S113 has been added to this LVIA following a landowner request for it to be included in the 
Site Options Assessment. It is a smaller site than S146, S151 and S154, with an indicative 
capacity of approximately 18-22 dwellings in the Site Options Assessment. Its smaller scale 
reduces the extent of wider landscape change compared with the larger sites, but it does not 
remove landscape or visual harm. 
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Baseline 
• Greenfield land related to the existing settlement edge around Hinde’s Meadow. 
• Influenced by the valley settlement context and local residential receptors rather than broad 

strategic downland exposure alone. 
• The Site Options Assessment identifies evidence of historic flooding, access via SHRE 29 

(BOAT) and Elston Lane, and the need to assess traffic impact. 
• Nearby sheltered housing at Hinde’s Meadow increases the sensitivity of residential 

amenity and local visual receptors. 
• The site is affected by the same strategic wastewater, nutrient neutrality and ecological 

constraints that affect all candidate sites. 

Predicted landscape effects 
Development of S113 would extend built form onto a greenfield settlement-edge parcel. The 
change would be more localised than S146 or S151, but it would still alter the village edge, 
increase domestic activity, introduce lighting, and potentially weaken the rural character of the 
immediate edge. It would not make the same contribution to strategic housing need as S154 
and would therefore carry landscape cost for comparatively limited capacity. 

S113 landscape 
judgement 

Assessment 

Sensitivity Medium to High 
Magnitude before mitigation Medium 
Significance before 
mitigation 

Moderate Adverse 

Mitigation potential Moderate, subject to strong access design, flood management, 
landscape buffers, low-level lighting and protection of residential 
amenity. 

Residual effect Minor to Moderate Adverse, subject to access, flooding, edge 
treatment, lighting and residential amenity controls. 

 

Predicted visual effects 
The principal visual receptors would be neighbouring residents, users of nearby lanes/BOATs, 
and pedestrians within the local settlement edge. The effect is likely to be contained compared 
with the open downland sites, but the impact on close-range residential views could be 
material. The effect on sheltered housing receptors should be treated with particular care 
because their visual amenity and immediate setting are likely to be sensitive. 

Conclusion on S113 
In landscape and visual terms S113 would create a smaller and more localised change than 
the larger options, but close-range residential and settlement-edge effects remain material. It is 
not the primary or secondary reasonable alternative in the controlled planning balance. It may 
be tested only as a possible limited contribution if the wider River Till, indicated ACB, drainage, 
access, amenity, lighting, ecology and cumulative constraints are resolved. This landscape 
judgement does not establish suitability or deliverability. 
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4.2 Site S146 - Land west of Tanners Lane and south of The Hollow 
S146 is one of the most visually sensitive options. The previous LVIA described it as a western 
edge site related to the River Till corridor. The additional local analysis materially strengthens 
the case that the principal issue is not only valley-edge change, but skyline, topography, 
sunlight and the perception of built form against the setting sun. 

Baseline 
• Greenfield land west of the High Street/Tanners Lane side of the village, on rising ground 

forming part of the visual setting of the settlement. 
• Strong visual relationship with residents at Tanners Lane, The Butts, High Street and Upper 

Backway. 
• Existing power lines across the site provide a visible indication of the potential skyline effect 

of vertical built elements. 
• The site is close to the River Till SSSI and has been identified in the Site Options 

Assessment as subject to very high ecological and environmental sensitivity. 
• Access would be via Tanners Lane, with difficult junctions at either end and limited scope to 

accommodate substantial development traffic without local character effects. 

Predicted landscape effects 
The local landform means that development west of the High Street would be seen on rising 
ground. Built form, rooflines, chimneys, lighting columns, domestic paraphernalia and upper 
storeys would be at risk of appearing against the skyline. The effect would be especially 
harmful in low sun conditions after the spring equinox, when the site lies in the direction of the 
setting sun for receptors looking west from the village. Even a tall hedge on the skyline could 
be visually intrusive; built form would be substantially more harmful. 

Development would also urbanise the rural valley margin, alter the transition from village to 
countryside, erode perceived openness and increase the sense of settlement spread along a 
sensitive edge. Mitigation planting would be inherently problematic because belts or tall 
hedges placed on the skyline could themselves become visually dominant and would not 
remove built-form massing in winter. 

S146 landscape 
judgement 

Assessment 

Sensitivity High 
Magnitude before mitigation High 
Significance before 
mitigation 

Major Adverse 

Mitigation potential Low to limited. Planting may be slow to mature, seasonally 
ineffective and itself visually intrusive on the skyline. 

Residual effect Moderate to Major Adverse 
 

Predicted visual effects 
Highly sensitive visual receptors include residents of High Street, Upper Backway, Tanners 
Lane and The Butts; walkers on local PRoWs; and people moving through the valley. The 
change would not simply be a new housing edge; it would alter the way the western valley side 
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is perceived from the village, particularly during sunset and winter conditions. The residual 
visual significance is Major Adverse for the most affected residents and Moderate to Major 
Adverse for wider receptors. 

Conclusion on S146 
The landscape and visual evidence weighs strongly against allocation or reserve status for 
S146. Its principal harm arises from landform, valley-side and skyline relationships and is not 
reliably addressed by standard screening. NP V3.0 and SOAR V3.1 therefore do not propose 
S146 for allocation or reserve; any materially different proposal would require new, site-specific 
field and visual evidence. 

4.3 Site S151 - Land south of Nettley Farm 
The previous LVIA assessed S151 as a site of greatest concern. The Site Options Assessment 
and local analysis refine this conclusion by identifying poor pedestrian connectivity, A360 
severance, highway safety issues, and likely additional pressure on already constrained routes 
through Shrewton. 

Baseline 
• A smaller candidate site on or near the southern settlement edge, visually associated with 

the A360 corridor and open chalk downland. 
• Medium-High landscape sensitivity and High visual sensitivity in the Site Options 

Assessment. 
• Poor accessibility to village services, with walking distances over 850m and steep gradients 

identified in the Site Options Assessment. 
• No obvious walking route to the village centre without crossing the A360; pavement 

provision from the village centre stops at Nett Road and there appears to be insufficient 
room east of Nett Road to install a pavement without taking private garden land. 

• Access onto the A360 is a major constraint, with limited visibility and traffic impacts 
requiring substantial mitigation. 

Predicted landscape effects 
Development at S151 would introduce built form onto a visually sensitive chalk downland edge 
and would extend the village toward a direction associated with the wider WHS-facing 
landscape. Rooflines, estate roads, lighting and domestic activity would reduce the perception 
of a contained valley settlement. The site is less well integrated with the village than S154 and 
would be likely to increase car dependency because of pedestrian severance and the lack of a 
safe continuous footway to services. 

S151 landscape 
judgement 

Assessment 

Sensitivity High 
Magnitude before mitigation High 
Significance before 
mitigation 

Major Adverse 

Mitigation potential Moderate only if scale is reduced, built form is kept off exposed 
land, access is comprehensively redesigned and a safe walking 
route is delivered. 
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S151 landscape 
judgement 

Assessment 

Residual effect Moderate to Major Adverse 
 

Predicted visual effects 
The main receptors include residents with open aspects, users of nearby PRoWs, road users 
on the A360 and elevated receptors in the surrounding chalk landscape. The effect would be 
particularly apparent in approach views and in views where the site is seen as part of the open 
downland/settlement-edge transition. The residual visual significance is assessed as Major 
Adverse for the most sensitive receptors and Moderate to Major Adverse overall. 

Conclusion on S151 
S151 performs poorly in landscape and visual terms because of chalk-downland exposure, 
approach views and the settlement-edge/A360 relationship. Access and pedestrian severance 
are separate EV-005A/EV-005B matters. Despite these concerns, NP V3.0 and SOAR V3.1 
retain S151 as the secondary reasonable alternative for SEA/HRA comparison because it can 
meet the provisional capacity scenario. It is not a formal reserve allocation and could be 
reconsidered only if the landscape, access, active-travel and environmental evidence 
materially improves. 

4.4 Site S154 - Land south of London Road 
S154 is visually and environmentally sensitive. In landscape terms it offers comparatively 
greater scope to confine development to lower slopes and plan settlement edge, access, 
green-blue infrastructure and mitigation comprehensively. In the wider SOAR V3.1 planning 
balance it is the preferred reasonable alternative in principle, but the final dwelling number and 
developable boundary must be set by the confirmed housing requirement, landscape-led 
capacity and the open decision gates—not by the gross SHELAA or promoter site area. 

Baseline 
• Greenfield land south of London Road, related to the B3086/London Road corridor and 

existing houses to the east of the main village. 
• Part of the settlement gateway and wider rural approach to Shrewton. 
• Within the wider setting of the Stonehenge World Heritage Site, but with scope to confine 

development to lower slopes and avoid elevated land that contributes most strongly to 
WHS setting. 

• Potential to integrate two access roads and traffic calming measures into a comprehensive 
masterplan. 

• Comparatively favourable access to Amesbury and onward routes to Grateley and 
Andover, reducing the likelihood that routine eastbound travel must pass through the High 
Street. 

Predicted landscape effects 
Development would alter the rural character of the London Road approach and would extend 
built form eastwards/south-eastwards. This is an adverse effect and should not be 
understated. However, compared with S146 and S151, S154 offers a more coherent 
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settlement-planning logic: it could fill the gap between the village and existing London Road 
houses, reduce the sense of isolation experienced by those residents, and allow landscape 
and access mitigation to be planned comprehensively rather than retrofitted. 

The key design requirement is to keep development on lower, visually contained land, avoid 
ridgeline or skyline encroachment, use landscape structure to reinforce rather than conceal 
settlement form, and protect the rural gateway character of London Road. Mitigation should not 
rely on dense suburban screening belts alone; it should use landform-responsive layout, low 
building heights, broken rooflines, locally appropriate materials, retained boundary vegetation, 
new native hedgerows and controlled lighting. 

 

 

 

S154 landscape 
judgement 

Assessment 

Sensitivity High 
Magnitude before mitigation Medium to High 
Significance before 
mitigation 

Moderate to Major Adverse 

Mitigation potential Moderate to good in relative terms, if development is confined to 
lower slopes and a landscape-led masterplan is secured. 

Residual effect Moderate Adverse overall; potentially Minor to Moderate in 
some localised views if development is confined to lower slopes 
and strict design controls are secured 

 

Predicted visual effects 
Visual receptors include residents on London Road, road users entering or leaving the village, 
walkers on nearby routes and elevated receptors. Development would change the experience 
of arriving at the village from a rural approach to a more developed gateway. However, if built 
form is kept below sensitive skylines and structured around existing and new landscape 
features, the harm is more capable of mitigation than at S146 or S151. 

Conclusion on S154 
S154 remains harmful in landscape and visual terms, but has the strongest comparative 
potential for avoidance and reduction if built form is confined to verified lower and less exposed 
land. This LVIA does not itself select or allocate S154. The current “preferred option in 
principle” status is conditional on G1–G9, including qualified landscape verification, the G7 
capacity/boundary exercise, SEA/HRA, exact LNRS validation, wastewater/nutrient solutions, 
access and active-travel evidence, drainage, heritage, availability, viability and Parish Council 
approval. 

5. Cumulative Effects 
The cumulative assessment has changed because S113 is now included. Development of all 
four sites would result in a dispersed expansion of Shrewton across multiple settlement edges. 
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It would introduce new built form to the west, south/south-east, east and local valley edge, 
weakening the existing perception of a compact chalk valley village. 

• S146 would alter the western valley side and introduce skyline/sunset effects. 
• S151 would extend the settlement toward the open chalk downland and intensify A360 

corridor impacts. 
• S154 would alter the London Road gateway and the rural approach to the village, although 

it offers the strongest opportunity for planned mitigation. 
• S113 would add localised edge growth and lighting, with cumulative pressure on village 

infrastructure and the River Till valley context. 
• All sites would add domestic lighting and activity to a rural settlement edge with currently 

low ambient lighting. 
 
 

Cumulative scenario Likely LVIA effect 
All four sites developed Major Adverse cumulative landscape and visual effect. 

Settlement containment would be materially eroded and multiple 
rural edges would be urbanised. 

S154 only Moderate to Major Adverse before mitigation; Moderate Adverse 
residual if strictly controlled. This is the least harmful primary 
allocation scenario. 

S154 plus S113 
contingency 

Moderate to Major Adverse cumulative effect, requiring strict 
phasing, proof of need, and design controls to avoid incremental 
sprawl. 

S146 plus any other site Major Adverse due to the addition of skyline/topographic harm to 
other settlement-edge effects. 

S151 plus any other site Moderate to Major or Major Adverse depending on scale, 
because of open downland, A360 and WHS-facing direction 
effects. 

 

The cumulative effect on dark skies is also important.1 Even with warmer, shielded LED 
lighting, new estate roads, domestic windows, security lights and vehicle movements would 
increase sky glow and reduce rural tranquillity. Cumulative night-time effect is assessed as 
Moderate Adverse for a single sensitively designed allocation and Major Adverse if multiple 
settlement edges are developed. 

6. Mitigation and Design Parameters 
Mitigation should be treated as avoidance first, then reduction, and only then 
compensation/enhancement. In this landscape, standard perimeter planting is not sufficient. In 
some locations, especially S146, planting can worsen effects by creating artificial skyline 
blocks or suburbanising an open chalk landscape. 

 
1 Shrewton lies close to the Cranborne Chase International Dark Sky Reserve, with the nearest part understood to 
lie in the Chitterne–Knook area along the B390. 
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Parameter Required approach 
Landform and skyline Avoid development on exposed ridgelines, skyline positions and 

upper slopes. Use sections to demonstrate that rooflines do not 
breach key views. 

Building height and 
massing 

Prefer 1-1.5 storey forms at sensitive edges. Use broken rooflines, 
varied orientation and lower densities where visible from elevated 
receptors. 

Settlement pattern Avoid estate-like cul-de-sacs that turn their back on the 
countryside. Layout should extend existing village grain and 
reinforce compact settlement form. 

Lighting Use a dark-sky strategy: no unnecessary street lighting, full cut-off 
luminaires, warm colour temperature, low mounting heights, motion 
controls and enforceable domestic lighting restrictions where 
possible. 

Access and movement Prioritise safe pedestrian links and avoid development that relies 
on unsafe crossings or narrow rural lanes. Two vehicular access 
points should be considered for larger sites. 

Landscape structure Use native hedgerows, orchard-style planting, retained trees, chalk 
grassland margins and open space that responds to the landscape 
rather than screening it with suburban belts. 

Heritage setting Protect open views and the experience of the wider Stonehenge 
landscape. Avoid incremental edge expansion toward the WHS 
where alternatives exist. 

Ecology and water Development should not proceed unless nutrient neutrality, 
wastewater capacity, River Till SSSI/Hampshire Avon SAC 
implications and drainage/flood-risk issues are demonstrably 
resolved before occupation. 

7. Policy and Evidence Review 
The controlled evidence base supports a cautious and conditional approach. The SOAR 
retains 72 dwellings only as a provisional comparative figure and treats all four detailed 
alternatives as not deliverable within the first five years on current evidence. Landscape effects 
are a high-weight consideration, but do not displace determinative HRA conclusions or the 
separate housing, infrastructure, access, ecology, viability and governance gates. 

The Salisbury District Landscape Character Assessment remains relevant evidence for the Till 
Narrow Chalk River Valley and Larkhill / Winterbourne Chalk Downland context. Its 
characteristics—including openness, exposure, panoramic views, archaeological associations, 
sparse settlement and tranquillity—support a landform-responsive approach and caution 
against relying on suburban screening belts in open chalk landscape. 

Natural England guidance confirms that landscape character assessment can inform siting, 
design, scale and massing. Robust and auditable field records are particularly important where 
evidence may be scrutinised. Accordingly, the present desk-based ratings remain provisional 
and Gate G7 cannot be closed by this document alone. 
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7.1 Decision gates and review triggers 
The landscape judgement must be reviewed if: the housing figure or site capacity changes; a 
promoter or masterplan alters the site boundary, access, levels, height or massing; EV-012 
Key Views changes; verified field/seasonal evidence materially changes visibility; SEA/HRA or 
LNRS work identifies a different mitigation requirement; or a gate G1–G9 closes or fails. Each 
material change must be recorded in the Decisions, Change and Evidence Dependency 
registers before the affected document is reissued. 

8. Overall Conclusions 
• Shrewton is a highly sensitive chalk valley settlement with strong landscape, visual, 

ecological and heritage constraints. 
• S146 is the most problematic site in visual/topographic terms because development would 

appear on rising western land, risk skyline and sunset silhouette effects, and adversely 
affect residents of High Street, Upper Backway, Tanners Lane and The Butts. 

• S151 is highly constrained by open chalk downland exposure, visual sensitivity, poor 
pedestrian connectivity, A360 severance, difficult access and potential additional pressure 
on already constrained village routes. 

• S113 would create smaller and more localised landscape change, but it is not free of close-
range effects. Its controlled planning status is a possible limited contribution only, subject to 
the wider River Till, indicated ACB, drainage, access, residential amenity, lighting, ecology 
and cumulative-effect evidence. 

• S154 is sensitive but performs best in comparative LVIA terms because it can potentially 
integrate existing London Road housing, incorporate two accesses and traffic calming, and 
be confined to lower slopes away from the most sensitive ridgelines. 

• Development of all four sites would produce Major Adverse cumulative landscape and 
visual effects and should be resisted. 

• If the confirmed housing requirement requires a greenfield allocation, the landscape 
evidence supports testing a single landscape-led S154 option before dispersed multi-edge 
growth. S151 must remain in the reasonable-alternatives assessment as the secondary 
option. S113 is not substituted for S151 as a formal contingency or reserve; it is only a 
possible limited contribution. 

• Landscape evidence alone cannot resolve ecological, wastewater, nutrient, River 
Till/Hampshire Avon, access, drainage, viability or habitats matters. They remain separate 
cross-document dependencies and decision gates; any material conclusion must be 
brought back into this LVIA where it changes layout, mitigation, capacity or cumulative 
effects. 
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9. Controlled Landscape Judgement and Next Steps 
The controlled landscape judgement is that S154 has comparatively greater scope for 
avoidance and reduction through lower-slope siting and landscape-led masterplanning; S146 
presents the strongest enduring skyline and valley-side objection; S151 remains visually 
sensitive on the open chalk-downland/A360 edge; and S113 would create more localised but 
still material settlement-edge effects. These are working evidence judgements, not an 
independently verified professional LVIA or the final overall site-selection decision. 

The landscape-only comparison is shown below. It must be read alongside—not substituted 
for—the controlled planning statuses in NP V3.0 and SOAR V3.1: 

Landscape-
only rank 

Site LVIA evidence position and controlled planning relationship 

1 S154 Comparatively greatest mitigation potential if confined to verified 
lower slopes. Preferred option in principle in the overall planning 
balance, subject to G1–G9. 

2 S113 Smaller and more localised landscape change, but this does not 
make S113 the secondary planning alternative. Possible limited 
contribution only. 

3 S151 Major visual concerns remain. Retained as the secondary reasonable 
alternative for SEA/HRA because it can meet the provisional capacity 
scenario; not a formal reserve. 

4 S146 Strongest landscape/visual objection from skyline, valley-side and 
River Till relationship. Not proposed for allocation or reserve. 

 

 



 

EV-002 | LVIA V3.0 Working Draft 20 

Before Gate G7 can be closed: 
• A suitably qualified landscape practitioner should inspect the four sites and verify the 

comparative methodology and ratings. 
• Representative village, approach, PRoW and elevated viewpoints should be agreed and 

recorded in winter and summer conditions. 
• Exact site and proposed developable boundaries, land levels, access, building heights and 

massing parameters should be fixed for the comparison. 
• Proportionate sections, visibility mapping and verified visualisations should test skyline, 

settlement edge, gateway and cumulative effects. 
• The S154 landscape-led capacity and boundary should be reported, and every material 

change should be propagated through SOAR, NP, SEA/HRA, Basic Conditions and the 
project-control workbook. 

Appendix A - Site-Specific LVIA Summary Matrix 
Site Landscape 

sensitivity 
Visual sensitivity Magnitude Significance 

before 
mitigation 

Residual 
significance 

Current process 
relationship 

S113 Medium-
High 

Medium-High 
locally 

Medium Moderate 
Adverse 

Minor to 
Moderate 
Adverse 

Possible limited 
contribution only; 
not primary or 
secondary 
planning 
alternative. 

S146 High High for village 
receptors 

High Major 
Adverse 

Moderate to 
Major 
Adverse 

Not proposed for 
allocation or 
reserve on current 
evidence. 

S151 High High High Major 
Adverse 

Moderate to 
Major 
Adverse 

Secondary 
reasonable 
alternative for 
SEA/HRA; not a 
formal reserve 
allocation. 

S154 High High on 
approach/elevated 
views 

Medium-
High 

Moderate to 
Major 
Adverse 

Moderate 
Adverse 
overall; 
potentially 
Minor to 
Moderate in 
localised 
views with 
strict 
controls. 

Preferred option in 
principle; 
conditional on G1–
G9 and verified 
landscape-led 
capacity/boundary. 
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Appendix B - Source List 
• Shrewton Neighbourhood Plan V3.0 Working Draft, 19 July 2026 (NP2026-NP-001). 
• Shrewton Site Options Assessment Report V3.1, LNRS ArcGIS Update, 19 July 2026 

(NP2026-SOAR-001). 
• Shrewton EV-012 Key Views Report and retained 2026 local landscape/site analysis. 
• Salisbury District Landscape Character Assessment, District-Wide Assessment, Chris 

Blandford Associates, February 2008. 
• Natural England, An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment, October 2014, minor 

revision March 2018; and GLVIA3 principles used proportionately. 
• National Planning Policy Framework, December 2024, amended 7 February 2025: 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 
• Wiltshire Core Strategy, adopted January 2015: https://www.wiltshire.gov.uk/planning-

policy-core-strategy 
• Wiltshire and Swindon Local Nature Recovery Strategy, adopted 21 October 2025: 

https://www.wiltshire.gov.uk/article/15071/New-strategy-for-Local-Nature-Recovery-in-
Wiltshire-and-Swindon-adopted-by-Wiltshire-Council 

 

 

 

Appendix C – NP2026 Change and Dependency Schedule 
This schedule records the V3.0 control decision and the evidence needed before EV-002 can 
be treated as final. 

Control ID Record Status Consequence / next 
action 

DEC-010 Issue LVIA V3.0 as a 
controlled desk-
based draft aligned 
with NP V3.0 and 
SOAR V3.1. 

Live Do not present it as 
the final Regulation 
14 or professional 
GLVIA3 evidence. 

CHG-011 Replace V2.1 site-
status wording and 
separate landscape 
evidence from the 
overall planning 
balance and cross-
document gates. 

Closed S151 remains the 
secondary 
reasonable 
alternative; S113 is a 
possible limited 
contribution only. 
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Control ID Record Status Consequence / next 
action 

G7 / ACT-013 Verify landscape, 
Key Views, capacity 
and masterplanning 
evidence. 

Open Qualified field review, 
seasonal viewpoints, 
fixed parameters and 
landscape-led S154 
capacity/boundary 
required by 31 
August 2026. 

EV-003 / EV-018 / 
G4 

Validate APIB/ACB 
intersections and 
mapped-measure 
attributes. 

Partly complete Feed any layout, 
mitigation or 
cumulative-effect 
change back into EV-
002. 

EV-019 / EV-020 Complete SEA 
reasonable-
alternatives 
assessment and 
HRA. 

Open A material or 
determinative 
conclusion may 
change the site 
comparison, 
mitigation or policy. 

Appendix D – Version History 
Version Date Status Summary 
V2.1 8 May 2026 Superseded Added S113 and 

updated the four-site 
desk-based 
comparison. 

V3.0 20 July 2026 Controlled Working 
Draft 

Aligned with NP 
V3.0, SOAR V3.1, 
current site statuses, 
NP2026 evidence 
maturity, G1–G9 and 
the open G7 
verification 
requirement. 

 


