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Introduction and professional background 
1.1 This Rebuttal Note has been prepared by Mark Wilson, a Landscape Architect and a 

Chartered Member of the Landscape Institute (CMLI).  
1.2 I confirm that this Rebuttal Note is true and has been prepared in accordance with the 

guidance of the Landscape Institute. I further confirm that the opinions expressed in my 
evidence are my true and professional opinions. I am aware that my duty as a professional 
landscape architect is to the Appeal process, irrespective of by whom I am employed. 

1.3 This Rebuttal Note responds to Vale Communities Unite’s (VCU) material submitted via 
Mr Gibbs and the VCU's comments arising from the public consultation on the ES during 
the adjournment. VCU has also produced a report by Viridian Landscapes, on which they 
rely and I respond to that report. 

1.4 RPS was commissioned by Legal and General (Strategic Land) Ltd. to prepare a 
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) as part of an Environmental Statement. 
My involvement with the Model Farm Business Park project started in 2018. My colleague 
Helen Donelly, author of the original LVIA in July 2019 left RPS later that year. Building on 
the original LVIA I am author of the additional landscape and visual matters requested by 
in the ES Completeness Report issued by PEDW in respect of the appeal ref CAS-02641- 
G8G7MT on 12th June 2023. In addition to this Appeal Statement I will speak to the LVIA 
submitted as part of the ES application in 2019. 
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Rebuttal Note to Viridian Landscape Planning appraisal of 
RPS/TT LVIA 
This Rebuttal Note is in response to Viridian Landscape Planning’s appraisal / comments 
on the 2019 LVA produced by RPS/TT. It is provided at this stage in response to Mr 
Gibb's updated Statement. 
The LVA ES Chapter was originally submitted in 2019 and the revised application was 
made in 2021 and is the subject of the Appeal, ref CAS-02641-G8G7MT made on 12th 
June 2023. Subsequently a revised LVIA was submitted in September 2024 as part of the 
Completeness Report requested by PEDW 
Additional clarifications were provided in RPS’ Statement of Evidence (February 2025). 
Viridian’s points refer to the 2019 LVA. The updated LVIA 2024 and the RPS Landscape 
and Visual Statement of Evidence address many of these. 

This Rebuttal Note is presented as a summary of the key criticisms of the 2019 LVA by 
Viridian and in the VCU response to the ES together with my responses. 

Methodology and application of GLVIA3 

Viridian: The LVA is inconsistent in applying its own methodology; omissions in the 
methodology make it hard to follow how effects were derived and lead to inconsistent 
application of the significance matrix. 
RPS Response: RPS accepts that the 2019 LVA had some inconsistencies but these 
were corrected in the ES LVIA - Chapter 5 2024. 
Corrections were made in the ES LVIA Methodology at Appendix 5.1. 
The reference to Landscape Character Assessment Guidance for England and Scotland - 
(2002) Countryside Agency / Scottish Natural Heritage in the detailed methodology of the 
2019 LVA was removed in later versions. It was a document used to inform ‘An Approach 
to Landscape Character Assessment’, Natural England (2014); - which includes a section 
on assessment in Wales, hence its relevance in the suite of guidance. 
Winter photography was undertaken to latest Landscape Institute guidance TGN 06/19 for 
LVIA September 2024. 

Judgements of visual value and significance of effect 

Viridian: No table of visual value judgments; inconsistencies between the significance 
matrix and the assessment of effects on landscape and visual receptors in the 2019 LVA 
text. 
RPS Response: RPS acknowledge there is no table of visual value judgments in the 
original 2019 LVA but In the LVIA Methodology at Appendix 5.1, there is text that 
describes how visual value judgments were made. The ES LVIA Methodology states that 
‘The value attached to a view includes a recognition of value through landscape 
designations, indicators of value attached to views by visitors such as the inclusion on 
maps or reference within guidebooks, provision of facilities, presence of interpretation 
boards, etc’. 

The categories of landscape and visual susceptibility, value and overall landscape 
sensitivity are stated in Appendix 5.1 - Table 1. 

The inconsistencies identified by Viridian have been rectified in the updated ES LVIA and 
in clarifications given in the RPS Landscape and Visual Statement of Evidence. The points 
raised by Viridian are dealt with below: 
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Landscape Effects 

1.19 Viridian: At 7.2 the effect on site topography is stated as Medium magnitude, resulting in a 
Moderate effect. This is inconsistent with the results on Table 7 which shows Low 
magnitude, resulting in a Minor effect. 

1.20 RPS Response: This comment seems out of date. ES Chapter 5; paragraph 5.6.2 & Table 
5.4 provide assessment on direct effects on topography. They are consistent in 
judgements and level of effect - Medium Sensitivity, Medium Magnitude of Change - 
resulting in a Moderate effect. 

1.21 Viridian: Table 1 Is a summary of effects on landscape elements, Table 3 is a summary of 
effects on visual receptors and representative viewpoints, but there is no Table 2 for 
effects on landscape characteristics. 

1.22 RPS Response: This comment seems out of date. ES Chapter 5, Table 5.4 gives a 
summary of effects on landscape elements, Table 5.6 gives a summary of effects on visual 
receptors and representative viewpoints. Table 5.5 gives a summary of effects on 
landscape and Nant Llancarfan SLA 

1.23 Section 8 is headed 'Effect on Landscape Character', but it is largely an analysis of 
existing landscape character. A comment on the predicted effects of the Proposed 
Development are added for Landform and Enclosure, Settlement pattern and Tranquillity, 
but not for Skylines Intervisibility. 

1.24 RPS Response: This comment seems out of date. Assessment in relation to the skyline 
and intervisibility are dealt with in the text in Magnitude of Change sections for visual 
receptors eg residential receptors as is intervisibility between visual receptors and the 
proposed development. 

1.25 Viridian: 8.1 concludes that 'As the proposed development would fit within the existing 
field boundaries, the landform...would not change..: However, that is clearly not the case, 
as can be seen on the Preliminary Site Levels plans UNY9969-RPS-0100 005 and 006) 
from the Planning Statement which show the contours across the site and the proposed 
levels of each development parcel. Filling on some plots includes existing levels raised by: 

• 3m, 5m and 5m respectively on plots starting from the west on drawing 005; and 

• 3.5 m, 7.5 and 4m respectively on plots starting from the west on drawing 006, 

• Excavations on the same plots are as follows: 

• On drawing 005, excavated by 4m, over 5m and 1 .5m. 

• On drawing 006, excavated by 1 .5m. 1.5m and 2.5m along the northern edge. 

1.26 RPS Response: The effects on local topography are assessed at 5.6.2 - of ES Chapter 5. 
‘The Magnitude of change is described as follows: ‘The overall application site topography 
would remain largely unchanged, however within the site at a local level remodelling will 
be required especially for the larger building plots, site access roads and localised 
regrading to create level platforms by up to 5m. The Magnitude of Change is therefore 
considered to be Medium.’ 

1.27 Viridian: Section 8 concludes with a summary of the existing, landscape character, with 
no mention of effects of the Proposed Development. 

1.28 RPS Response: This is incorrect. The effects of the Proposed Development are given 
throughout section 5.6 of ES Chapter 5. 

1.29 Viridian: Section 9, which is headed 'Assessment of Landscape Character', is actually an 
assessment of effects on the landscape character of the Rhoose Hinterland Visual and 
Sensory Aspect Area. At. 4.45, the report stated that all five of the Visual and Sensory 
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