| enviroparks

Chapter Twelve
APPENDIX 12.2

LANDMAP BASELINE

Review of Aspect Areas

12.1  The sheets overleaf have been saved from the LANDMAP online database from the NRW
website and cover all aspect areas located within the Study Area and ZTV.
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12.2

12.3

The tables below identify the Aspect Areas that fall within the ZTV and Study Area.

Further scoping for assessment identifies areas (shaded grey) for detailed assessment i.e. all

host areas and areas with a High or Outstanding evaluation that have the theoretical
potential to experience Significant indirect effects as a result of the proposed development.

Unique ID

Area Name

Published classification

and (Evaluation)

Visual and Sensory

Potential Landscape Character Effects
(and Representative Viewpoints)

CYNONVS833

Penderyn

Hillside & Scarp Slopes
Mosaic (Moderate)

Host Area and surrounding landscape —
Direct and Indirect intervisibility from close
to long range

(VPsA,B,C,D,G,H,I&L)

CYNONVS522

Abedare

Urban (Low)

Indirect. Largely outwith the ZTV -
occasional close range theoretical
intervisibility largely of stack top and
building ridge (VP E & F)

CYNONVS001

Tower Colliery

Excavation (Low)

Indirect. Theoretical medium to long range
intervisibility — largely of stack top and
building ridge (VP K)

CYNONVS340

Hirwaun
Common

Upland Grazing (High)

Indirect. Theoretical long range
intervisibility from elevated land in context
of opencast workings (VP J)

CYNONVS580

St Gwynno

Wooded Upland & Plateau
(Moderate)

Indirect. Theoretical long range
intervisibility from ridge and upper slopes of
Mynydd Beili-glas (VP N)

CYNONVS890

Craing
Nantmelyn

Hillside & Scarp Slopes
Grazing (Moderate)

Indirect. Theoretical long range
intervisibility of stack top and building ridge
south of Hirwaun and Penywaun

CYNONVS735

Cadair Fawr

Upland Grazing (High)

Indirect long range intervisibility from
elevated land east of Penderyn (VP M)
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Published classification

Cultural

Potential Landscape Character Effects

Unique ID Area Name and (Evaluation) (and Representative Viewpoints)
Host Area (south eastern part of Site) and
Designated land to the east where ZTV indicates ridge
CYNONCLO56 | Landscape Other Institutions (High) and stack top close range intervisibility.
Areas Also long range intervisibility from land to
south of Hirwaun and Penywaun.
Brecon - Host area (northwestern part of Site within
CYNONCLO44 | Beacons Land D|V|s!ons BBNP) and land to the north ?nd nc?r’.ch'east.
National Park (Outstanding) Frequent close to long range intervisibilty
(VPsA.B,C,D,G,H&M).
Indirect effects. South of Site with ZTV
CYNONCLO42 | Hirwaun Heavy Industry (High) indicating limited close range intervisibility
(VPSE & F).
Indirect effects. South and east of Site
. . including Rhigos and environs and Hirwaun
CYNONCL041 | The Rhigos Sense of Place (High) Common ZTV indicates frequent medium to
long range intervisibility (VPs I, J, K, L & N).

Unique ID

INGCERVEIE

Published classification

Historic

Potential Landscape Character Effects

and (Evaluation)

(and Representative Viewpoints)

Host Area and land in the valley including
Cynon Valley Nucleated Settlement the A465 corridor, Hirwaun and Rhigos.
CYNONHL117 . . . R .
Corridor (Outstanding) Close range intervisibility and restricted
further afield (VPs A, B, C, E, F & ).
Indirect effects. Medium to long range
Other Fieldscapes intervisibility from elevated land around
Cuitehalizia s e Sl (Outstanding) Pontbren Llywd and Penderyn (VPs D, G, H
& M)
. . . Indirect effects. Medium to long range
CYNONHL183 | Tower Colliery | Reclaimed land (High) intervisibility south of Hirwaun (VPs J & K)
Regular Fieldscapes Indirect Effects. Long range intervisibility
CYNONHL722 | Cwm Wyrfa (Moderate) south of Cefn Rhigos (VP L)
Rhondda Marginal Land Indirect Effects. Long range intervisibility at
CYNONHL687 Uplands (Outstanding) Hirwaun Common (VPs J & N)
Hirwaun Indirect Effects. Long range intervisbility
CYNONHL903 | Common, Regular Fieldscapes (High) | south of Penywaun — building ridge and
Enclosure stack only
Moel Marginal Land Indirect effects only. Long range
CYNONHL150 Penderyn (Outstanding) intervisbility from elevated land (VP H)
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Landscape Habitats
Note — Host Area only covered. Other Landscape Habitat Aspect Areas within the Study Area are not covered as
there is no potential for significant indirect effects.

Published classification

Unique ID Area Name . Potential Landscape Character Effects
and (Evaluation)

Host Area and immediately adjoining land.
Direct landscape impacts focusses on

CYNONLHO51 | Not given Mosaic (Outstanding) additions to the landscape structure on the
site and the relationship to adjoining
vegetation/habitats.

Geological Landscape
Note — Hoist Area only covered. Other Geological Aspect Areas within the Study Area are not covered as there
is no potential for significant indirect effects.

Published classification

Unique ID Area Name ) Potential Landscape Character Effects
and (Evaluation)

Host Area and immediately adjoining land.

CYNONGLO28 | Rhigos Glacial Mquntaln Valley Lln.'ut.ed potential for significant effects as
(Outstanding) existing ground levels would remain largely
unchanged.
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LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENT

12.4 All host areas have been included for the five LANDMAP layers. Other aspect areas have been scoped
for inclusion where the published Evaluation is High or Outstanding i.e. where there is the potential
for Significant indirect effects on Landscape Character.

12.5 The assessment below focuses on the worst case scenario i.e. Operational at Year 1 winter, with any
Significant effects shaded grey. Construction effects are covered in the main chapter text together
with Year 15 effects (where Significant Year 1 effects only have been identified).

12.6 Cross reference to Viewpoints has been included; however the assessment of effects on the key
characteristics of the landscape as recorded in the LANDMAP is different to an assessment of the
impact of the Proposed Development on the visual amenity as experienced by human receptors. In
theory there can be indirect effects from a Proposed Development on aspect areas within the wider
study area without intervisibility, however in reality for developments of this nature most indirect

effects do not occur unless there is some level of intervisibility.

INGCERVEINE

(Unique ID)

Susceptibility
to Change

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Landscape Character

Effect (Year 1

winter)

Visual and Sensory
Very Large to Medium at | Major to
Direct and close to medium range Moderate/Major
Penderyn . Indirect . (e.g. VPs A, B,C,D&H) (Significant)
(cYNONvs833) | MedU™ | Ettects: Medium = alto Very Small at
Medium medium to long range Minor (Not Significant)
(e.e. VPs G, | &L)
Hirwaun .
Common High :;:;::(S:t Low Medium zlee;y\S/rF:'lj:\)ll atlong range Minor (Not Significant)
(CYNONVS340) ' e
Cadair fawr High Indirect Medium Small at long range (e.g. Minor{Mf)fierate
(CYNONVS735) Effects: Low VP M) (Not Significant)
Cultural Landscape
Designated . No direct or indire'ct .
Landscape Direct and effects upon prehistoric
Areas High Indirect Medium monuments, re'dundant Neutral (No effect)
(CYNONCLOS6) effects: Low industrial workings or
forestry
Close range: Proposed
Development within
|nfrast.ructure of . Moderate/Major
Direct and established industrial (significant)
. estate within the BBNP
BBNP Very Indirect High (VPs A, B, C & D):
(CYNONCLO44) | High effects: S '
Medium Medium
At medium to long range | Moderate/Major
as above (VPs G, H and (Significant) to
M): Very Small to Minor/Moderate
Medium (Not Significant)
Hirwaun . Indirect . Generally limited at close | Minor/Moderate
High Medium . .
(CYNONCLO042) Effects: Low to medium range (Not Significant)
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intervisibility and within
context of industrial
estate: Small to Medium
(VPs E & F).

Generally limited
intervisibility and within

The Rhigos High Indirect Medium context of industrial Minor
(CYNONCLO41) g Effects: Low (Not Significant)
estate: Small to Very
Small (VPs |, J, K, L & N).
Historic Landscape
Close to long range: No
effect on the key
Cyngn Valley Very Dlrgct and Medium to characterls.tlcs oft.he Neutral
Corridor High Indirect High urban and industrial (Not Significant)
(CYNONHL117) | '8 effects: Low & transport and &
communication corridor
(VPsA,B,C,E F&I)
Medium to long range:
No effect on the key
Penderyn very lEr:‘?;::iz'tVery Medium :)t:fr\?scttsrrilj‘lﬁ::ary Neutral
YNONHL17 High ) . . N ignifi
(CYNO 6) '8 Low activity & medieval/post (Not Significant)
medieval fieldscape (VPs
D,G,H&M)
Medium to long range:
Tovercaiery | | B w0, o
(CYNONHL183) | '8 SYEY 1 Medium 3 ; (Not Significant)
Low 20" century extractive
activity (VPs J & K)
Rhondda Indirect Long range: No effeFt on
Very . the key characteristics of | Neutral (Not
Uplands High Effects: Very Medium prehistoric and funerary Significant)
CYNONHL687 L
( ) ow monuments (VPs J & N)
. Long range: No effect on
Hirwaun . -
Common Indirect the key characteristics of Neutral
! High Effects: Very Medium regular fieldscape and L
Enclosure Low turf-stone wall field (Not Significant)
(CYNONHL903) .
boundaries
Long range: No effect on
Moel Indirect the key characteristics of
Very . . . Neutral
Penderyn High Effects: Very Medium the historic tramway on (Not Significant)
(CYNONHL150) & Low the eastern side of the &
hill (outwith ZTV)
Landscape Habitats
Small (beneficial) fi
Ver azqdaitiénecr:fenl;:;?v)e o Minor/Moderate
CYNONLHO051 . 4 Low Medium . beneficial
High perimeter tree and shrub s
. (Not Significant)
planting
Geological Landscape
. Very Small from minor .
Vv L taSit M
CYNONGL028 (.ery ow (ata Site Medium changes to ground levels |nor. .
High level) e e (Not Significant)
within Site
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Visual and Sensory

Aspect Area Name

penderyn

Aspect Area
Classification

Upland/Hills, Lower Plateau & Scarp Slopes/Hillside
& Scarp Slopes Mosaic (Level 3)

Aspect Area Code

CYNONVS833

Date Of Survey : 26/01/2004

P
[d - e c
reserved CCW 100018813 2005

o

|Descripti0n

|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Topographic Form?

[Hills/valleys

|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Landcover Pattern?

[Field Pattern/Masaic

| Aesthetic Qualities: Scale? |Large
|A¢5I:||et'u: Qualities: Sense of Enclosura? |Dpen
| Aesthetic Qualities: Diversity? [simpla
|Aﬁthet'n: Qualities: Textura? |Cuar5e
|Ac5t||et'n: Qualities: Lines? |}\ngu|ar

| Aesthetic Qualities: Colour?

| Moderate Contrasts

|A15|:I|eti|: Qualities: Balance? |Ba|anced

| Aesthetic Qualities: Unity? [Nautral
|Aﬁtheti|: Qualities: Pattern? |Regu|ar
|mesthetic Qualities: Seasonal Interest? [None
|D‘I:I|er Factors: Level of Human Access? |Infrequent
|Other Factors: Night Time Light Pollution? [Moderate

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Use of Construction Materials?

|G|=_lr1n=_lra||1,.r Appropriate

[What materials? Give Details:

|r1.|'a

|'I1|ere are attractive views...

|...buth in and out {n/a)

|'I1|ere are detractive views...

|....uut (urban edge)

|Per|:eptua| and Other Sensory Qualities

|E>cpused (n/a)

|What is the sense of place/local distinctiveness

|Muderate {Upper valley sides with upland feel and tinged by urban edge, slight incongruous mix)

Evaluation

|\fa|ue: |Muderate {nfa)
|Gnnd'|t'|nn: |Unassessed
|Trem‘l: |Unassessed
Recommendations

|Deﬁne the key gualities that should be conserved: |r1.|'a

|Deﬁne the key gualities that should be enhanced: |nfa

|DeFine the key gualities that should be changed: |r1fa

|DeFine the key elements that should be conserved: |r1fE|

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be enhanced: ||'1.|’E|

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be changed: ||"|.|’a

|Prim:ipa| management recommendation:

|prevent overgrazing

Tolerance To Change

Are there any significant threats to the current integrity and
condition of the visual & sensory features of the area?

Mot known

Aspect Area Boundary

|Tn what level was this information site-surveyed? |Leve| 3
|At 1:10,000, how much of the Aspect Area boundary is precise? |Must
What baseline il_lfnrmat'lnn source was used for Aspect Area OS5 Raster
boundary mapping?

|IFEISData was used, what was the scala? |1:25,DDD

‘What is the justification for the Aspect Area boundaries?

landform,contour, urban edge to south. South west boundary at Rhigos altered at change detection to
exclude part of Tower Colliery land.

Bibliography

|List the key sources used for this assessment [os data
Assessment

|Additional Assessments [n/a
|Additional Comments [n/a

Evaluation Matrix

Firalnatinn Critarias Mearall Fualoatinn

|Muderate (Valley sides with pattern of field boundaries/woodland, but detractive elements eg urban




|edge.pylons traffic noise, of local importance)

|Justiﬁ|:.at'|nn of overall evaluation

|a|| criteria moderate

|Eva luation Criteria: Scenic guality

|Muderate {some attractive view to uplands but visual detractors eg urban edge, pylons)

|Eva luation Criteria: Integrity

|Muderate (nfa)

|Eva luation Criteria: Character

| Moderate (moderate sop)

|E\ra luation Criteria: Rarity

|Muderate {nfa)

Description

Summary Description

Upper valley sides with strong upland feel-both from the strong visual link that exists and the rough
grazing with some woodland/conifer elemeants... slight urban feal on lower slopes but dominant character
is that of an upland area... visual detractors include pyloens and the sharply defined urban edge... noise
and mowvement from the A465... scatterred farmsteads. Minor boundary change at monitoring, adjacent to
Tower Colliery.

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Settlement pattern

|Scattered Rural/Farm

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Boundary type |Mixture
Recommendations

Immediate (soften urban edge)
Guideline Medium Term (restrict pylons)

Medium Term (reduce impact of A465 ag planting)

|Ex'|st'|r|g management

|U nassessed

|Ex'|st'|r|g management remarks:

|E|gricu lture, conifer plantation

Monitoring

|Has the information ever been verified in the field?

[ves (1:25000)

Does this area have a special or functional link with an adjacent

“f’es {strong visual link with upland area)

area?
|Du ring which {s) was field k carried out? |W’inter
|Date of menitoring? |zo12-12-01

‘Mnn'rl:nring undertaken by

Bronwen Thomas Landscape Architect, plus White Consultants at initial change detection stage,
inconsultation with LPA

|Has this record been updated following monitoring work?

|This record has been updated following monitoring work, there was a real change in the aspect area

|Change indicated by

|What has changed?

|DS Data, Aerial Photographs
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Aspect Area Name

aberdare

Aspect Area Classification

Development/Built Land /Urban {Level 3)

Aspect Area Code

CYNONVS522

Date Of Survey : 29/01/2004

|Descripti0n

|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Topographic Form?

[Hills/valleys

|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Landcover Pattern?

|Deve| cpment

| Aesthetic Qualities: Scale? [Medium
|A¢5I:||et'u: Qualities: Sense of Enclosura? |Em:| osed

| Aesthetic Qualities: Diversity? [complex
|Aﬁthet'n: Qualities: Textura? |Cuar5e
|Ac5t||et'n: Qualities: Lines? |}\ngu|ar
|A¢5I:I|et'n: Qualities: Colour? |Mud arate Contrasts
|Aesthetic Qualities: Balance? |Discordant
| Aesthetic Qualities: Unity? |Disunity
|Aﬁtheti|: Qualities: Pattern? |Regu|ar
|mesthetic Qualities: Seasonal Interest? [None
|D‘I:I|er Factors: Level of Human Access? |Ccmsta nt

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Night Time Light Pollution?

|Su|:rstar|tia| (street/buildings)

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Use of Construction Materials?

|G|=_lr1n=_lra||1,.r Inappropriate

[What materials? Give Details:

|r1.|'a

|'I1|ere are attractive views...

|....uut (uplands)

|'I1|ere are detractive views...

|...withir1 {urban)

|Per|:eptua| and Other Sensory Qualities

|Unattractive (nia)

|What'|5t||e sense of place/local distinctiveness |W’ea|—c (nfa)
Evaluation

|\fa|ue: |Luw
|Gnnd'|t'|nn: |Unassessed
|Trem‘l: |Ccmsta nt
Recommendations

|Deﬁne the key gualities that should be conserved: |r1.|'a

|Deﬁne the key gualities that should be enhanced: |nfa

|DeFine the key gualities that should be changed: |r1fa

|DeFine the key elements that should be conserved: |r1fE|

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be enhanced: ||'1.|’E|

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be changed: ||"|.|’a
|Prim:ipa| management recommendation: ||"|.|'a

Tolerance To Change

Are there any significant threats to the current integrity and
condition of the visual & sensory features of the area?

Mot known

Aspect Area Boundary

|Tn what level was this information site-surveyed? |Leve| 4
|At 1:10,000, how much of the Aspect Area boundary is precise? |A|I

What baseline il_lfnrmat'lnn source was used for Aspect Area OS5 Raster
boundary mapping?

|IFEISData was used, what was the scala? |1:25,DDD

|W|1at is the justification for the Aspect Area boundaries?

||in'|it of urban edge

Bibliography

|List the key sources used for this assessment |as data
|Assessment

|Add'|ﬁnna| Assessments |r1fE|
|Additional Comments [n/a

Evaluation Matrix

‘Eva luation Criteria: Overall Evaluation

Low (without any positive visual and sensory gualities, this urban area with remnants of past mining
industry has little or no importance... the views out to the adjacent upland areas are the only limited




|visual quality. and these are usually compromised by an element of built form)

|Justiﬁ|:.at'|nn of overall evaluation

|a|| criteria low

|Eva luation Criteria: Scenic guality

|Luw {n/a)

|Eva luation Criteria: Integrity

|Luw {n/a)

|Eva luation Criteria: Character

|Luw {weak sop)

|E\ra luation Criteria: Rarity

|Luw (nfa)

Description

Summary Description

urban dewvelopment in floor of relatively wide valley... range of built form creates visual compeaxity eg
houses/ industrial estate/spoil heaps... some views out to neighbouring upland areas provide a partial
antidote to teh unnattractive built environment and contribute to its sense of place within the wider upland
setting... background traffic noise from A4059 ...

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Settlement pattern |Urbar1

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Boundary type |Mixture

Recommendations

|Gu'ule|ine |Mediurr| Term (careful development contrel to limit housing/urban sprawd)
|Exis|:'|ng management |Unassessed

|Ex'|s|:ir|g management remarks: |r1fa

|M0nit0ring

|Has the information ever been verified in the field?

[yes (1:25000)

Does this area have a special or functional link with an adjacent No

area?

|Du ring which (s) was field k carried out?

|Date of monitoring? [2012-12-01

‘Hnn'rl:nring undertaken by

|Has this record been updated following monitoring work?

Bronwen Thomas Landscape Architect, plus White Consultants at initial change detection stage.
inconsultation with LPA
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Aspect Area Name Tower Colliery

Aspect Area Development/Developed Unbuilt Land /Excavation
Classification (Level 3)
Aspect Area Code CYNONVSD01

Date Of Survey : 06/01/2012

12

Crown Copyright. Al rights reserved CCW 1000188

13 2005

|Descri ption

|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Topographic Form? |Dist|.| rbed
|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Landcover Pattern? |Mixture

| Aesthetic Qualities: Scale? [Medium
|A¢5I:||et'u: Qualities: Sense of Enclosura? |Dpen

| Aesthetic Qualities: Diversity? [Diverse
|Aﬁthet'n: Qualities: Textura? |Cuar5e
|Ac5t||et'n: Qualities: Lines? |}\ngu|ar

| Aesthetic Qualities: Colour?

| Moderate Contrasts

|Aesthetic Qualities: Balance?

|Discurdant

| Aesthetic Qualities: Unity? |Disunity
|Aﬁtheti|: Qualities: Pattern? |Randum
|mesthetic Qualities: Seasonal Interest? [None
|D‘I:I|er Factors: Level of Human Access? |Infrequent

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Night Time Light Pollution?

|S|ight (Lighting of yards, etc)

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Use of Construction Materials?

|G|=_lr1n=_lra||1,.r Inappropriate

[What materials? Give Details:

|Mix of concrete, metal etc.

|'I1|ere are attractive views...

|....uut (Te Rhigos mountain, and other scarp above.)

‘mere are detractive views...

...into (open cast mining, clutter of scatterad buildings, yards, o/h cables and conveyors seen from above
from road over Rhiges mountain)

Perceptual and Other Sensory Qualities

Unattractive (n/a)
Naoisy
Threatening

|What is the sense of place/local distinctiveness

|Strur|g {One of few open cast coal mines in Wales, with history of workers' ownership.)

Evaluation

alues Low (Although distinct and relatively rare, its disturbed and unattractive qualities means that it is overall
= low)

|Gnnd'|t'|nn: |Fair

|Trend: |De-|:|ir1ing (As coal is extracted)

Recommendations

|Deﬁne the key gualities that should be conserved: |uper‘|ne55

|Deﬁne the key qualities that should be enhanced: ||"|.|'a

|Deﬁne the key qualities that should be changed:

|disru|:rticm and neglect

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be conserved:

|Muur|andfgrass|and habitats

|DeFine the key elements that should be enhancad:

[Mix of habitats

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be changed:

||_|r1|.|sed structures

|Prim:ipa| management recommendation:

|E1‘Ficier|t extraction of coal followed by restoration

Tolerance To Change

Are there any significant threats to the current integrity and
condition of the visual & sensory features of the area?

Mot known

Aspect Area Boundary

|Tn what level was this information site-surveyed? |Leve| 3
|At 1:10,000, how much of the Aspect Area boundary is pracise? |Must
What baseline il_ifnrmatinrl source was used for Aspect Area 0% Raster
boundary mapping?

|If05Data was used, what was the scale? |l:25rDDD

‘What is the justification for the Aspect Area boundaries?

limit of excavation and associated land. Boundaries expanded to north west, and east to take in all
associated land, at change detection monitaring (from former aspect area)

Bibliography

List the key sources used for this assessment |os data
|Assessment

|Additional Assessments [n/a

|Add'rl:'|nna| Comments

[n/a




Evaluation Matrix

‘Eva Iluation Criteria: Overall Evaluation

Low [Although distinct and relatively rare, its disturbed and unattractive qualities means that it is overall
low)

|Jus|:iﬁ|:at'|nn of overall evaluation

|5El% criteria low 50% moderate

|Eva luation Criteria: Scenic guality

|Luw (Generally disturbed land, with vehicles, buildings and other clutter)

|Eva luation Criteria: Integrity

|Luw (disturbed)

|Eva luation Criteria: Character

|Muderate {Distinct but unattractive character)

|Eva luation Criteria: Rarity

|Muderate {One of few ocpen cast mines remaining in Valleys)

|De5cripti0n

Summary Description

New aspect area created at change detection monitoring. Area of cpencast mining, started in 2012,
following on from long history of deep mining and workers' takeover. In state of change as extraction
expands, currently with much restored grassland. Although in parts unsightly, seen from road over Rhigos
mountain and nearby village. it has interest and rarity value, and fine views out to adjacent scarp.

|P||vs'n:a| form and elements: Settlement pattern

|Nu settlements

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Boundary type |Mix|:ure
Recommendations

Immediate (Ensure minimum disturbance to land not being used for extraction)
Guideline Immediate (Keep noise, dust to minimum)

Medium Term (On-going restoration of disturbed land to grassland)

|Ex'|st'|ng management

|G|=_lr1n=_lra||1,.r Appropriate

|Exis|:'|ng management remarks:

|Dpen cast coal mining and grassland

|M0nit0ring

|Has the information ever baen verified in the field?

[¥es (1:25000)

Does this area have a special or functional link with an adjacent No

area?

|Du ring which season(s) was fieldwork carried out? |Winter
|Date of monitoring? [2013-01-01

‘Mnn'rl:oring undertaken by

Bronwen Thomas Landscape Architect, plus White Consultants at initial change detection stage, in
consultation with LPA. Based on 2011/12 change detection.

|Has this record been updated following monitoring work?

|This record has been updated following monitoring work, there was a real change in the aspect area

Change indicated by

What has changed?

05 Data, Aerial Photographs
Policies, plans & information resources
Fieldwork




Visual and Sensory

f‘higé?'_'f ”//(L;:
4 Frym i
Aspect Area Name Hirwaun Common <
o
% ggée:-‘ %wsx-gﬁ:-m-
el e
Aspect Area Upland/Exposed Upland/Plateau/Upland Grazing
Classification (Level 3)
Tonaf ST S
Aspect Area Code CYNONVS430 i ,Eﬁ.ﬂm;#a SR
S B 5 »
Date Of Survey : 28/01/2005
12 ;
N AT I S )
Crown Copyright. All rights reserved CCW 100018813 2005
|Descripti0n
|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Topographic Form? |High Hills/Mountains
|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Landcover Pattern? |Dpen Land
| Aesthetic Qualities: Scale? [vast
|A¢5I:||et'u: Qualities: Sense of Enclosura? |E>cpused
| Aesthetic Qualities: Diversity? [unifarm
| Aesthetic Qualities: Texture? [Medium
| Aesthetic Qualities: Lines? |curved
| Aesthetic Qualities: Colour? [Muted
|A15|:I|eti|: Qualities: Balance? |Ba|anced
| Aesthetic Qualities: Unity? |unity
|Aﬁtheti|: Qualities: Pattern? |Regu|ar
|Aﬁtheti|: Qualities: Seasonal Interast? |Ncme
|D‘I:I|er Factors: Level of Human Access? |F{E|re
|Other Factors: Night Time Light Pollution? [Negligible
|D‘I:I|er Factors: Use of Construction Materials? |Apprupriate
|What materials? Give Details: |Stur1e valling
|'I1|ereareatl:ra-|:ﬁveviews... |...buth in and out {Uplands)
|'I1|ere are detractive views... |...withir1 (Some electricity pylons but not on skyline...)
s Attractive
‘Peﬂ:eptual and Other Sensory Qualities i poed
|Whatist||e sense of place/local distinctiveness |Strcmg {Upland sense of place results from rough ground, rocky outcrops and exposure...)
Evaluation
|\l"a|ue: |High (n/a)
|Cnnd'|t'mn: |Unassessed
|Trend: |Unassessed
Recommendations
|DeFine the key gqualities that should be conserved: |upen, exposed, wild...
|Deﬁne the key qualities that should be enhanced: ||'1.|’E|
|Deﬁne the key gualities that should be changed: ||"|.|’E|
|Deﬁne the key elements that should be conserved: |Grazing
|Deﬁne the key elements that should be enhanced: |r1.|'a
|DeFine the key elements that should be changed: |nfa
|Prim:ipa| management recommendation: |Grazing management

Tolerance To Change

Are there any significant threats to the current integrity and

condition of the visual & sensory features of the araa? Not known

|A5pect Area Boundary

|Tn what level was this information site-surveyed? |Leve| 2

|At 1:10,000, how much of the Aspect Area boundary is precise? |Must

What baseline information source was used for Aspect Area

boundary mapping? ‘Other (OS5 Raster, Phase 1 habitat)

|IfUSData was used, what was the scale? |].:1.D.-DDEI

Landform, contour, edge of plantation to west...Western boundary altered at change detection monitoring
to exclude expansion of Tower Colliery.

‘What is the justification for the Aspect Area boundaries?

|Bibliography

|List the key sources used for this assessment |03 data, Phase 1 habitat
Assessment

|additional Assessments [nfa

|additional Comments [nfa

Evaluation Matrix




|Evaluation Criteria: Overall Evaluation

|High {(Attractive largely unspoilt upland area with strong sense of place and good views)

|Justiﬁ|:.at'|nn of overall evaluation

|A|I critaria high

|Eva luation Criteria: Scenic guality

|High {Attractive upland views)

|Eva luation Criteria: Integrity

|High {Largely unspoilt, some elec pylons present but not on skyline so not as intrusive...)

|Eva luation Criteria: Character

|High (Strong upland fell giving sense of place...)

|E\ra luation Criteria: Rarity

[High (n/a)

Description

Summary Description

Dramatic landscape of rough grazed grassland with rock outcrops and some marshy areas lying between
spproximately 200m and 515mAOD... Wind noise iz a dominant aesthetic factor which evokes particular
experience of exposure and wildness... Attractive upland views within and attractive rolling terrain to
north... A475 is a visual detractor...Adjacent Tower Colliery has expanded, so aspect area boundary in
west has been altered at change detection.

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Settlement pattern

|Nu settlements

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Boundary type |Stcme Walls
Recommendations

|Gu'|de|ine |L|:mg Term (Prevent over grazing)
|Ex'|st'|r|g management |Unassessed

|Ex'|st'|ng management remarks: |Grazing

Monitoring

|Has the information ever baen verified in the fisld?

[¥es (1:25000)

Does this area have a special or functional link with an adjacent N

area? e

|Du ring which (s) was field k carried out? |Winter
|Date of menitoring? |zo13-01-01

‘Mnn'rl:nring undertaken by

Bronwen Thomas Landscape Architect, plus White Consultants at initial change detection stage, in
consultation with LPA. Based on 2011/12 change detection.

|Has this record been updated following monitoring work?

|This record has been updated following monitoring work, there was a real change in the aspect area

‘Change indicated by

|What has changed?

5 Data, Aerial Photographs
Fieldwark:




Visual and Sensory

Aspect Area Name St Gwynno

Aspect Area

Classification Plateaux (Level 3)

Upland fExposed Upland/Plateau/Wooded Upland & |

Aspect Area Code CYNONVS580

Date Of Survey : 26/01/2004

o] aFahrn e i o T &
Crown Copyright. All rights reserved CCW 100018813

20035
|Descripti0n
|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Topographic Form? |High Hills/Mountains
|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Landcover Pattern? |Wuud|ar‘|d
|A15|:I|eti|: Qualities: Scale? |Large
|A¢5I:||etic Qualities: Sense of Enclosura? |Em:| osed
| Aesthetic Qualities: Diversity? [simpla
|Aﬁthet'n: Qualities: Textura? |Cuar5e
|Ac5t||et'n: Qualities: Lines? |}\ngu|ar

| Aesthetic Qualities: Colour?

| Moderate Contrasts

|A15|:I|eti|: Qualities: Balance? |Ba|anced
| Aesthetic Qualities: Unity? [Nautral
|Aﬁtheti|: Qualities: Pattern? |Regu|ar

|Aﬁthetic Qualities: Seasonal Interast?

|Winter {Evergreen colour)

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Level of Human Access?

|F{E|re

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Night Time Light Pollution?

|N|=_lg|igi|:r||=_l (nfa)

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Use of Construction Materials?

|G|=_lr1n=_lra||1,.r Appropriate

[What materials? Give Details:

|r1.|'a

|'I1|ere are attractive views...

|....uut (partially filtered/screened views out to adjacent upland areas)

|'I1|ere are detractive views...

|...r1either in or out (n/a)

‘Peﬂ:eptual and Other Sensory Qualities

Shelterad
Other (wind noise in trees)

|What is the sense of place/local distinctiveness

|Muderate {lack of specific sop)

Evaluation

|value: [Moderate (n/a)
|Cnnd'r|:'mn: |Unassessed
|Trend: |Unassessed
Recommendations

|DeFine the key qualities that should be conserved: |shelter

|Deﬁne the key qualities that should be enhanced: ||'1.|’E|

|Deﬁnethe key qualities that should be changed: |E|r1g|_||E|rii:§.r
|Deﬁne the key elements that should be conserved: |trees

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be enhanced: |r1.|'a

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be changed:

|50Fter1 edges

|Pr‘|m:ipa| management recommendation:

|intruduce broadleaf woodland mix

Tolerance To Change

Are there any significant threats to the current integrity and
condition of the visual & sensory features of the area?

Mot known

|A5pect Area Boundary

|Tn what level was this information site-surveyed? |Leve| 2
|At 1:10,000, how much of the Aspect Area boundary is precise? |Must
What baseline il_lformatinn source was used for Aspect Area 0% Raster
boundary mapping?

|IfUSData was used, what was the scale? |1:25.-DDEI

|What is the justification for the Aspect Area boundaries?

|Furest edge, study area boundary to east and south

Bibliography

|L'|st the key sources used for this assessment |cv5 data
Assessment

|Additional Assessments [n/a
|Md'|t'|nna| Comments |r1.|'a

Evaluation Matrix

Firalnatinn Critarias Mearall Fualoatinn

|Muderate (fairly typical upland plantation with moderate sop and limited views, mainly from higher open




|areas...)

Justification of overall evaluation

all criteria moderate for this typical upland plantation... it should be noted that the area has a
recreational amenity value, indicated by picnic sites, trails and carparking

|E\ra luation Criteria: Scenic gquality

|Muderate (limited wiews)

|Eva luation Criteria: Integrity

|Muderate (the conifer plantation is generally intact, but some dumping of refuse/cars visual detractor)

|Eva luation Criteria: Character

|Mu|:| erate (moderate sop)

|Eva luation Criteria: Rarity

|Muderate (n/a)

Description

Summary Description

upland landscape dominated by coniferous forest with small areas of rough grazing/open land
interspersed... strongly defined undulating topography with ridges and valleys creates a multi-scaled
landscape with a variety of spaces... limited views cut to upland areas... some car/refuse dumping minor
eyesore/visual detractor...Appears to have been large areas felled on western edge recently. Unable to
wverify on site.

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Settlement pattern

|Nc| settlements

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Boundary type |Mixture
Recommendations
Medium Term {(maintain open spaces)
Guideline Immediate (Implement Forest Design Flans)
Immediate (broadleaf planting along edge/stream course)
|Exist'|ng management |Unassessed
|Exis|:'|ng management remarks: |Fure5try

|M0nit0ring

|Has the information ever been verified in the field?

[¥es (1:25000)

Does this area have a special or functional link with an adjacent No

area?

|Du ring which (s) was field k carried out? |Winter
|Date of monitoring? [2013-01-01

‘Mnn'rtnring undertaken by

Bronwen Thomas Landscape Architect, plus White Consultants at initial change detection stage. in
consultation with LPA. Based on 2011/12 change detection.

|Has this record been updated following monitoring work?

|This record has been updated following monitoring work, there was a real change in the aspect area

Change indicated by

|What has changed?

05 Data, Aerial Photographs
Satellite Imagery Interpretation
Policies, plans & information resources




Visual and Sensory

Aspect Area Name |Craing Nantmelyn

Aspect Area Upland/Hills, Lower Plateau & Scarp Slopes/Hillside
Classification & Scarp Slopes Grazing (Level 3)

Aspect Area Code CYNONVSB90

Date Of Survey : 28/01/2005

|Descri ption

|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Topographic Form? |Hi||s.|"\.|"a||eys
|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Landcover Pattern? |Mixture

| Aesthetic Qualities: Scale? [Medium
|A¢5I:||et'u: Qualities: Sense of Enclosura? |Dpen

| Aesthetic Qualities: Diversity? [Diverse
|Aﬁthet'n: Qualities: Textura? |Cuar5e
|Ac5t||et'n: Qualities: Lines? |}\ngu|ar

| Aesthetic Qualities: Colour?

| Moderate Contrasts

|A15|:I|eti|: Qualities: Balance? |Ba|anced

| Aesthetic Qualities: Unity? [Nautral
|Aﬁtheti|: Qualities: Pattern? |Regu|ar
|mesthetic Qualities: Seasonal Interest? [None
|D‘I:I|er Factors: Level of Human Access? |Infrequent
|Other Factors: Night Time Light Pollution? [Moderate

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Use of Construction Materials?

|G|=_lr1n=_lra||1,.r Appropriate

[What materials? Give Details:

|r1.|'a

|'I1|ere are attractive views...

|....uut {To uplands of Hirvaun Common)

|'I1|ere are detractive views...

|....uut (To urban area of Hirwaun)

‘What is the sense of place/local distinctiveness

Moderate (Caught between mixture of upland (on upper slopes) and urban(on lower slopes) influences
slightly incongruous mix...)

Evaluation

|\ra|ue: |Muderate (nfa)
|Cnnd'|t'|nn: |Unasse5sed
|Trend: |Unassessed
Recommendations

|DeFine the key gualities that should be conserved: |Openness
|DeFine the key qualities that should be enhanced: |r1fE|

|Deﬁne the key gqualities that should be changed: ||'1.|’E|

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be conserved: ||"|.|’E|

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be enhanced: ||"|.|'a

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be changed: |r1.|'a

|Pr'|m:ipa| management recommendation:

|Lar‘|d management{grazing, bracken control)

Tolerance To Change

Are there any significant threats to the current integrity and
condition of the visual & sensory features of the area?

Not known

|A5pect Area Boundary

|Tn what level was this information site-surveyed?

|Leve| 3

|At 1:10,000, how much of the Aspect Area boundary is precise?

[Mast

What baseline information source was used for Aspect Area

boundary mapping?

‘Other (OS5 Raster, Phase 1 habitat)

|IF 05 Data was used, what was the scale?

[1:10,000

‘What is the justification for the Aspect Area boundaries?

Penywaun to the north and more upland areas of hirwaun common to the south west...North west
boundary altered at chnage detection monitoring to excdude expansion of Tower Colliery activities.

|Bibliography

|L'|st the key sources used for this assessment

|oS data, Phase 1 habitat

Assessment

|Add'rl:'|nna| Assessments

[n/a

|Add'|ﬁnna| Comments

|r1fa

Evaluation Matrix

|Eva luation Criteria: Overall Evaluation

Moderate (Mo single defining feature of regional importance to justify more than local importance... Scenic

Analibe and intaaribe hoth radorad b tha nreasanca of nrhan araasl
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|Jus|:iﬁ|:atinn of overall evaluation

|A|I criteria moderate...

‘Eva luation Criteria: Scenic guality

Moderate (Some attractive views out to neighbouring upland , and slightly detractive views to urban areas
in valley floor...)

|Eva luation Criteria: Integrity

|Muderate {Urban edge detracts from overall integrity)

|Eva luation Criteria: Character

|Muderate {Moderate sense of place...)

|Eva luation Criteria: Rarity

|Muderate (nfa}

|De5cripti0n

Summary Description

Lower slopes to the east of Hirwaun Common... Generally grazing land with bracken and small scatterad
clumps of woodland...Cpen character and more upland feel is tempered by urban edge presence to north
(Penywaun)... Views similarly polarised into upland to south west and urban to north east... Some more
distant upland views to north past Penywaun however...Expansion of Tower Colliery activities has reducad
zspect area at change detection.

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Settlement pattern

|Scattered Rural/Farm

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Boundary type |Mixture

Recommendations

|Gu'|de|ine |Mediurr| Term (Limit urban spread up valley sides, reduce well defined =edge)
|Exisﬁr|g management |Unassessed

|Ex'|st'|r|g management remarks: |Grazing...

Monitoring

|Has the information ever been verified in the field?

[¥es (1:25000)

Does this area have a special or functional link with an adjacent No

area?

|Du ring which (s) was field k carried out? |W’inter
|Date of monitoring? |2012-01-01

‘Hnn'rl:nring undertaken by

Bronwen Thomas Landscape Architect, plus White Consultants at initial change detection stage, in
consultation with LPA. Based on 2011/12 change detection.

|Has this record been updated following monitoring work?

|Thi5 racord has been updated following monitoring work, there was a real change in the aspect area

‘Change indicated by

|What has changed?

05 Data, Aerial Photographs
Fieldwork




Visual and Sensory

Aspect Area Name cadair fawr

Aspect Area Upland/Exposed Upland/Plateau/Upland Grazing
Classification (Level 3)
Aspect Area Code CYNONVS735

Date Of Survey : 26/01/2004

B

S

S e
A

o

oo
|Descripti0n
|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Topographic Form? |High Hills/Mountains
|P||vs'u:a| Form And Elements: Landcover Pattern? |Dpen Land
| Aesthetic Qualities: Scale? |Large
|A¢5I:||et'u: Qualities: Sense of Enclosura? |E>cpused
| Aesthetic Qualities: Diversity? [unifarm
| Aesthetic Qualities: Texture? [Medium
|Ac5t||et'n: Qualities: Lines? |}\ngu|ar
| Aesthetic Qualities: Colour? [Muted
|A15|:I|eti|: Qualities: Balance? |Ba|anced
| Aesthetic Qualities: Unity? |unity
|Aﬁtheti|: Qualities: Pattern? |Furma|
|mesthetic Qualities: Seasonal Interest? [None
|D‘I:I|er Factors: Level of Human Access? |F{E|re

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Night Time Light Pollution?

|N|=_lg|igi|:r||=_l (nfa)

|D‘I:I|er Factors: Use of Construction Materials?

|Apprupriate

[What materials? Give Details:

|r1.|'a

|'I1|ere are attractive views...

|....uut (uplands)

|'I1|ere are detractive views...

|...r1either in or out (n/a)

Perceptual and Other Sensory Qualities

Attractive
Exposed
wild (n/a)

‘What is the sense of place/local distinctiveness

Strong (upland sop results from rough ground, rocky outcrops and exposure, augmented by views of
brecon beacons)

Evaluation

|\l"a|ue: |High (nfa)
|Cnnd'|t'|nn: |Unasse5sed
|Trend: |Ccmsta nt
Recommendations

|DeFine the key gualities that should be conserved: |upen,w’|d
|DeFine the key qualities that should be enhanced: |r1fE|

|Deﬁne the key gualities that should be changed: ||'1.|’E|

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be conserved:

|ru|.|gh grazing

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be enhanced:

[nfa

|Deﬁne the key elements that should be changed:

|r1.|'a

|Prim:ipa| management recommendation:

|grazing managemeant

Tolerance To Change

Are there any significant threats to the current integrity and
condition of the visual & sensory features of the area?

Mot known

|A5pect Area Boundary

|Tn what level was this information site-surveyed? |Leve| 3

|At 1:10,000, how much of the Aspect Area boundary is precise? |Must

E.Fnhat baseline il_lfnrmatinn source was used for Aspect Area ‘05 Rl
undary mapping?

|IFIJSData was used, what was the scale? |1:25.-DDEI

|What is the justification for the Aspect Area boundaries?

||E|m:|furrr|.- contour, edge of plantation to east

Bibliography

|List the key sources used for this assessment |05 data
|Assessment

|Additional Assessments [n/a
|Additional Comments [n/a

Evaluation Matrix




|Eva luation Criteria: Overall Evaluation

|High {Attractive largely unspoilt upland area with strong sop and good views)

|Jus|:iﬁ|:.atinn of overall evaluation

|a|| criteria are high

|E\ra luation Criteria: Scenic gquality

|High (attractive views of upland areas, particularly north)

|Eva luation Criteria: Integrity

|High (largely unspoilt)

|Eva luation Criteria: Character

|High (strong sop)

|[Evaluation Criteria: Rarity

[High (n/a)

Description

Summary Description

Dramatic landscape of rough grazed grassland with rock outcrops and some marshy areas lying between
approximately 200m and 485mAOD. Wind noise is a dominant aesthetic factor which evokes particular
experience of exposure and wildness. Spectacular upland views dominated by large expanse of
sky/clouds. Strong visual link with Brecon Beacons.

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Settlement pattern

|Nu settlements

|P||vs'u:a| form and elements: Boundary type |Stcme Walls
Recommendations
|Gu'|de|ine |Medium Term (prevent overgrazing)

|Ex'|st'|r|g management

|U nassessed

|Ex'|s|:ing management remarks:

|E|gricu lture/grazing

Monitoring

|Has the information ever baen verified in the fisld?

[¥es (1:25000)

Does this area have a special or functional link with an adjacent
area?

“r’es {Close asscciation with Brecon Beacons.)

|Date of monitoring?

|zo12-12-01

‘Hnn'rl:nring undertaken by

|Has this record been updated following monitoring work?

Bronwen Thomas Landscape Architect, plus White Consultants at initial change detection stage.
inconsultation with LPA
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