
“Landscape means an area, as perceived by people, 
whose character is the result of the action and 
interaction of natural and/or human factors.” (ELC)

GLVIA 3 in practice
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GLVIA 3 
In Practice

GLVIA 3 published 2013

Applied ‘in anger’ since early 2014

Key drivers:

• European Landscape Convention;

• Sustainability;

• Timelessness;

• Improve standards and consistency of terminology;

• Focus on Significance and Proportionality;

• Informed and transparent reasoning.

Should lead to better informed decision making



Language of significance
The State of EIA Practice in the UK (IEMA, 2011b: 60–62) 
discusses the evaluation of significance in EIA, recognising that it 
is a complex and often subjective process. The factors used to 
evaluate significance relate to both the effect and the 
receptor. Ongoing IEMA research into significance has identified 
that problems can arise where separate topic assessments use 
the same/similar terminology in the evaluation of significance, 
but define these terms differently. Partly in response to this, and 
also to aid the simple communication of the complexity of 
significance evaluation, the terms magnitude and 
sensitivity have become shorthand in EIA practice for the 
range of factors relevant to each effect (e.g. probability, 
reversibility, spatial extent, etc.) and receptor (e.g. value, 
importance, susceptibility, resilience, etc.).This shorthand 
terminology can generate its own problems, particularly when it 
appears to be the basis for the evaluation of significance and 
stakeholders perceive that a wider range of factors has 
not been explicitly considered in assessing the significance of 
effects. This lack of transparency reduces the quality of the 
EIA’s findings and can lead to objections from 
stakeholders that cause delays to the consenting process. 



Language of significance

To improve transparency in EIA practice and increase 
discussion around the complex interaction of factors leading 
to the determination of a significant effect, IEMA promotes 
the use of new over-arching terminology related to 
the two components of significance evaluation:

Nature of Effect (to replace the shorthand -
magnitude)
Nature of Receptor (to replace the shorthand –
sensitivity)

For further detail of the relationship between the nature of 
the effect and the nature of the receptor please see Figure 
6.3 in IEMA, 2011b 



iema Special Report on 
State of Environmental 
Impact Assessment 
Practice in the UK (not 
in GLVIA 3)



Nature of receptor - landscape

• "The ability of the landscape to accommodate 
change". (sensitivity)

• "Robustness"

Value:

• ELC

• Designations

• Contribution of individual (or group) features to 
character



GLVIA 3

Nature of receptor  likely to be affected  (sensitivity)

• susceptibility to change

• value

Nature of the effect  likely to occur  (magnitude)

• size and scale of change

• extend of change (geographic)

• reversibility

• duration



Nature of receptor - visual

• People  (at home, at work, recreating, travelling, on holiday)

• Not about viewpoints



Nature of the effect

How big is the effect? (size and scale)

Geographic extent ?

How long will it last?

Is it permanent?



Significance

Sequential combination of ‘nature of receptor and nature of effect

Or

Using an overall profile 

Subject to:

Clarity, logic and transparency in the sequence of judgements

Simple scale: major, moderate, minor, negligible

Significant - not significant



GLVIA 3 examples of use in 
practice

MARK and JEFF

Do you have any anonymous good and bad examples



Experiences with GLVIA 3 
In Practice

Generally regarded an improvement on GLVIA2:

• Clarity regarding significance threshold;
• Clarity regarding nature of change;
• Requirement for informed and transparent 

reasoning;
• Generally contributing to raising standards within 

the profession.



Experiences with GLVIA 3 
In Practice

BUT:

Some practitioners still not clear about distinction between 
landscape and visual effects;

Lack of understanding re consideration of ‘value’ in evaluating 
sensitivity:

• Landscape sensitivity (susceptibility to change and value);

• Visual sensitivity (susceptibility and value);

But: landscape impacts affect a ‘resource’ whilst visual impacts 
affect people.



Analysis



People have opinions

This may make judgement on visual sensitivity more 
difficult.  



Experiences with GLVIA 3 
In Practice

Other issues:

The weighing of ‘duration’ of effect in judging significance. 

Proportionality.  (Including of visualisations) 

Link with other subject areas; Cultural Heritage.

Variances in judgements (incl. within companies)

Landscape Character, Cumulative effects and Landscape 
capacity.



What does GLVIA 3 say about 
capacity?

……Nothing: GLVIA 3 does not use the word ‘capacity’



Why?



Capacity influenced by 
change in context

Guardian Newspaper



CLVIA and capacity

Need to reinforce the incremental and the combined 
(or total) effect in CLVIA.

CLVIA is also multi facetted: e.g. different types of 
development interact cumulatively.

Need to deal with issues regarding capacity because 
many studies purporting to identify capacity are 
actually identifying sensitivity.



Residential Visual Amenity 

Is a component of ‘Residential Amenity’ which is a planning issue.

This includes: views and visual amenity, noise & vibration, light, dust.

There is no ‘right to a view’ and the visual component of residential amenity 

includes the ‘planning test’ which requires a judgement whether the 

development would be:  ‘unpleasantly overwhelming’,  ‘dominating’, 

‘inescapably present’,  ‘so that the property becomes an ‘undesirable (but not 

necessarily uninhabitable) place to live’,  Often called: Lavender test.

NOT about significance, but significance of effect is precursor.

LIS considering guidance with respect to forming judgement.



GLVIA 3 summary findings

Is contributing to improved consistency in methodology;

Increased transparency (no black magic);

Sets out reasoning;

Clearly distinguishes type, nature and level of effect.

BUT:

Still further improvement and especially training required.

Additional guidance needed: visualisations, cumulative, visual amenitiy



GLVIA 3 
next steps

Advisory panel to be expanded;

Clarifications issued;

Continuing training and monitoring;

Development of supplementary guidance, e.g. 
proportionate approaches to visualisations;

To reinforce to members not to stray into non 
landscape territory (e.g. cultural heritage)



GLVIA 3 

Questions and debate!


	GLVIA 3 �In Practice
	GLVIA 3 background�
	GLVIA 3 �In Practice
	Language of significance
	Language of significance
	Nature of receptor - landscape
	GLVIA 3
	Nature of receptor - visual
	Nature of the effect
	Significance
	GLVIA 3 examples of use in practice
	Experiences with GLVIA 3 �In Practice
	Experiences with GLVIA 3 �In Practice
	Analysis
	People have opinions
	Experiences with GLVIA 3 �In Practice
	What does GLVIA 3 say about capacity?
	Capacity influenced by change in context�� 
	CLVIA and capacity
	Residential Visual Amenity 
	GLVIA 3 summary findings
	GLVIA 3 �next steps	
	GLVIA 3 ��Questions and debate!	

