
Land at Wreys Barton, Stowford, Devon  
Addendum to the Historic Visual Impact Assessment  
By Dr. S. Walls  
 
Background  
South West Archaeology Ltd. (SWARCH) was commissioned by R. Murdock of RMA 
Environmental to produce a chapter on Archaeology and Cultural Heritage for the 
Environmental Statement (ES) produced for a turbine to be located on land at Wreys Barton, 
Stowford, Devon. This chapter was based on a report compiled by SWARCH [report 
no.140728]. This addendum has been produced to address comments [dated 20.04.15] 
issued by Francis Kelly (Inspector of Historic Buildings and Areas, Historic England) with 
regard to concerns on the potential impact upon a number of key heritage assets: Hayne 
Manor, Stowford Church and Thrushelton Church. In his response, Francis Kelly also raises 
concerns regarding a lack of visualisations produced in relation to heritage assets. Graham 
Lawrence (Conservation Officer (CO) West Devon Council) also expressed similar concerns 
[dated 30.04.15] regarding visualisations for these three heritage assets.  
 
Methodology  
The principle guidance on this topic is contained within two EH publications: The Setting of 
Heritage Assets (2011, revised 2015) and Seeing History in the View (2011). While interlinked 
and complementary, it is useful to consider the following sites in terms of their setting i.e. 
their immediate landscape context and the environment within which they are seen and 
experienced, and their views i.e. designed or fortuitous vistas experienced by the visitor 
when at the heritage asset itself, or of the asset in its landscape context when viewed from a 
third location. In addition, it must be stated that impact assessments are not predicated on 
proximity or aesthetic appreciation alone and are a balanced judgement as to the relative 
contribution of setting to the significance of the heritage asset concerned. As the relevant 
guidance (NPPG) makes clear ‘…in general terms, substantial harm is a high test, so it may 
not arise in many cases’.  
 
Inadequate Visualisations  
Concerns have been raised by Historic England as to a lack of appropriate visualisation 
within the ES which enable the assessment of the level of impact upon heritage assets. In 
order to address these concerns, and following discussions with the CO, several additional 
visualisations have been produced to further assess the level of impact on the key heritage 
assets identified. These are discussed below with reference to the level of harm apparent for 
each of the key assets.  
 
Thrushelton Parish Church (Church of St. George)  
The original assessment for the church in the HVIA (para. 11.85) was:  
Thrushelton including various headstones and tomb chests; high significance; Grade I Listed 
church, Grade II Listed memorials; condition: good; distance to turbine c. 1 km, within the 
Dominant Zone of the Sinclair-Thomas Matrix. Chapelry, formerly to Marystowe Church, with 
possible origins in the 13th and 14th century.  The church sits on the lower slopes, on the east 
side of a river valley, the church being set in a small enclosure, with hedgebanks to the north, 
east and west and a row of tall mature trees to the south.  The body of the church and the 
churchyard will not have any views to the turbine, due to local blocking.  The turbine will not 
stand within the immediate landscape context of the church, but it will stand in the wider 
landscape setting, on the high ground to the east1.  At this distance, the turbine will frame 

                                                        
1 Note directional error – should be west.  



the church tower when viewed from the north or the west2 and will appear close to and 
dominant of the church tower in all views from the south.  The turbine will completely block 
the church tower in views from the east3, except from within the valley itself.  The setting will 
be impacted, even if this in part mitigated by local blocking in the immediate environment 
and, as the church (tower) is not a dominant landscape feature in its own right, being 
screened from the east by trees; impact: negative/moderate to negative/substantial i.e. 
less than Substantial.  
 
The CO expressed concern regarding views of the turbine from the tree-lined path leading to 
Thrushelton Church, which is oriented east-west and almost directly towards the proposed 
turbine site. The original photomontage from Thrushelton Church (Viewpoint 9) was taken 
only a few metres away from the location highlighted for additional scrutiny by the CO and 
suggested that a combination of topographical and vegetative screening entirely blocks 
views of the turbine from this location. 
 
However, an additional visualisation has been produced for this site following the CO’s 
request in order to confirm the original assessment findings (Heritage Viewpoint EDP5). This 
photomontage is taken from the very end of this avenue and indicates that the blade tips 
may just be visible on the horizon through the vegetation, from this position. However, 
along the rest of the avenue and in the vicinity of the porch, there would be no views. The 
turbine would be an intrusive new visual element in this landscape, and thus the wider 
setting of the church tower. However, Thrushelton Church and its tower have very little 
prominence beyond its immediate surroundings and valley setting, so much so that beyond 
0.5-1km in all directions it is extremely difficult to identify. Views from the road approaching 
Thrushelton churchtown from the east (especially from Hillside onwards) are likely to 
include the church tower and turbine, although local blocking from mature deciduous trees 
is significant. The original assessment of negative/moderate to negative/substantial has 
been reassessed as negative/moderate.  
 
Stowford Church (Church of St. John the Baptist)  
The original assessment for the church in the HVIA (p.33) was:  
Church of St John the Baptist, Stowford including church gate, an early medieval memorial 
stone, various headstones and ledger stones; high significance; Grade I Listed church, Grade 
II* Listed memorial stone; conditions: good; distance to turbine c.0.5km. Parish church with 
14th century origins and some surviving fabric, the majority of the structure dates to the 15th 
century, including the nave, south aisle and tower. There was an extensive restoration in the 
1870s by Sir Gilbert Scott, with the north aisle being rebuilt and vestry added. The tall three 
stage unbuttressed tower is very unusual with alternating bands of stone and granite, 
creating an unusual aesthetic. It is the tower of the church which may be most affected by 
the proposed turbine as the majority of the building and all of the churchyard assets will be 
shielded by the topography of the hill to the north-east and by trees and buildings. The 
turbine at this distance will hold complete dominance over outward views from the tower, 
blocking all possible views to the north-east. When approaching the village from the west 
along the road which runs past Hayne the church tower is visible against a background of 
trees and the turbine would appear, even if only the tops of the blades, as a moving feature 
behind the trees and tower, distracting the eye away from the tower, therefore affecting the 
landscape presence and primacy of the church within its landscape setting. The landscape 
context of the church in the village, and conservation area, would not be affected. The views 
north and north-east from the historic village houses and cottage towards the church are 
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protected by the trees to the east and north-east and there is no effect on the experience of 
the church within the village or within its churchyard; impact: negative/moderate for the 
church, Neutral for the memorials and gate.  
 
While the CO does not appear to have challenged the Heritage Assessment findings with 
regard to Stowford Church, Historic England states that it does not agree with the ES 
conclusion in this regard, raising concerns regarding the proximity and size of the turbine. 
SWARCH would argue that size and proximity do not automatically result in substantial harm 
to a heritage asset, especially given that in this instance the church and churchyard have no 
visibility towards the proposal, and there is in general substantial screening.  
 
The Council initially asked for a photomontage from the Churchyard at Stowford. As the ZTV 
confirms that there would be no views of the turbine from the immediate vicinity of 
Stowford Church the Council later withdrew this request. However, the work had already 
been commissioned so the photomontage has been produced in any case. 
 
The additional visualisation (EDP Heritage Viewpoint 4) produced from the Churchyard at 
Stowford clearly demonstrates that the proposed turbine would not be visible from the 
church or the churchyard itself (unlike the turbine at Rexon Cross). The turbine would still 
have an impact on views to the church tower in its wider landscape setting, especially given 
its proximity and size, however this equates to less than substantial harm, and thus the 
original assessment of negative/moderate is maintained. 
 
HE concerns regarding the investment of public funds in the restoration of the church are 
largely irrelevant to the level of impact upon the asset. While laudable, expenditure of 
money rarely increases the historic sensitivity of an asset beyond that of its prior state.  
 
Hayne Manor  
Access was kindly provided to Hayne Manor house and its surrounding Registered parkland 
for a series of visualisations to be produced. This enabled the potential harm of the 
proposed turbine to be reassessed and in greater detail.  
 
The original assessment for the house in the HVIA (para.11.60) was:  
Hayne, Stable block to the north-west; Hayne Bridge; Grotto; Hayne Lodge; Gatepiers; two 
ranges of farmbuildings; Grade II* Listed house; Grade II Listed structures; high significance; 
condition: fair to good; distance to turbine c.1.75km. An early 19th century picturesque Gothic 
house, possibly built around an earlier Manor House. A heavily wooded parkland estate 
surrounds the house and shields it from inward views. More formal gardens or possibly 
kitchen gardens appear to run to the east, within wide open pasture fields, the aspect 
opening up considerably to the eastern side. The house stands on the north-facing south 
slopes of the River Thrushelton valley, the valley curving up to the north and east. The turbine 
does not stand within this valley setting but does stand within the wider landscape setting in 
which Hayne are experienced. It is expected that there may be some views from the house to 
the turbine on the higher ground to the south-east. There are other turbines visible in the 
wider landscape. The views between the house and parkland to the west and south-west will 
be intact, the views north and north-east unaffected, but views to the village of Stowford will 
be directly framed by the turbine; impact: negative/moderate. The bridge and grotto are set 
in the valley and will be comprehensively blocked by the woodland plantations within the 
parkland, whilst the gatepiers and farmbuildings are expected to be locally blocked by other 
buildings, trees and hedges; impact: neutral. The Lodge at Hayne will be screened by 
parkland trees and hedges but this may reduce in the winter months, and the very tops of the 



blades may just be visible. The setting along the drive and within the parkland edge is 
ultimately unaffected; impact: negligible.  
 
The original assessment for the Registered Park and Garden in the HVIA (para.11.121) was:  
Hayne Manor; very high significance; Registered Park and Garden; condition: fair; distance to 
turbine c. 1.75 - 2.5 km, within the Dominant Zone of the Sinclair-Thomas Matrix. The estate 
covers an area of about 20-30 hectares with 18th century gardens and some 19th century 
parkland.  The grounds are wooded with a strong tree-lined perimeter; the grounds to the 
south and west have scattered parkland trees and are overgrown, with woods and 
plantation to the north shielding the river valley section of the gardens and grounds.  To the 
east, it is more open with grass pasture, formal gardens and possible kitchen gardens.  The 
turbine will be visible here at some proximity within the river valley, despite not standing 
within the valley context of the estate.  The views to the turbine will distract the eye from the 
landscaped parkland in the areas where this is visible and this does have a negative effect, 
with views from the house being altered and views back and across the parkland now 
including a large modern feature.  There are other turbines visible in the area which partially 
mitigates this effect.  In addition, the parkland is no longer experienced as one cohesive unit, 
being seemingly subdivided which affects our experience of it and our understanding of how 
the various areas once functioned together; impact: negative/moderate. 
 
The main approach to the house and park is from the south-west. At the entrance to the 
drive there are two Grade II Listed mid 19th century gate piers, and to the northern side a 
Grade II Listed picturesque lodge. The lanes and road here are flanked by tall hedges with 
trees, lending a very enclosed feel to the location.  
 
Entering the gate and going past the lodge, the carriage drive meanders through open 
parkland dotted with a series of individual mature parkland trees that, despite their wide 
separation, afford partial and deliberate (picturesque) concealment to the house during the 
short journey. The first clear view of the house from the drive is from its lowest point; from 
this perspective the house is the dominant feature and would block all views through to the 
proposed turbine. The visualisation from the drive demonstrates that although local 
blocking is significant, as one moves along the drive (Heritage Viewpoint EDP 3), glimpses of 
the blades may be possible; however, in most of these instances the attention of the viewer 
is directed toward other features (e.g. towards the lake), and away from the proposed 
turbine and house.  
 
At its eastern end, the carriage drive turns sharply towards the eastern presentation 
elevation of the house, and at this point the proposed turbine would be visible to the left of 
the view (Heritage Viewpoint EDP 1). This would be a visual distraction at the point of 
turning, although on the periphery or outside of any view of the house itself. This is the 
location at which the presentation elevation of the house would be viewed for the first time, 
but as the viewer approached the house it would dominate the views.  
 
Views from the house towards the turbine would be restricted by local blocking, and most of 
the key reception spaces – such as the ballroom – would have no views to the turbine. The 
rooms facing north-east, particularly the first floor bedrooms, would have views of the 
turbine between the trees (Heritage Viewpoint EDP 2), but it would not appear as the focal 
point of views from these windows, which would be across the lawn to the north-east.  
It should be noted that the original assessment clearly identified there was an impact on the 
setting of both the house and the parkland, and that this impact would be appreciable; 
however, in each instance the harm was judged to fall short of substantial, and the 



additional visualisations have validated that judgement.  
 
Broadwoodwidger Parish Church (St. Nicholas)  
The original assessment for the church in the HVIA (para.11.86) was:  
Church of St. Nicholas; high significance; Grade I Listed church, Grade II* Listed Palmer 
headstone, various Grade II Listed headstones; conditions: all fair to good; distance to 
turbine c.3km. The significance of the church really lies in its architecture, the aesthetics and 
details, as well as the age and preservation of the structure. Set in the small village, on a high 
knoll of ground, the church is enclosed within a wooded churchyard and the body of the 
church and the churchyard memorials will be locally blocked by the small historic cottages of 
the settlement. The church tower is elaborate but not as tall as some of the other churches in 
the region; it is also blocked from views to some extent by the trees. The village has clear, far 
reaching views and the turbine will be a distinct skyline feature, to the south-east, but 
certainly smaller (due to distance) than the large turbine near Roadford Lake which is directly 
visible, although subject to local and seasonal blocking, to the east. The turbine will not 
frame any key views, although it will be prominent in the wide landscape views possible from 
the south of the settlement; however it is not close enough to compete for landscape 
primacy. There is no direct impact on the church, and our experience of the church in the 
village setting is unchanged, despite possible views from the tower; impact: negligible to 
negative/minor.  
 
The Council has not raised any concerns in relation to Broadwoodwidger or its church, 
however Historic England has made some negative observations in this regard. 
 
The proposed turbine would be located at a distance sufficient for the immediate setting 
and experience of the church and historic churchyard to be unaffected. The lower part of 
the churchyard is screened by trees (subject to seasonal variation) and adjacent buildings, 
although views from the upper part/extension of the churchyard to the north may be 
possible. The church is not a skyline asset, and is viewed in its setting from higher ground to 
the south, from across the valley of the River Wolf to the south and south-east. The 
proposed turbine at Wreys Barton would not affect these views, but could affect some 
restricted views from the immediate area around the church. The relative significance of 
that view to the significance of the church is therefore the issue, but the assessment of harm 
would be less than substantial on that basis alone. The original finding on impact is 
maintained: negligible to negative/minor. 
 
Historic Landscape  
HE raise concerns regarding the impact of the turbine on the ‘understated rolling English 
countryside’ of West Devon, which forms the context and background setting of the 
farmsteads, villages and small market towns in the area. The landscape, as HE points out, 
‘easily absorbs’ the impacts of pylons and busy arterial roads and as such carefully-
positioned turbines can also be accommodated within this undulating and largely rural 
landscape. The landscape is noted for its numerous parkland estates and the prominent 
landmarks of Launceston Castle and Brent Tor, and these should form the key heritage 
concerns for the region. The biggest issue, in a landscape sense, is clearly that of cumulative 
impact. The majority of operational and consented turbines are located to the north-west 
and south-east, but a series of proposals are currently under consideration, which will 
considerably increase the numbers of turbines, particularly along the Devon and Cornwall 
border. In terms of this single turbine, the overall impact on the character of the historic 
landscape is likely to be negative/minor; taking into consideration the potential cumulative 
impact, that rises to negative/moderate.  



Summary  
The comments issued by HE and the CO indicate that the principal concerns are regarding 
the potential impact on Hayne Manor, the churches at Stowford, Thrushelton and 
Broadwoodwidger, and the wider historic landscape. The additional photomontages and 
assessments confirm that the impact on each would be appreciable to varying extents, but 
fall short of substantial.  
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