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1.0 Conclusions and Summary Proof 

1.1 My evidence is in relation to the landscape elements of this Outline Planning Application and 

addresses matters of landscape and visual effects that would be brought about by the proposal 

to construct a new Mosque and associated external realm at land adjacent to D’Urton Lane, 

Broughton near Preston. 

1.2 In Section 1, I explain my professional credentials as an experienced Chartered Landscape 

Architect with 30 years’ experience of working on projects where landscape character and 

visual impacts are critical.  

1.3 Section 2 sets down the scope of my evidence and explains in broad terms the approach that I 

have adopted to compile this Proof. 

1.4 Section 3 identifies what the proposals contain by reference to the SoCG and provides design 

objectives for the external realm proposals; 

1.5 Section 4 considers existing landscape character information for the Site and finds that it does 

not comply to it given its strong highway character. It identifies applicable landscape planning 

policies at a local, neighbourhood and national levels and defines five landscape receptors that 

have been assessed in the accompanying Landscape Visual Appraisal (LVA) to this application. 

1.6 The most sensitive landscape receptors are St John’s Church and surrounding environs and 

the gap between the A6 roundabout and the edge of Broughton village. 

1.7 There are no landscape designations that apply to the Site, nor is it a ‘valued landscape’ as per 

NPPF 174 a) or display any intrinsic quality as countryside NPPF 174 b) even though it is 

spatially designated as such in the Preston Local Plan under Policy EN1. 

1.8 Section 5 defines 12 visual receptors are associated with the application and confirms the 

following visual matters; 

• There are no designed views or vistas that take in the Site; 

• Ten of the visual receptors are from public locations and two are residential 

receptors; 

• The primary location for public views to the Site is from the road network that largely 

encircles the Site; 
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• That there are few views where St John’s Church and the proposed Mosque Site can 

be seen in the same view; and 

• None of the important views identified in the Broughton Neighbourhood Plan which 

contribute to its heritage appearance include the Site. 

1.9 In Section 6 a synopsis of the landscape effects of the proposals on the five identified landscape 

receptors is presented and an amalgamated conclusion drawn that overall there will be 

Moderate, Beneficial and Permanent landscape effect as a result of the Mosque being 

built on land of low landscape and amenity value 

1.10 In addition, Section 6 confirms that there will be no adverse landscape effects on the two most 

sensitive landscape receptors which are St Johns Church and environs and the gap between 

the A6 and the main Broughton village. 

1.11 Section 7 conducts a review of the visual effects on public and private views and finds that;  

• Visual receptors from the public highways would receive beneficial visual effects with a 

new feature building set within their viewpoints. The amalgamated visual effect is 

considered to be Minor, Beneficial and Permanent. 

• Two more sensitive visual receptors have been identified and these are people 

attending St John’s Church and walkers of the pathway along the FP4. The visual effect 

for both receptor groups has been defined as Minor, Neutral and Permanent. 

• Residential receptors at the end of Garstang Road have been assessed as receiving a 

long-term Moderate / Minor, Positive and Permanent visual effect from the 

improvement to the nearby road character. Residents along D’Urton Lane would 

receive a Minor, Adverse and Permanent visual change given their proximity to 

the development. 

1.12 Section 8 poses a series of questions divided broadly into landscape and visual topics, there are 

six of each. This section finds amongst other things that it is my opinion; 

• That there is no conflict between St John’s Church and the Mosque in terms of 

landscape settings as one does not affect the other as they both have strong identities 

enabling each to be seen and experienced as discrete elements in the landscape in an 

example of context by contrast: the more ornate church tower and the simple 

materiality of the Mosque.   
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• That the Mosque is a landscape and visual enhancement of a harsh existing 

environment at the roundabout. 

• There will be no visual conflict between the Church and Mosque because they appear 

discrete. 

• That the Mosque does not adversely affect the setting of St John’s Church and its 

environs. 

• That the Mosque does not affect the urban character of the main Broughton village. 

• That the Mosque does not reduce the gap between Preston and Broughton village. 

• That nearby residential receptors would not experience significant visual effects from 

the proposals. 

• In landscape and visual terms the building is a high quality and well-considered design 

suitable for this setting that will create an attractive landmark feature. 

1.13 The final question posed in Section 8 considers whether there is compliance or conflict with 

local, neighbourhood and national landscape planning policy and, in my opinion, finds that there 

is compliance with all the identified policies that contain a landscape dimension. 

1.14 Section 9 is this summary and Section 10 below is my expert’s declaration. 

Final conclusions 

1.15 For all the reasons explored above I consider that the proposals are both appropriate for the 

existing character of the Site but will deliver an elegant building, set within a high-quality 

external realm that will improve with the appearance of the Site and wider area in what is 

presently a hostile and harsh urbanised environment. I refer also to the Design Statement. 

1.16 There is no demonstrable landscape character or visual appearance concern found with the 

proposals that should be set against the landscape and visual benefits that the proposals would 

deliver to undermine a grant of permission here for a place of worship. I professionally 

recommend the granting of planning permission for this particular Application and I look 

forward to discussing these matters at the upcoming Inquiry.  

 

 


