Geological Landscape

Aspect Area
Name

Four Crosses-
Guilsfield-Sarnau

Aspect Area

Classification

Lowland hills and
valleys/Lowland

glacial and
fluvioglacial
depositional

terrain/Lowland
glacial outwash
plain / field (Level

3)

Aspect Area
Code

MNTGMGL682

Date Of Survey : 25/10/2005
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[Monitoring

| —

||the field?

Has the information
|lever been verified in

Yes (Field transect.)

area?

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

Yes (Part of broader Wye-V yrnwy valleys outwash plain.)

|Description

If Classification is
"Other", specify here

N/A.

|What is the

topographical

geographical and

character of this area?

Includes the broad platform dominated by fluvioglacial sheet deposits with some minor glaciolacustrine
/|deposits in the Four Crosses area on the western side of the Severn valley; the fill of the wide valley in |
the Sarnau area, which links the Severn and Vyrnwy valleys and the SE apron of the Vyrnwy valley which |
is also dominated by fluvioglacial sheet deposits, etc. Gentle surface undulations typical and marshy
areas. Also includes similar areas SE to Guilsfield and a broad cwm-like area of infill. Gaer bank in the
Sarnau valley is probably a low mound of bedrock Ordovician deposits.

||Where drift

dominant drift
||deposit?

|dominated, what is the

Fluvioglacial

W here drift

dominated, what is the.
|major sediment that
characterises the area? |

Sand and gravel

|What is the

|area?

/|characteristic Level 3
'|component of the

Lowland glacial outwash plain / field

is a significant

||the area?

|Which of the following |

|contributor to the

Stratigraphic formation(s) (Minor Ordovician mudrocks (?Ashgill).)
Superficial deposits (Glacial sand and gravel dominant also with glaciolacustrine deposits and probably
llalso minor alluvium and terrace deposits (Quaternary: Pleistocene-Recent).)

|
1

|geological character of ||Active processes (Stream.)

[ |[Past processes (Glacial, lacustrine.)

What active geological i




and geomorphological |
lprocesses are Hstream.
Hslgnif icant in this

Harea?

|what Lavel 4
components are
notable in this area?

HFormer lake (e.g. silted up}
HUurban / industriat development

Ave there any !
padoiogical processes ! :
Jtbat are significent in |
{lthe area or have had 2 | Not known
larsiscape forming ‘
effect? e I s
Are there compnnenis : ?
of significant -
hydrological Yes (Stream.)
is there current No
{{Mas there been mineral | :
extraction in the past? Yes (GIaCIaI sand and gravei) _ -
‘| re there SSSI/GCR j
] iNo {
HE tes here? L i ) ) } - B
HAre there geu!mgicai :
USING, 2nd tier, or RIGS [[No :
isites inbhe area? . ] - B

%{ﬂ&vaiuation

ood (Dommantly rural area wsth l|m|%ed developmont 3

|""i'eﬂd S -onstant (Dominantfy rural are?ﬁ.)’,\f"?!?,'J.FT‘.'?E’.—'.Q...E’,?Y?'QRE?FF:?.,...,,,,,,,,”,,,,k .
|Recommendations
g management [|Generally Appropriate ool . - .

HExisting managemeant

i : Bommantly rural area with limited development
{jremarks:

Maintain Iandscape characterand ensure that no ygmf”cant geologlcai or geomorghnioglca[ features are
st or da d. i

IPrincipal management
[recommendations

ong Term (Mamtaln Iandﬁcape character and ensure that no s;gmfcant gea%cgical oF geomorphologxca!

dfeatures are lost or damaged.) ‘
dAMedium Term (No contemporary geologicat map available for part of area: encourage systematic i
‘|geological mapping of the area to properly document geological character,) | :

Guidaiina

éToierance To Ch

nge

HAre thare any
|| stgnificant threats to
Hthe current integrity
Hand condition of the
J{Earth Heritage
{features of the area?

iAspect Area Boundary

¥

INo

HTo what level was thls
information site- { JLevel 3
sumeyeci?

At 1:40,000, how muah
iof the Aspect Avea INone (Aspect Area boundaries surveyed at 1:10,000, mapped at 1 125,006
|boundary is precise? ||

|What baseline i

Hinformation source was Other (British Geological Survey maps, aerlal photegraphs, 05 1:25,000 Landranger topographical
‘|lused for Aspect Area  i|map.)

|boundary mapping? |
1f OS5 Data was used,
fwhat was the scale?
{What is the
Hustification for the
lihspect Area
%mumiarma”’ )

d1:25,000

Break of slape at base of solid geciogy massif and features at edge of active river/ffloodplain system.

EvaEuat;oﬂ Matr!x




| Evaluation Criteria:
Research Value =~

t
IModerate {Typical lands cape of geomorphological feature and deposits. No notable sites recorded.)

|Evaluation Criteria;
1| Educational Value

Low {(No notable sites recorded)

HEvaluation Criteria:
(|Mistorical Value

Low (No notable sites recorded)

Evaluation Criteria:
Rarfty / Uniqueness

Low {Typical landscape of geomorphological feature and deposits. No notable sites recorded)

Fvalyation Criteria:
Classic Example

tow (No notable sites recorded}

Evaluation Criteria:
[Gverail Evaluat

Moderate (Typical landscape of geomorphological feature and deposits. No notable sites recorded}

evaluation

Justification of overall Typical landscape of geomorphological feature and deposits. No notable sites recorded.

IBibliography

HList the key sources
used for this
assessment

British Geological Survey (2000}, Sheet 137: Oswestry {1:50000); Grdnance Survey (1998), Explorer

239 (1:25,000 scale); Ordnance Survey (2000a), Explorer 246 (1:25,000 scale).

lgssessmnt

|Additional
|Assessments

[maditi

al Comments

None,

Printto PDF




ﬁ_a ndscape Habitats

Aspect Area
Name

Dry (Relative
Aspect Area ||Terrestrial

(Level 3)

ly)

Classification |Habitats/Mosaic/Mosaic||

Aspect Area

Code MNTGMLHO22
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?iMonft

oring

[pate of monitoringz |

Has the information ever been |
||verified in the field?

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

|What is the total land area
within the boundary (in
hectares)?

: 2335 ha

Description

What are the dominant soil
types? (specify up to 3 types)

Brown soils
Surface-water gley soils

What Phase 1 habitat types
are present? Only select the
five most dominant types and,
for each of these, specify
below what percentage of the
Aspect Area is made up of
these.

Semi-natural Broadleaved Woodland (2)
Planted Coniferous Woodland (1)
Improved Grassland (75)

Arable (17)

Buildings (2)

Does the area contain habitats
of international importance?

No

||Does the area contain BAP
habitats?

Y es

||If yes, which BAP habitats?

Upland O akwood
Ancient and/or Species Rich Hedgeraws
Lowland Meadows

| Does the area contain

||protected sites?

‘YES

|If yes, which ones?

_|sSS1 (Gweunydd Ty-Brith (Ty-Brith Meadows))

| Approximately what
||proportion of the Aspect Area
| |
| |

1-10%

|lis within the protected site?

HDoes the area support |




important specie‘sém._.

Ef yes, which species? {for
‘leach of the spaecies, aiso note
{lihe source of information)}

[|Great Crested Newt Triturus cristatus 2002 CCW Montgomeryshire BAP Species Files Lapwing
Vanellus vanellus 2000 CCW Mantgomeryshire BAP Species Files Spotted Flycatcher Muscicapa
ilstriata 2000 MWT Summer Bird Survey 2000 Tree Sparrow Passer montanus 2000 Winter Bird
Survey 99/00 Grey Partridge Perdix perdix 1994 MWT Casual Records Bullfinch Pyrrhulz pyrrhula
(2000 Winter Bird Survey 99/00 Great Crested Newt Triturus cristatus 1399 Montgomeryshire GCN
;\M.'"er)iwi)majuawﬁqggﬂ"[hryg}le_‘gidus philomelos 2000 MWT Summer Bird Survey 2000

{Are there any 5!gmf|cai'it
ijthreat species present in
|abundance? {Field visit
Jreqguired)

Not known

J|what other features
|significantly influvence the
‘ blodmers:l:y in this area?

:|Veteran Trees

Streams
i[Hedgerows

{[very good condition? (Field
wsat required)

Have any of these features ina

Hpoor condition? (Field vish
reqmred)

Are any of thase featuresina

T ey [—— o T —

What are the mair Eand
{management activities taking
|place In the area? (Field visit
required)

;Cultivation ]
fstock grazing
M awing

[have an appreciable positive
Jimpact on biodiversity? {Field
ifvisit required)

| Do any of the abmre appear £o

;
Some {Traditional hay meadow of Ty-Brith Meadows is being maintained in it"s species diversity by
J[the traditional management.}

thave an appreciable negative
ampact o biodiversity? {Flald
ired)

o any of the above appaar o

{15 the hlociwersitv in the area
in any way threatened?

Are there clear oppoﬁunitees
ko Bnprove The biodiversity
|aspect of khisarea?

iYes (Where other meadows exist which still contain natural species, thera revertmg to tradltmnai hay
Hrnaking could significantty enhance the biodiversity. Maintaining and replanting the hedges would also |
JJedd significantty.} i

: Summarise the key features
that define this area's
Jibiodiversity character

i|IThis fertile rolling tand is a mixture of pasturcs and meadows tsgﬂthel thh oLher arable cropping, The
{[fields are fairly small and many have managed hedges. Where wire fences form the field boundaries
{|there are a number of scattered trees, There are a few blocks of broadleaved woodiand but these are
|weli scattered. A small part of the area remains as traditional species rich hay meadows forming Ty-
{[Brith Meadows S3S1's,

{Evaluation

; IMaderate (This area has & small site of national importance which occurs in a mosaic of small flelds
HYatue dmany of which have hedges and some of which are used as arable land. This mesaic is likely to be

‘ e sod for farmland birds.)

|condition nassessed

[Trend Unassessed

:tRecommendat:ons

JExis‘tmg management

Ger\eral ly Appropriate

Exisﬁ:ing management remaris:

AC utting and cropping form the major management activates. Grazmg also is important in gen@rai the
jmanagement maintains the biodiversity.

Pnncnpa% management

Many of the hedges are not stockproofin their own raght anci would beneﬂt by maintenance work and

|recommendations |replenting of gaps.
: Himmediate (Manage and repiant gaps in hedges}
Havideline Medium Term (Where post and wire fences exist plant hedgerows.)

JLong Term (Replant woods especially alongside streams,)

§Aspect Area Boundary

: TQ what Eeve! was this
! mfm matmn sute—sur\;eyed?

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

J|same (the road and fance lines along the break of slope have been taken.)

HWhat i}a:’;ﬂime liifurmatmn

‘|source was used for Aspect

Area boundary mapping? i

Aerial photographs

1If O Data was used, what
i{was the scale?

:10,000 and 1:25,000



larhat 1s the justification for
the Aspect Area boundaries?

{[To the west the boundary with MONTLHO023 foliows the break of slope to the valley bottom. The break
af slope to the flat fertile valiey bottom also marks the boundary to the east with MONTLHO33. Ta the |
isouth the boundary-follows the field boundaries which mark a change into a more wooded area with
Jlarger fields.

Fvaluation Matrix

Evaiyation Criteria: Priority
Habitats

IModerate (Aspect area contains one habitat of national importance. However the hedgerows are often ;
{Inot stockproof and the woodland blocks are fragmented giving an important focal but not nationally
dimportant grading to the area.)

[|[Evaluation Critaria:
| Significance

Moderate {Aspect area contains smal fragments of native or semi- natural habitats and some species

Evaluation Criterias
:Qpportumty )

rates

|Bvaluation Criteria: Expans‘inn
; fUnassessed

1L E\falua&mn Criteria: Sensitivi

Unassessed

Evatuation Criterim
{|Connectvity /Cohesion

Low (Small and scaltered blocks of native vegetatlon ) ‘

Fvaluation Criteria: Habitat

Maderate (Some good examples ol’spemes rich hay meadows in & mosaic landscape gives thls area a |
and moderate classmcatlon )

Evaluation Criteria:

! . : £ rted in thi
{Tmportance f___‘_’_‘_'__!ﬁ%%{ﬁ?ﬁfi?i,,,,_,,,; H;gh (Some 1mportant and mcreasmg y uncommon farm land birds are supporte is area.)

Evaluation Criterfa: Overail
|Evaluation Habitat and Species ||

Moderate (The mosaic of !mprovecz and arable fieids together W|th the :mportant farmland btrds
recorded gives this area a ‘moderate evaluation.)

Hlustification of oversll
Hevaluation

{[This fertile rolling land is a mixture of pastures and meadows together with other arable cropping fora
limportant mosaic for farmland birds especially where the fields are fairly small and have managed
Ihedges. A small part of the area remains as {raditional species rich bay meadows forming Ty-Brith
iMeadows SSS81's, this together with the range of species recorded gives this area a moderate

Hevaluation.

é[Bibhog ra phy

Hiist the kay soUrCes used far
[|ehis assessment

CCW Montgomeryshire BAP Species Files MWT Summer Bird Survey 2000 MWT Casual Records

{winter Bird Survey 99/00

QlAssessment

|A dditional Assessments

|aaditional Comments

Prit fo P_F_



I Visual and Sensory

Aspect Area
Name

Vyrnwy Rolling
Lowlands

||Lowland/Rolling

Code

||Aspect Area ||Lowland/Open
|Classification |Rolling Lowland
|[(Level 3)
Aspect Area | unrGMYS714

Date Of Survey : 13/02/2004

Crown Copyright. All rights reserved CCW 100018813 2005

i@fﬂby,rigbt: Pl rights-fe<ervathCC
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Monitoring

Has the information ever been
verified in the field?

No

area?

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

Yes (Strong visual link with the River Vyrnwy portion of the River Severn floodplain aspect)

Description

Summary Description

Rolling lower transitional side slopes of the broad River Vyrnwy valley bottom. Predominantly
arable and dairy farming with a regular medium sized field pattern. Managed hedgerow and
fencelines predominate with wide open views over the valley floor and relatively open skies
dominant.Settled and domestic in character with sporadic clustered developments

Topographic Form?

Physical Form And Elements:

Rolling/Undulating

Landcover Pattern?

Physical Form And Elements:

Field Pattern/Mosaic

Physical form and elements:

Settlement pattern Clustsred
Physical form and elements: ;

Mixture
Boundary type
[Aesthetic Qualities: Scale? ILal‘ge
Aesthetic Qualities: Sense of

Open
Enclosure?
|Aesthetic Qualities: Diversity? |5imp|e
IAesthel:ic Qualities: Texture? |M edium
|Aesthetic Qualities: Lines? ﬁngular
|Aesthetic Qualities: Colour? IM oderate Contrasts
IAesthetic Qualities: Balance? Balanced
IAesthetic Qualities: Unity? [N eutral
|Aesthetic Qualities: Pattern? ]O rganised
Aesthetic Qualities: Seasonal

Mixed

Interest?




|other Factors: Level of Human
|Access?

f Infrequent

Peliution?

HOther Fact h .
‘ e Factors: nght Time L!g . [|Slight (Few settlements and scattered/ciustered farmsteads)

|| Other Factors: Use nf
i Constru tacm Matwtals?

Generally Appropriate

E[What materlals? Gwa Detai!s

; N/A

EIThem are atiractive views...

out (Towards the rollmg mosaic falmlands of the hlgher vailey s¥apes)

| There are detractive views...

d‘?V?.‘,.?.EII‘EPEE.ME'.%E.‘?C.':F?Fe.d..""_'.”.?w_fi?E???..??i??f?ﬁ..’..?.’?ﬁ and new build housing)

wuthm {Limited and on a locat scale some degraded views onte caravan parks zmd new

|Perceptual and Gther Sensory
iIQualities

Hattractive

|5ettled

({Other (Domestic - regular field patterns and a perception of regular management and
Houltd

tlon)

What is the sense of placa/local

§ Moderate (N/A)

|Evaluation

jvale:  |Moderate (N/A)
loondition:  unassessed
[Trend: |unassessed

ﬁfRecommendat;c,nS ‘

[[Existing management:

E[Gonerally Appropriate

; Ex:stmg managemenl: remarks:

{Mixed farming verging on intensive practlces with tand dra!ngage anci 1m;}roved
lgrassland/arable land evident

; Prmcapal management
Jrecommendation:

(iMaintain as eyutmg

GHuideding

: Medxum Term (%trengthcn ﬁeld boundar;es Wath Llad:tmﬂal maﬂagement and |ntroduct|on of
hedgerow trees )

‘mmediate (Design guidance for new development relating to caravan parks / diversification of

existing farmland}

Dafing the kef gualities that
should be consarved:

Mixed arableflivestock farming character

Define the key gualities that
ishould be enhanced:

AFietd boundaries - enhanced through supplementary plantmq espomally mixed broad!?

eaf trees :

Define the key qualities that
zhould be changed:

f;afeguard agamst new development@ assouated with farmmg dwers;ﬁcateon out of keopmg

with existing landscape character e preserve field boundaries and partially screen with rmxed
broadieaf woodfand to Integrate into the existing pattern

befine the koy elements Chat
should be conserved:

Field pattern and associated woosdiand parceis

: Define the Key clemoents that
shoutd he enhanced:

Trae cover through supplementary planting within existing hedgerows and woodland blocks

associated with boundaries and stream courses

Dafine the key slements that
shouid be changed:

Limit the extent of new developments - developments sheould integrate with the existing
character

I

\Tolerance To Change

Are thare any signif icant threats
to the cirrent integrity and
condition of the visual & sensory
features of the area?

Not known

Aspect Area Boundary

To what lovel was this
information site-surveyed?

Level 3

At 1:10,000, how much of the

Aspect Arvea boundary is precisa? -

All

What baseline information source
was used for Aspect Area
poundary mapping?

Other (0S Data and Aerial Photographs)

If OF Data was used, what was
‘Hhe scale?

1:10,000 and 1:25,000

What is the justification for the
Aspect Arves bouivdaries?

Topography and land use

|Bibliography




il.is‘t the key sources used for this

assessmeant

Montgomeryshire Landscape Assessment (1992)

|Evaluation Matrix

luation Criteria: Scenic quality [Moderate (N/A)

{

[Evaluation Criteria: Integrity  [Moderate (N

[evatsation criteria: Character — [High v/py

[Evatuation criteria: Radty  |Mocerate (N/A)

|Evaluation Criterta: Overall

[Bvatuation |Moderate (N/A)

Rolling lowland farmland with a distinct landscape character that would benefit from further _
enhancement and strenghthening from supplementary tree and hedgerow planting = Moderate

{lustification of overall evaluation!

|Assessment

E]’”“ddétm“a' Assessments iN/""

i[tﬁ.dd;itfmnal Comments

I Print to @



|Historic Landscape

|Aspect Area
Name : Maesmawr

/|Rural

Aspect Area | 3 i 4
P A

|Classification environment/Agricultural/Irregular [

Fieldscapes (Level 3)

Aspect Area

Code MNTGMHL248

Date Of Survey : 27/03/2006 -

Crown copyHaH 16 reserved GQW, pa0TES13 2008 . o (2
Crown Copyright. All rights reserved CCW 100018813 2005

Monitoring

Has the
information ever
been verified in
the field?

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

Description
=
If Classification
is "Other",
specify here

Irregular fieldscapes probably largely of medieval and early post-medieval date on the lower, dissected hills and stream valleys
hetween the Severn and Vyrnwy valleys, north and west of Welshpool and west of Guilsfield. Blocks of conifer plantation with some
residual ancient broadleaved woodland along stream valleys and on steeper valley sides. Early settlement and land use is
suggested clusters of Neolithic to Bronze Age lithic finds and dispersed burial mounds and by the later prehistoric hillforts at
Trefnanney Gaer, Pant Mawr, Clawdd Wood, Soldiers Ring, Tan y Clawdd and Golfa and by a number of lower-lying defended
farmsteads. The early medieval Clawdd Llesg runs across a ridge in the western part of the area. Medieval settlement and land
use is indicated by the earthwork castle at Cefn Du overlying a later prehistoric hillfort. The Tirymynach grange belonging to the
medieval Cistercian monastery at Strata Marcella lay near Trefnanney in the northern part of the area. Dis persed farms, houses
and cottages predominantly of post-medieval origin. Gentry houses or small country houses of 17th to 19th-century at
Maesmawr Hall, Llanerchydol and Brooklands Hall, the latter associated with a registered late 19th century garden and landscape

Summary
Description / Key
Patterns and
Elements

park.
If working at
level 3, the
classification
describes the
dominant historic
pattern, but Woodland
which other Other Settlement
patterns are Designed Landscape

important to the Regular Fieldscapes
historical pattern
of this area?
(Tick all that
apply)

W hich traditional

Hedgerow
b‘::::::: tzzes Hedgerow With Trees
e Hedgebank

i
ekl s Post & Wire Fence

that apply)

What is the

nature of any Buried-dry
significant Relict-Earthworks

archaanlanical Ralirf-CStana Mannumente



et s rrgge e FE O VI
ifinterest nthe  [jBuildings & Structures
area? {Tick il HDocumeniary

that apply)

W hich
Aohronological ;
{iperiod is (post Medieval {1536 +)
|dominant in the |
Harea?

{Has & Historlc | :
HLandscape ;
HCharacterisation {[No
buen undartaken |
fhere?

Are there SMR
Jsites here?

HAre Eherse SAMs
here?

Ave there Listed |
{Buildings here?

JAre there

[ Rogisterad ;
Historic Parks Aras
i|and Gardens
i|here?

Are thoare ;
HConservation dNo
JAreas here?

Hare thore World
Heritags Sites NG
heg'e?

HIs the arca
within a
Ragisterad
Hlandscape of
HHistoric
|Interest?

:'Evaluation

e e

fvalwe:  joutstanding

;icpmiition_: E
i'rrend: l

Existing
managerant

Existing
managament
remarlka:

managerment
recommendations

-Eatxidelins mwr ’
Aspect Area Boundary

i s e s et

To what fevel
was this
informatian site-
surveyed?

At 1:10,000, how |
mach of the

Level 3

Aspect Arean Al
boundary is
precisa?

What baseling
information
source was used
for Aspact Area
boundary
mapping?

% Raster

If 0% Bata was
usmed, whal was 1:10,000
ithe scale?

What is the
Justification for
the Aspect Area
houndarias?

Defined with reference to topography and field pattern,.,

;iEvaluation Matrix

élEvaiuatiQn {



Criteria:
: En?:egrity

High (See overall justification.)

|evatuation
Heritesia: Survivad

High {See overall justification.)

Evaluation
| Criterda:
|Condition

High (See overall justification.)

Evaluation
| Criteria: Rarlly

Qutstanding {Multi-layerad combinations of monuments)

Evaluation
HCriveria;
[Potential

Gutstanding (Sce overall justification.}

Evatuation
HCriteria: Overal
HEvaluation

HOutstanding (See overall justification.}

S Bustif ication of
averall
HJevaluation

JExtensive area of irregular fields and woodland occupying the undulating hill land to the west of the Severn valley. Significant :
dmedieval and later agriculturai remains, farmsteads and minor settlements, including high status farms and designed landscapes, |

{{hut perhaps most notable for its high concentration of later prehistoric / Romano-British enclosed settiements and minor hillforts

e

[Bibliography

List the key
Hmottreas tused §or
this assessmeant

i|See general bibliography in Technical Report, and sources quoted in Regional Historic Environment Record...

]
Assessment

v s

Additional
Assessmanis

Additional
|Comments

[ Print to PDF |
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[Cultural Landscape

|Aspect Area |
Name : Rural Landscapes

| |Influences/Material P =l
; glzl::;;:fti:;:?:n‘ expressions/Rural/Other| & 'Sf;i _‘
[ |Rural (specify) (Level 4) | Shre\f_\_a'§bti |
‘ ‘-*"'A%‘b | ‘
| /gt Il
f 1
| | , |
‘Bishops /|

Castle

||Aspect Area

: e
eaiie |MNTGMCLO51 S

Date Of Survey : 29/10/ 2005

4 s e )
ed O% RO 584 J':’. ) w‘ C o AL Kinmtan LA

Crown Copyright. All rights reserved CCW 100018813 2005

Monitoring

Has the information ever

been verified in the field? Yes (Partly, through observation on site visits and on maps at 1;25000)

Does this area have a
special or functional link Yes (The entire Study Area)
with an adjacent area?

Description

If Classification is "Other", |"'Other rural" is chosen at Level 4 to reflect the richness and diversity of the cultural and aesthetic
specify here qualities of the landscape outside other designated Aspect Areas

The classification at level
3 describes the dominant
cultural context, but which
other contexts are
important to the cultural
landscape of this area?

Rural
Other ("Other rural' is chosen at Level 4 to reflect the richness and diversity of the cultural and aesthetic
qualities of the landscape outside other designated Aspect Areas)

W hich level 4 classes are Agricultural
particularly significant to |Forestry

the cultural landscape Fishing/ hunting
character of this area - Rural Settlement
Influences? Communications & Transport

W hich level 4 classes are
particularly significant to
the cultural landscape
character of this area -
Associations?

Places & Place Names
Sense of Place

To what extent do the
context and level 4 details
selected contribute to the
cultural identity, local
distinctiveness or sense of
place of the area?

Strong (Level 4 details combine to reinforce the cultural essence of this multi-part landscape)

To what extent is the
cultural information widely |Regionally (Mostly to those who live there and to the poeple of Wales)
recognised or appreciated?

Are there any artistic

expressions that are
particularly famous or
associated with the

Not known




|Aspecf: Arga?

{lAre there any paopﬂe /
Irmovements / institutions |
|that are particularly N ot known
{|famous or associated with
{the Aspact Area?

¥g there any Tolkdlore or are
there fegends that are
{iparticularty famous oF
jmssociated with the

|Aspect Area? B

Not known

{|Are there any
Hevents/traditions that are
particularly famous or Nat known
assnciated with the
spect Area?

|Ave there any technical /
{sclentific discoveries that
i|lare particularly Famous or N0
Hassociated with the
{|Aspect Area?

W hat are the attnhutes of
Hthe cultural slemeants in - ||Mixed
fthe Aspect Area?

|Post 1950

Alnter War

: [{Victorian & Edwardian
‘W hat cheenologica! perods [Georgian

‘lave culturally dominant in lLate Medieval

lithe area? HMedieval

: HqEarly Christian
{rRoman

Pre-Roman

{ave there cortein place-
(names in the area that are (No
Hparticutarly significant?

HEF vas, give examplas of
the place-namas and their ([Powys Paradwys Cymru - the ancient name for Gwenwynwyn, the territery that is now Montgomeryshire
|significance :

The Aspect Area is essentially a catch-ali of landscapes surrounding other Aspect Areas. It reveals an

: Heclectic mix of landscape type, from fertile lowlands to bleak moorlands, and forms a buffer between oither
[Swnmmary Desoiption: {no [Aspect Areas that are more cutturally distinctive or diverse. Surprisingly, there are few statutorlly protected
[more than 150 words) Hlandscape types - such as 5551s or LA S within the area. Nevertheless, Rural bandscapes forms the
dbackground to the more detailed painting on the canvas of Montgomeryshire, contributing greatly to the
dcounty''s soubnquet of Powis paradwys Cymru.

Evaluation
Yalue: High (High as topegraphicaily and scenically varied and distinctive, comprising bare upland maorland and
: " fertile valieys, the latter containing a variely of field patternsy
Fair (The rural landscape is generally well maintained, but suffers from its inabit 1ty to sustain a vibrant
HCondition:
: agricultural economy - leading to rurat depopulation, diversity and hence neglect)
gTra_nd: B IDGCImmg {Declining through unsustainable economics of agriculture, rural depopulation and neg!ect)

}Recommenc_iations

'IE_xisting managemeant: ‘Generally Appropriate )

Existing manasgement |As a largely agriculturat landscape ~ and t?lerefore gconomically |mpot’tant - landscape management is
remarks: |appropriate within the prevailing circumstances of farming economy

APrincipal management fncourage through grants or subsidy the proper management and maintenance of farmmg landscapes to

Jreconmmendations ) replace the centurires-old husbandry that made these rurat areas what they are today

Immediate {Seek more imaginative means of keeping young people closer to the land and their roots by
encouraging regeneralive or small business activity in this age of the world wide web and e- commerce)

Guideline Medium Term (Seek to ensure sustainability of income and provide subsidy to retain peopie so that they
may nurture the tandscape)

Long Term (Provide grants and/or subsidies for the maintenance of structures in the landscape)

: Tolerance To Change
S e S A
HAre there any Sigmflcant
Hthreats to the csrent
intagrity and condition of
Hthe Cuftural Landscape dves {Decline in agricultural economy, rural depopulation)
{features of the area?

[nspect Area Boundary




HTo what fevel was this
|information site-surveyed?

HAar 110,000, how much of
J|the Aspect Area boundary ;
|is precise?

Hsome (Boundaries are formed by (a) the Study Area boundary; and {b) the boundaries of other Aspect

Areas)

W hat baseline mfoz“matmn
i{source was used for

as the scale?

JAspect Area boundary 05 Raster
mepplng?
|1f 08 pata was used what

1 :25,000

What is the just:flcatmn ‘
i|For the Aspect Area
(|boundaries?

Boundaries are formed by (a) the Study Area boundary; and (b} the boundaries of other Aspect Areas

{Evaluation Matrix

(Evaiuation Cr;teria
lRacognition/transparency |

IModerate (Rural Mongomeryshare is weil known for the attractiveness of its Iandscapes}

%EEvaIuatmn Criteria: Period |

ngh (ngh as an cssentlally evolved agrlcultural andscape)

vamatlon Criterla Raritv Ii ow (These rmal areas share many othe chalacter!stlcs and culturai essence W|th Earge tracts of Wa es'}

HEBvalnation Criteria:
dpocumentation

dUnassessed

Fvaluation Critera; Group :
HWalue

High (Rural Mongomeryshire is well known for the atiractiveness of its fandscapes)

Evaluat?an Crlteﬂa
| Burvival

High {Rural landscapes survive as evolved examples of human exploitation and occupation)

Bvaluation Criteria:
|Vulnerability

HHigh (Vulnerable to agr:cuitura! decline and eonsequent land husbandry, and depopulatlon)

Bvaluation Criteria:
Bives‘slty

Outstandmg (Elements W|thm the Aspect Area display a huge ¥ ru:h dsversaty from barren mooriand to i‘ertlle
valleys. Smail isolated farmsteads on valley sides add much to the attractiveness of the landscape and
[their maintenance should be assistad)

HEvaluation Critaria:
Potential

AHigh (High

in the sense that there is hsgh potentlal for further deterioration)

Evaluation Criteria: Overali
ABvaluation

{|framework for the Study Area as a whole}

High (H:qh as a varled wsuaily rlch rural Iandscape of a wade tepegraphicai range that DFOVIdLS the

{Iustification csf eavera&!
|evaluation

E See 340
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