South West Bicester - Environmental statement

Medium

Terence O’Rourke

Negligible

Alandscape known and
cherished by very many people
from across the UK
or internationally

National Park

Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty

A landscape known and cherished
by many people from across the
region or county

A County landscape site

A landscape known and
appreciated by many people from
local settlements

Landscape importance can be determined by a judgement
of the relative value that society attaches to a landscape,
as shown on this diagram, moderated if appropriate by
factors such as:

® Consensus: the consensus of opinion expressed
in different forms by different groups can help
determine its value. This can include its recognised
importance expressed by local, national or
international designations as well as value expressed
by special interest groups or local communities or by
professional bodies.

® Landscape rarity: a landscape may be valued due
to its rarity (in either its local context or the wider
context).

® Landscape quality: a landscape may be valued
because it is a good example of a typical landscape
type. Factors influencing this include the condition
of the landscape and the existence of features that
detract from the integrity of the landscape.

® Scenic quality: apart from the aesthetic qualities of
the landscape, other less tangible qualities such as
sense of place, tranquillity, remoteness should also
be taken into account.

® Cultural associations: archaeological or historical
interest or the inclusion of a landscape in art,
literature, film etc. can add value to a landscape.
Designations such as world heritage site, scheduled
monument, listing, or conservation area may indicate
that such moderation should be considered.

® Conservation interest: the presence of features of

ecological or geological interest can add value to the
landscape as well as having value in their own right.
Designations such as Ramsar site or Site of Special
Scientific Interest may indicate that such moderation
should be considered.

Typical description of the receptor

Non-designated landscape areas
of particularly distinctive character

Locally designated or
important open gaps

Landscape areas with

relatively ordinary characteristics

Professional judgement can be used to
vary the value of the receptor, and the reason
for doing so will be made clear in the landscape
assessment. For example, factors such as local,
regional or national rarity, cultural association,

A landscape unknown or
unappreciated by people

conservation factors (history, topography
geomorphology, geography, etc) may moderate the
chosen category. See box.

Figure 8.3 Landscape: sensitivity or importance of receptor

Featureless, spoiled or mundane
landscape with few features of
value or interest
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Medium Negligible

Total loss of or major alteration
to key elements/ features/
characteristics of the baseline
landscape and/or introduction
of elements considered to be
totally uncharacteristic when
set within the attributes of the

receiving landscape Professional judgement can be used to
moderate the magnitude category if the
sensitivity of the receptor to the particular
type of change proposed, or its capacity
to absorb it, so warrants. For example,
land use, enclosure/openness, pattern or
scale may enhance the capacity of the
receptor to accommodate this particular
type of development, and the category
can be amended accordingly. The
assessment will highlight how and
why any moderation was used

Partial loss of key elements/
features/ characteristics of
the baseline landscape or

immediately apparent alteration

to, or introduction of,
elements that may be prominent
but may not necessarily be

considered to be substantially

uncharacteristic when set within
the attributes of the receiving

landscape

Loss of or minor
alteration to key elements/
features/ characteristics of the
baseline landscape and/ or
introduction of elements that
may not be uncharacteristic
when set within the
attributes of the
receiving landscape

Typical description of the receptor

Very minor loss of or very
minor alteration to key elements/
features/ characteristics of the
baseline landscape and/
or introduction of elements that
are not uncharacteristic in the
surrounding landscape

Figure 8.4 Landscape: magnitude of change




South West Bicester - Environmental statement Terence O’Rourke

Importance/sensitivity of receptor
Medium Low

Negligible

Substantial Moderate

Medium

Moderate

e

Magnitude/scale of change (indicative logarithmic scale)

Negligible

Moderate:

The proposals form a recognisable new element within a moderately or very
important landscape, but are of such a design or small scale that the change
in character may not be readily noticed by a casual observer. Alternatively, the
proposals cause an immediately apparent or fundamental change in character
in a landscape of low importance.

Slight:

The proposals form a recognisable new element of different character within
a landscape of low importance, but to such a small degree that they may not
be readily noticed by a casual observer.

None:

No part of the proposals has any effect on the landscape, such that they are
scarcely or not appreciated and the character remains substantially
unchanged.

Landscape significance matrix
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Medium Negligible

Public views of or from
areas of protected
landscape such as

National Park and AONB

The number of people with views affected by
the proposals and the intervening distance will
help to determine where in the guidance range
the sensitivity measure should lie. In extreme

cases of very few or very many receptors the

sensitivity measure can be moderated
(i.e. reduced or increased).

Many residential properties with views from the

curtilage and ground or first floor Other factors such as specific local climatological
windows immediately towards the proposals conditions may be relevant in some circumstances.

Views from rights of way, rural roads and
recreational areas where the focus may be on
the landscape and tolerance to
change is likely to be low

Some residential properties with views from
the curtilage and ground or first floor windows
immediately towards the proposals, or many
residential properties with restricted or indirect
views of the proposals from the
curtilage or windows

Views from offices, social meeting
and learning places where the focus
is unlikely to be on the landscape

Typical description of the receptor

Some residential properties with
restricted or indirect views of the proposals
of the proposals from the curtilage
or windows

Views from urban roads and footways,
railways, industrial areas and trading parks,
where the focus of attention is unlikely to
be on the landscape and where tolerance
to change is likely to be high

Areas without public or
private views

Figure 8.6 Visual: sensitivity or importance of receptor
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Medium Negligible

Dominating changes over all
or most of the view

Major changes over a large
proportion of the view

Major changes over a small
proportion of the view

Typical description of the receptor

Minor changes over a large
proportion of the view

No real change to the
perception of the view

Figure 8.7 Visual: magnitude of change
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Importance/sensitivity of receptor
Medium Low Negligible

Substantial Moderate

Medium

-

Moderate Slight

e

Magnitude/scale of change (indicative logarithmic scale)

Negligible

Moderate:
Major or dominating changes to views from receptors of low importance, or
small changes to views from important and very important receptors.

Slight:
Small changes to views from receptors of low importance.

None:

No discernible change to views, or changes at such a distance or of

such a small scale that a negligible component of wider views is influenced.
Alternatively, no views of the proposal available from important receptors.

Visual significance matrix
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Site Boundary
60-70

70-80

80-90

90-100

100-110
110-120
120-130
130-140
140-150
150-160
160-170
170-180
180-190

190-200

Note:
All topographical information has been taken from OS Data.
All levels are in metres

Topography and drainage
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"] site Boundary
-~ County Boundary

_-~ National Character Areas Boundary
107 Cotswolds
108 Upper Thames Clay Vale
109Midvale Ridge
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Town

Wooded Estatelands
Wooded Farmland
Wooded Hills

Clay Vale

Alluvial Lowlands

Pasture Hills

Lowland Village Farmlands

River Meadows

Rolling Farmland

Bl

Midvale Ridge - refer to Buckinghamshire
County Council Landscape Assessment

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE COUNTY CQOUNCIL

\Fina Area covered by Buckinghamshire County Council
Landscape Assessment - see Appendix 5

‘ Character Area/Type photograph locations

NOTE:

Information based on Oxfordshire County Council
Landscape and wildlife Assessment (OWLS) -
Landscape Character Areas/Types
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Upper Amcott

Landscape character areas and types
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[~ Site Boundary

[  Bicester
Landscape Character Types

(1) Wooded Estateland
(3) Wooded Hills

(4) Clay Vale
(5) Alluvial Lowlands

10000

@1 Urban Fringe

Character Sub Areas

[--71 {a Bignell Park
[.-=1 (b Bignell Golf Course / Leisure

Character Types photographic
viewpoints

h

Notes: Information based on Oxford County Council
Landscape and Wildlife Assessment, and Site Analysis
undertaken as part of this study

BICESTER CPY
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Site Boundary

41 Viewpoints

[,-1 Distance Zones
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Representative viewpoints - local






