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Executive Summary

Background
In August 2009 Rotherham MBC commissioned The Landscape Partnership to

undertake a Landscape Character Assessment of the rural parts of the borough
and a Landscape Capacity Assessment for the key urban extension sites being
considered as part of the Local Plan. This work has contributed to the Core
Strategy and early work on site allocations.

In 2012 RMBC Landscape Design Team were engaged to extend this Landscape
Capacity Assessment work, using the same methodology to cover all the Local
Plan allocation sites currently being considered. In total 199 sites have been
assessed over the last three years.

Summary of Results

The Landscape Capacity Assessment considers the Landscape Character
Sensitivity, the Visual Sensitivity and the Landscape Value, along with the possible
form of development. The assessment looks at Topography, existing vegetation
cover, the condition or quality of the landscape, the visibility of the site from public
and private vantages, and makes judgements about the scope to mitigate the
development in the future, including the potential impact on designations such as
Area of High Landscape value (AHLV).

Of the 199 sites assessed 13 were found to be either already consented for
development and/ or already developed or under construction. Of the remaining
186 sites, 22 were assessed as being of low to medium capacity to
accommodate development. The remaining sites are either medium capacity, or
medium to high capacity.

Landscape Capacity to accommodate Development
(total no of sites)

Landscape Capacity Assessment Low to Medium Medium to High
Results Summary Capacity Medium Capacity Capacity
Total no of sites borough wide 22 108 56

How will this Assessment work be used?

The Landscape Character Assessment has provided a better understanding about
the quality, condition, sensitivity and value of the borough’s rural Landscape and
provides an important benchmark against which future landscape restoration,
conservation and mitigation and management can be assessed. The Landscape
Capacity Assessments provide a greater understanding of the significance of
potential landscape and visual impacts of proposed future development sites. The
results of which will support the future Development Management process.

There is a wider benefit to both RMBC and developers, in that Landscape officers
will have greater familiarity with the potential future development sites and will be
able to provide more site specific consultation advice when planning applications
on allocation sites come forward for development in the future.
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Background

Landscape Character Assessment
In August 2009 Rotherham MBC commissioned The Landscape Partnership to
undertake the following:-

« Landscape Character Assessment of the rural parts of the borough.
« Landscape Capacity Assessment for key potential urban extension sites
being considered as part of the Local Plan process.

This work has contributed to the Core Strategy and early work on possible site
allocations for future employment and housing land.

The Landscape Character Assessment has provided a better understanding about
the quality, condition, sensitivity and value of the borough’s rural Landscape and
this will serve as an extremely important benchmark against which future
landscape restoration, conservation and mitigation and management can be
assessed.
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Introduction and Scope of work

Introduction

Building on the initial Landscape Character and Capacity Assessment work carried
out in 2010, RMBC Landscape Design Team were engaged in 2012, to expand the
Landscape Capacity Assessment work to cover those sites under consideration as
part of the Local Plan site allocations process. The results of this have then fed
into the site allocation assessment and selection process.

Over the course of the site allocations process, the sites being considered for
allocation as Local Plan sites has changed. As a result of the regular public
consultation on proposed site allocations and a constant iteration process some of
the sites assessed in 2012 have now been excluded and as part of the same
process some additional sites are now being considered.

For this reason between 2013 and 2015 further rounds of Landscape Capacity
Assessment work were commissioned and carried out. This is to ensure that all
sites currently considered as Local Plan allocation sites and potential alternative
sites have been assessed for Landscape Capacity using the same assessment
process and methodology.

The Landscape Architects who carried out the assessment work are all involved in
providing consultation responses to Development Management on planning
submissions. In carrying out this work there is a wider benefit to both RMBC and
developers, in that Landscape officers will have greater familiarity with the
potential future development sites and will be able to provide more site specific
consultation advice when planning applications on allocated sites come forward for
submission in the future.

Scope of Work
The survey work carried out in 2012 was undertaken geographically and
considered proposed allocation sites in the following settlement groupings:

- Aston, Aughton & Swallownest

- Catcliffe, Treeton & Waverley

- Dinnington, Anston & Laughton Common
- Kiveton Park & Wales

- Maltby & Hellaby

- Swinton & Kilnhurst

- Thurcroft

- Wath, Brampton & West Melton

- Wickersley, Bramley & Ravenfield
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3.2.2 The survey work carried out in 2013 was undertaken geographically and
considered any newly proposed allocated sites within the following settlement

groups:-

Aston, Aughton & Swallownest

Catcliffe, Treeton & Waverley

Dinnington, Anston & Laughton Common
Kiveton Park & Wales

Maltby & Hellaby

Swinton & Kilnhurst

Thurcroft

Wath, Brampton & West Melton
Wickersley, Bramley & Ravenfield

Urban Area A —North West Rotherham
Urban Area B — Rawmarsh & Parkgate
Urban Area C - Aldwarke

Urban Area D - Thrybergh

Urban Area E — East Rotherham

Urban Area F — Lower Don & Rother Valley
Outlying Settlements of Todwick & Harthill

3.2.3 The additional survey work carried out in 2014 was undertaken to meet a
potentially higher target for homes arising from the Examination in Public (EIP) of
the Core Strategy. The sites considered in 2014 were again, surveyed
geographically and considered any newly proposed sites within the following
settlement groups:-

Aston, Aughton & Swallownest
Dinnington, Anston & Laughton Common
Kiveton Park & Wales

Maltby & Hellaby

Swinton & Kilnhurst

Wath, Brampton & West Melton

Urban Area B — Rawmarsh & Parkgate
Urban Area C - Aldwarke

Urban Area D - Thrybergh

Wickersley, Bramley & Ravenfield

Outlying Settlements of Todwick & Harthill
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3.2.4 The survey work carried out in 2015 was undertaken geographically and
considered 32 potential alternative allocation sites within the following settlement
groups:-

Aston, Aughton & Swallownest

- Catcliffe, Treeton & Waverley

- Dinnington, Anston & Laughton Common
- Maltby & Hellaby

- Swinton & Kilnhurst

- Thurcroft

- Wath, Brampton & West Melton

- Wickersley, Bramley & Ravenfield

- Urban Area A —North West Rotherham

- Urban Area B — Rawmarsh & Parkgate

- Urban Area C - Aldwarke

- Urban Area E — East Rotherham

- Urban Area F — Lower Don & Rother Valley
- Outlying Settlements of Todwick & Harthill
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Landscape Capacity Assessment Methodology

Introduction
The aim of this chapter is to clearly set out the Methodology employed and the
guidance used in carrying out the landscape capacity assessment work.

Guidance

The assessment work has been carried out in line with The Countryside Agency &
Scottish Natural Heritage guidance ‘Landscape Character Assessment — Guidance
for England and Scotland 2002 and in particular topic paper 6 — Techniques and
criteria for judging capacity and sensitivity.

Landscape Capacity

Landscape capacity is the ability of a given landscape or site to accommodate a
specific type of change. In this case we are assessing the potential change
brought about by future development for housing or employment use on particular
sites.

In assessing landscape capacity a judgement is made regarding Landscape
Character Sensitivity, Visual Sensitivity and the Landscape Value of a site or
landscape. Table 1 below describes the individual criteria considered under each
of these factors, all of which contribute to the overall assessment of capacity.

Table 1:The Countryside Agency & Scottish Natural Heritage guidance ‘Landscape Character Assessment — Guidance for England and Scotland 2002

Topic paper 6 Techniques and criteria for judging capacity and sensitivity.

Landscape
Capacity to
accommodate
specific type of
change

|

Need to specify key
aspects of the specific
change or development
that are likely to have an
impact on the landscape.

e.g. For turbines:

Tall structures
Moving structures
Clusters from 1-3 to 10-50
Access roads and

Landscape
Character Visual Landscape
Sensitivity Sensitivity Value
Based on judgements Based on nature of i
about sensitivity of change and inter- National
aspects most likely to action with visual Local
be affected e.g. aspects of landscape
eg Other Criteria
Matural Factors General visibility indicating value
Extent and pattern of Land form influences Tranquillity
semi-natural habitat Tree and woodland Remoteness
cover Wildness

Cultural Factors
Land use
Enclosure pattern

Landscape

Representation of typ-

ical Character

Aesthetic Factors
Scale

Enclosure
Pattern
Form/Line
Movement

Population

Numbers and types of
residents

MNumbers and types of
visitors

Mitigation Potential
Scope for mitigating
potential visual
impacts

Scenic Beauty
Cultural Associations
Conservation
interests

Consensus on value

Figure |(b): Summary of factors to consider
in judging landscape capacity for a particular
type of change.

low level structures
Potential intervisibility
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Landscape Character Sensitivity

The following criteria were used to reflect the landscape character sensitivity:
» slope analysis

» tree cover/hedgerow type pattern and enclosure

» the complexity and scale of the landscape including land use

» the condition or quality of the landscape

Visual Sensitivity

The following criteria were used to reflect visual sensitivity:
« openness to public view

« Oopenness to private views

. relationship with existing urban built form

. safeguarding of separation between settlements

« scope to mitigate the development

Landscape Value

The following criteria will be used to assess Landscape value:
. Designations, local, national,

« Wildness, tranquillity, remoteness, scenic beauty etc

o Cultural associations

« Conservation interests

« Consensus on value

Desktop study

An initial desk top study was undertaken using RMBC GIS system in order to
establish local & national designations, such as ancient woodlands, Areas of High
Landscape Value, Registered parklands or landscapes, Scheduled Ancient
Monuments, these were recorded in a table and then fed into the results database
under Landscape Value.

The desktop study was also helpful in tandem with field assessment to assess
potential risk of settlement coalescence.

Field Survey Assessment

The first round of field assessment work was carried out during May and June
2012. A second round of assessment work was carried out during September and
October 2013. A third round of assessment work was carried out in April and May
2014. The final round of assessment work was carried out during February and
March of 2015. In each case the survey teams were made up of either two
Landscape Architects or one Landscape Architect with a Senior Landscape
Technician.

In each case a visual inspection of the site is made from publicly accessible
vantages and a joint assessment made against each of the Landscape Capacity
criteria listed in 3.4, 3.5, 3.6 above and shown on the Landscape Capacity Survey
Sheets below.
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Form of Development

In order to assess a landscape’s capacity to accommodate change, reasonable
assumptions need to be made regarding the likely form of the development
proposed. For the purposes of this study it is assumed that for proposed
residential developments this would comprise 2 storey dwellings, with some 2.5 or
3 storey accommodation also. It is assumed that any proposed Employment uses
would be located close to existing employment use and comprise 2 — 3 storey
building heights.

Scoring Matrix

The scoring matrix used comprised a 5 point scale from A — E where A would be
most suitable for development and E would be the least suitable. An assessment
was made on site and via desktop research against the criteria in sections 4.5 &
4.6 above and a numeric score of 1 — 5 was given where A =1, B=2 etc up to E =5.
The scores against each of the criteria where aggregated through the use of a
database in order to provide both a Landscape Sensitivity profile and a Landscape
Capacity profile for each land parcel.

Photography

A typical photograph was taken of each Local Plan site assessed using a 35mm
digital camera. Where the site character or features were markedly different or the
site comprised a number of smaller land parcels these have been photographed
individually.
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Landscape Capacity Results Analysis

A total of 199 sites were assessed and of these 13 sites were found to be either
already consented for development, or already developed or under construction.
Of the remaining 186 sites, 56 were found to be of Medium to High capacity to
accommodate development, and 108 were found to be of Medium Capacity. Only
22 Sites were assessed as being of low to medium capacity to accommodate
development. See Tables 2 & 3 below.

Table 2: Landscape Capacity Study Results by settlement

Landscape Capacity to accommodate Development (total no
of sites per settlement group )
Settlement Group Low to Medium Capacity Medium Capacity Medium to High Capacity
Aston, Aughton & Swallownest 1 9 2
Catcliffe, Treeton & Waverley 1 4 0
Dinnington, Anston & Laughton Common 2 10 7
Kiveton Park & Wales 0 5 6
Maltby & Hellaby 4 7 7
Swinton & Kilnhurst 3 4 2
Thurcroft 0 7 1
Wath, Brampton & West Melton 0 16 13
Wickersley, Bramley & Ravenfield 1 11 10
Urban Area A —North West Rotherham
inlcuding Thorpe Hesley & Kimberworth 3 7| 3
Urban Area B — Rawmarsh & Parkgate 2 7 2
Urban Area C - Aldwarke (including Dalton) 0 2 0
Urban Area D - Thrybergh 0 2| 0
Urban Area E — East Rotherham including
Dalton & Herringthorpe 2 4 0
Urban Area F — Lower Don & Rother Valley
including Whiston 2 3 0
Outlying Settlements of Todwick & Harthill 1 10 3
Totals 22 108 56

The highest concentration of sites of Medium to High Capacity is found within the
settlements of Wath, Brampton & West Melton and Wickersley, Bramley &
Ravenfield. The highest concentration of sites of Medium Capacity is found within
the settlements of Wath, Brampton & West Melton and Dinnington, Anston &
Laughton Common and the outlying settlements of Todwick & Harthill.

The highest concentration of sites with Low to Medium Capacity is found within the
settlements of Maltby & Hellaby, Rawmarsh & Parkgate and Thorpe Hesley. For
more details of these sites see tables 3.1- 3.3 below:-

Table 3:1 Landscape Capacity Results — Key Factors — Low to Medium Capacity score — Maltby & Hellaby Sites
Location and details of sites with Low to Medium Landscape Capacity

Settlement Group Location LDF No |Key Factors in Capacity Result
Maltby & Hellaby Land off Cumwell 327|The site is not well enclosed with very little boundary vegetation. The site is very
Lane, Hellaby open to public views from Cumwell Lane, and the M18 and moderately open to

private views from businesses and nearby residential properties. Development of
this site would only form some limited relationships with the existing built form. The
site is a site of known ecological sensitivity due to the presence of Golden Plover.

Maltby & Hellaby Beresford Road 411

o

The site's lack of enclosure, make the site very open to both public and private
views. This means it is more difficult to provide adequate mitigation without
impacting the existing character of the area thus more sensitive to adverse visual
impact. The site has currently moderate high use for recreation.

Maltby & Hellaby Land to the north of 699|The site is not well enclosed with very little boundary vegetation. The site is very
Sandy Lane, Hellaby open to both public and private views. This means it is more difficult to provide
adequate mitigation without impacting the existing character of the area thus more
sensitive to adverse visual impact. Development of this site would only form some
limited relationships with the existing built form. The site is a site of known
ecological sensitivity due to the presence of Golden Plover.

Maltby & Hellaby Land off Cumwell 779|The site is not well enclosed with very little boundary vegetation. The site is very
Lane, Hellaby open to public views and moderately open to private views from businesses and
nearby residential properties. Development of this site would only form some
limited relationships with the existing built form. The site is a site of known

ecological sensitivity due to the presence of Golden Plover.
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Table 3: 2 Landscape Capacity Results — Key Factors — Low to Medium Capacity score — Urban Area B -Rawmarsh & Parkgate

Location and details of sites with Low to Medium Landscape Capacity

Settlement Group

Location LDF No

Key Factors in Capacity Result

Urban Area B —
Rawmarsh & Parkgate

Land off
Greasbrough Lane

59

The site is steeply sloping away from prominent ridgeline at Haugh Road. There is
existing boundary vegetation, although this is gappy in some places. The
topography mean that the site is moderately open to public views, from some
distance in certain directions, the embankment of the adjacent sports field affords
the site some screening to the north west. The site is of moderate character in
moderate condition. The site will only form some limited associations with the
existing urban fabric. Site is adjacent to AHLV and a Local wildlife site.

Urban Area B —
Rawmarsh & Parkgate

Land south of
Greasborough Lane,
North east of Cinder
Bridge road

163

The site is steeply sloping, with a ridgeline which has a boundary with the
Rotherham Round Walk. The existing boundary vegetation, is a gappy and
fragmented managed hedgerow. The variety of topography means that all of the
site is not visible from any vantages. The site is moderately open to public views,
and parts of the site are very open to private views.

Urban Area B —
Rawmarsh & Parkgate

Land north of Round
wood rolling mills -
urban green space

693b

This site is the urban green space parcel on a prominent artificial landform. There
is limited existing vegetation to offer any screening or setting. Character is
degraded due to proximity to rolling mills. The site is moderately open to both
public and private views, and located where it will form only limited associations
with the existing built form. The site is moderately well used for recreation.

Urban Area B —
Rawmarsh & Parkgate

Land north of Round
wood rolling mills

693a

In isolation this site is considered to have Medium Landscape Capacity but is
unlikely to be delivered in isolation but together with 693b above which is assessed
as Low - medium. The topography of the site is undulating, and the site has good
boundary vegetation to the north, east and western boundaries. The site is of
moderate character but in a degraded condition. There is limited formal public
access to the site, but views may be possible from passenger train line which runs
along the eastern boundary on a slight embankment. The development is isolated
from the existing urban form and is separated from the settlement by Ryecroft

sports ground.

Table 3: 3 Landscape Capacity Results — Key Factors — Low to Medium Capacity score — Urban Area A — West Rotherham including Thorpe Hesley

Location and details of sites with Low to Medium Landscape Capacity

Settlement Group Location LDF No _|Key Factors in Capacity Result

Urban Area A —North Land to the north of 518 The topography and fragmented vegetation contribute to the site's openness to

West Rotherham Scholes Lane public views, particularly from PROW at Little Lane. The site is moderately open to

including Thorpe Hesley private views but these are limited in number. The site is separated from the urban

& Kimberworth area and does not form any relationship with the existing urban fabric. Separated
from AHLV by Scholes Village.

Urban Area A —North Land off Brook Hill 542(Due to rolling/ undulating nature of this land parcel the whole of the site is not

West Rotherham visible from any vantage. However parts of the site are moderately open to both

including Thorpe Hesley private and public views. The site is of strong landscape character in moderate

& Kimberworth condition. There is limited scope to mitigate development in keeping with the
existing landscape in the medium term. The site has high recreational use and is
located adjacent to AHLV.

Urban Area A —North Land off Brook Hill 776|Part of the site has rolling topography, which provides some limited screening.

West Rotherham However, parts of the site fronting Brook Hill are very open to both private and

including Thorpe Hesley public views. The site is of moderate landscape character in good condition. Whilst,

& Kimberworth there is some scope to mitigate development in keeping with the existing
landscape in the medium term. The site has high recreational use and is located
adjacent to AHLV.
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In addition to a concentration of sites in particular settlements there were a further
eleven sites with Low to Medium Capacity as follows:-

Table 3:4 Landscape Capacit

Results — Key Factors — Low to Medium Capacity score —Other settlement sites

Location and details of sites with Low to Medium Landscape Capacity

Settlement Group Location LDF No |Key Factors in Capacity Result
Aston / Aughton/ Land off Church 417|Key factors are the quality, value and sensitivity of the existing landscaped

Swallownest

lane (within Aston
Hall Park)

parkland. The character is varied providing complexity, and richness of pattern and
texture of landscape within the parkland. The existing recreational uses along with
the predicted effects of development on the setting of the Listed building all
contribute to its Low - medium capacity score.

Catcliffe, Treeton &
Waverley

Land to the south of
Wood Lane, Treeton

489

Topography and lack of enclosure by vegetation, make this site very open to public
views and moderately open to private views. This means it is more difficult to
provide adequate mitigation without impacting the existing character of the area
thus more sensitive to adverse visual impact. The site is close Hail Mary Wood a
designated semi ancient woodland. Part of the site is well used for recreation
having a PROW along one boundary and providing vehicular access to Treeton
Sailing Club.

Dinnington, Anston &
Laughton Common

Land off Bookers
Way

22

©

The character is varied providing complexity, good woodland cover within the site.
The land cover is complex, with richness of pattern and texture. The site is very
open to public views. The sites location means there are only some limited
associations with the existing built form. The site is part of a local wildlife site.

Dinnington, Anston &
Laughton Common

Land Between
Sheffield Road and
B6059

251

Landform, & lack of vegetation make this site very open to both public & private
views. Remote from/ lacks relationship with existing built form. Proximity to AHLV
and Anston Stones wood SSSI all contribute to lessen the sites capacity to
accommodate development.

Swinton & Kilnhurst

Land off Lawrence
Road, Piccadilly

403

The topography contributes to it being very open to public views and moderately
open to private views. This means it is more difficult to provide adequate mitigation
without impacting the existing character of the area thus more sensitive to adverse
visual impact. The site is of moderate landscape character in reasonable good
condition and is moderately well used for recreation and forms part of a District
Green Infrastructure corridor.

Wickersley, Bramley &
Ravenfield

Land at Wood Lane

677

The site is very open to public views and moderately open to private views. The site
lacks existing boundary vegetation which could afford screening or provide setting
to any proposed development and therefore there is limited scope to mitigate in
keeping with the existing landscape character in the medium term. The site is
adjacent to Wickersley Woods (ancient woodland).

Urban Area E — East
Rotherham including
Dalton & Herringthorpe

Land off Dalton
Lane/ Netherfield
View

78

Prominently sloping ground, provides open views both public and private across
towards Dalton/ Thrybergh areas. There is limited/ poor quality existing vegetation
bounding the site. The site will form only some limited associations with the existing
urban fabric. The site is adjacent to the AHLV on the eastern boundary.

Urban Area E — East
Rotherham including
Dalton & Herringthorpe

Land off Magna
Lane/ Dalton Lane

59

s

Prominently sloping ground, provides open views both public and private across
towards Dalton/ Thrybergh areas. There is limited/ poor quality existing vegetation
bounding the site, there is some vegetation along the stream. The site will form
only some limited associations with the existing urban fabric. The site is adjacent to
the AHLV on the eastern boundary.

Urban Area F — Lower
Don & Rother Valley
including Whiston

Land off West
Bawtry Road

20

The site is not well enclosed, and as a result in very open to public views and
moderately open to private views. This means it is more difficult to provide
adequate mitigation without impacting the existing character of the area thus more
sensitive to adverse visual impact. This site is adjacent to Ulley Area of High
Landscape Value and Whiston Brook which falls within a Regional Green
Infrastructure Corridor.

Urban Area F — Lower
Don & Rother Valley
including Whiston

Land South of West
Bawtry Road

80!

N

The site topography is prominently sloping from West Bawtry road down towards
Whiston Brook. There is only fragmented existing vegetation which along with the
topography makes the site very open to public views and in particular along the M1
corridor. The site is moderately open to private views from a limited number of
properties. There is limited scope to provide adequate mitigation due to the
topography. The site is adjacent to Whiston Meadows LWS.

Outlying Settlements of
Todwick & Harthill

Land at Hardwick
Lane

583

The site is located on elevated land above the M1, and is moderately open to both
public and private views. The scale and character of the parcel is small scale, with
a richness of texture and pattern. This would make mitigation, in keeping with the
existing landscape character difficult. Development here would form only limited
associations with existing built form. Potential for impact on separation with Aston
if parcel no 815 is also developed.

The results of the Landscape Capacity Assessment have been fed back into the
Site assessment and selection work for Local plan sites. To date of the twenty-two
sites found to be of low- medium capacity, only six are proposed for allocation,
with another one proposed as safe guarded land in the emerging Sites & Policies
Document. Where sites are allocated the results of from this Landscape Capacity
Assessment will feed into future decision making where sites are brought forward
for development.
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Next Steps

Landscape Character Assessment

The borough Landscape Character Assessment of 2010 has provided a better
understanding about the quality, condition and value of the borough’s rural
Landscape. Initially carried out in order to underpin Landscape Capacity
Assessments for the key urban extension sites, it is now considered to be a
valuable baseline record of the Borough'’s Landscape character and sensitivity.

The Landscape Character Assessment forms an important role in the
Development Management process, in particular responding to screening
opinions, scoping requests for development uses not covered by the Landscape
capacity work which only considered Residential, Employment and Mixed Use
development.

This assessment sets out an overarching focus for landscape management within
each Landscape character area based upon the quality, condition, and degree of
intactness of the landscape fabric. It also provides an important baseline against
which future landscape restoration, conservation, mitigation and management
proposals can be assessed.

Landscape Capacity Assessment
This work provides a greater understanding of the likely significance of potential
landscape and visual impacts arising from the proposed future Local Plan sites.

The Landscape capacity assessment score broadly describes the degree of ease
by which a development can be accommodated within the existing
landscape and visual context of each individual Local Plan sites. This information
can provide assistance to developers looking to develop these sites and to
Landscape Officers in providing consultation responses as part of the
Development Management process.

The Landscape Capacity Assessment is not an assessment of the proposed
development density for each site in terms of number of dwellings or floor space
which a given site can yield.

The Capacity Assessments for the Local Plan sites will be used by Landscape
Officers during the Development Management process to assist developers by
providing more targeted and site specific comment and advice at each stage of
the planning process. Landscape Officers will have greater familiarity with the
potential future development sites and can advise developers on the key criteria
which contributed to the Capacity Assessment score. These criteria are more likely
to present key areas of concern and issues to be resolved which will need to be
addressed by the development and through mitigation proposals.
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Appendix 1 - Site Fieldwork Assessment Sheets




LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AND CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Record 156 Date

Landscape Character Area

Parcel Number (LDF Preferred Site

No, format LDF0000)

Parcel Location

Parcel Description

1. Landscape Character criteria

Aston common

24/04/2014 Surveyor 1 Stefanie Harrison Surveyor 2 Malcolm Halliwell

5b. Coalfields Tributary Valleys - Treeton

LDF0815 Settlement: ASTON

Land to north of worksop rd B6067

Scorina: A=1. B=2, C=3, D=4. E=5

Slope analysis

Comments:

Enclosure by vegetation

Comments:

Complexity / Scale

Comments:

Landscape character Quality
/Condition

Comments:

B = Rolling / undulating landform providing enclosure

B = Semi-enclosed by vegetation - moderate woodland cover, good quality tall hedgerows / hedgerows with trees

Hedgerows of various maturity and management to field parcels

C = Large or medium scale landscapes with variations in pattern, texture and scale

due to make up of smaller parcels. Largest fields larger scale simple landscape

D = Area of moderate character in a good condition or area of strong character in a moderate condition

2a. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Openness to Public vie

Comments:

Openness to Private view

Comments:

B = Site is generally well contained from public views

M1 Corridor. Well screened.

B = Site is generally well contained from private views

Properties to southern boundary only.

Relationship with existing urban D = Location where built development will only form some limited associations with the existing urban fabric due to major obstacles

built environmentlt

Comments:

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Comments:

2b. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Scope to mitigate the
development

Comments:

3. Landscape Value criteria

Landscape Designations

Comments:

Value for recreation and
perceptual factors

C = Development would have moderate impact on separation

C = Moderate scope to provide mitigation in the medium term broadly in keeping with existing landscape pattern

D = Location where built development is adjacent to a landscape designation or will have a high landscape or visual impact

AHLV. Potential for significant adverse LVA

D = Moderate-high use for recreation / moderate-high scenic value and/or area of moderate-high tranquility

Comments public footpath is established recreation route, moderate to hig scenic value and tranquility.

Landscape Sensitivity Score = 25 Overall Capacity Score = 33 RUN Summary
Sites Report

9= low sensitivity 11 = high capacity

10-18 = low- medium sensitivity

19-27 = medium sensitivity
28-36 = medium-high sensitivit
37-45 = high sensitivity

12-22 = medium-high capacity

23-33 = medium capacity
34-44 = low- medium capacity

45-55 = low capacity

Close
Database

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE



LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AND CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Record 118 Date

Landscape Character Area

Parcel Number (LDF Preferred Site

No, format LDF0000)

Parcel Location

Parcel Description

1. Landscape Character criteria

Slope analysis

Comments:

Enclosure by vegetation

Comments:

Complexity / Scale

Comments:

Landscape character Quality
/Condition

Comments:

19/09/2013 Surveyor 1 Andrew Burton

5b. Coalfields Tributary Valleys - Treeton
ASTON

LDF0792 Settlement:

LAND OFF MANSFIELD ROAD

Small plot between A57 and new housing.

Scorina: A=1. B=2, C=3. D=4, E=5

C = Valley Floor

A = Enclosed mature vegetation, extensive tree belts / woodland

Mature roadside hedgerows

D = Small or medium scale landscape with a variety in pattern, texture and scale

Small plot between A57 and new housing.

B = Area of weak character in a moderate condition or area of moderate character in poor condition

Untidy garden area with stored materials and cars

2a. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Openness to Public vie

Comments:

Openness to Private view

Comments:

A = Site is well contained from public views

E = Site is very open to private view

Surveyor 2. Malcolm Halliwell

Close
Database

Relationship with existing urban A = Location where built development will form a natural extension of an adjacent part of the urban fabric

built environmentlt

Comments:

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Comments:

2b. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Scope to mitigate the
development

Comments:

3. Landscape Value criteria

Landscape Designations

Comments:

Value for recreation and
perceptual factors

A = Development would not compromise any separation

A = Good scope to provide mitigation in the short to medium term in harmony with existing landscape pattern

A = Location where built development is unlikely to have any landscape or visual impact on landscape designations

A = No identified use for recreation / poor scenic value and low tranquility

RUN Summary

Sites Rebport

Comments
Landscape Sensitivity Score = 19 Overall Capacity Score = 21
9= low sensitivity 11 = high:-capacity

10-18 = low- medium sensitivity
19-27 = medium sensitivity
28-36 = medium-high sensitivit

37-45 = high sensitivity

12-22 = medium-high capacity

23-33 = medium capacity
34-44 = low- medium capacity

45-55 = low capacity

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE



LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AND CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Record 155 Date

Landscape Character Area

Parcel Number (LDF Preferred Site

No, format LDF0000)

Parcel Location

Parcel Description

1. Landscape Character criteria

South east of Church Lane and school, Aston.

24/04/2014 Surveyor 1 Stefanie Harrison Surveyor 2 Malcolm Halliwell

5b. Coalfields Tributary Valleys - Treeton
ASTON

LDF0772 Settlement:

Close
Database

Land to north of Aston bypass A57, east of Church Lane

Scorina: A=1. B=2, C=3, D=4. E=5

Slope analysis

Comments:

Enclosure by vegetation

Comments:

Complexity / Scale

Comments:

Landscape character Quality.
/Condition

Comments:

E = Elevated landforms, plateau edge, ridges and prominent slopes on valley sides

valley slope / side. Providing little enclosure

B = Semi-enclosed by vegetation - moderate woodland cover, good quality tall hedgerows / hedgerows with trees

School boundary managed hedgerows. Mature hedgerow and trees to north.

C = Large or medium scale landscapes with variations in pattern, texture and scale

Medium scale. Topography and veg shape provides complexity

C = Area of weak character in good condition or area of moderate character in a moderate condition or area of strong character in a poor con

Moderate character. Moderate condition.

2a. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Openness to Public vie

Comments:

Openness to Private view

Comments:

D = Site is moderately open to public views

And from school

D = Site is moderately open to private views

South west boundary, residential properties and school

Relationship with existing urban C = Location where built development will form some moderate associations with the existing urban fabric

built environmentlit

Comments:

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Comments:

2b. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Scope to mitigate the
development

Comments:

3. Landscape Value criteria

Landscape Designations

Comments:

Value for recreation and
perceptual factors

A = Development would not compromise any separation

C = Moderate scope to provide mitigation in the medium term broadly in keeping with existing landscape pattern

Key viewpoints are residential and school

C = Location where built development will have a moderate landscape or visual impact on landscape designations

Adjacent to listed building of Aston Hall and associated parkland. Potential adverse impact.

C = Moderate use for recreation / moderate scenic value and/or are of moderate tranquility

Comments Used for recreation

Landscape Sensitivity Score = 28 Overall Capacity Score = 34 RUN Summary
Sites Rebort

9= low sensitivity 1= high capacity

10-18 = low- medium sensitivity

19-27 = medium sensitivity
28-36 = medium-high sensitivit
37-45 = high sensitivity

12-22 = medium-high capacity

23-33 = medium capacity
34-44 = low- medium capacity

45-55 = low capacity

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE



LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AND CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Record 115 Date

Landscape Character Area

19/09/2013 Surveyor 1 Andrew Burton

5b. Coalfields Tributary Valleys - Treeton

Parcel Number (LDF Preferred Site LDF0447 Settlement: ASTON

No, format LDF0000)

Parcel Location

Parcel Description

1. Landscape Character criteria

Slope analysis

Comments:

Enclosure by vegetation

Comments:

Complexity / Scale

Comments:

Landscape character Quality
/Condition

Comments:

LAND TO EAST OF PARK HILL FARM, WEST OF ROTHERHAM ROAD

Scoring: A=1, B=2, C=3. D=4, E=5

E = Elevated landforms, plateau edge, ridges and prominent slopes on valley sides

agricultural field

B = Semi-enclosed by vegetation - moderate woodland cover, good quality tall hedgerows / hedgerows with trees

Medium/ mature tall hedge rows around roadside boundary. Open at crossroads

A = Extensive simple landscape with single land use

Agricultural field

C = Area of weak character in good condition or area of moderate character in a moderate condition or area of strong character in a poor con

2a. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Openness to Public vie

Comments:

Openness to Private view

Comments:

D = Site is moderately open to public views

Open at crossroads. High, elevated above road level

C = Site is partially contained from private views

Long views of site due to elevation. Nearby housing screened by hedgerow.

Relationship with existing urban A = Location where built development will form a natural extension of an adjacent part of the urban fabric

built environmentlt

Comments:

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Comments:

2b. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Scope to mitigate the
development

Comments:

3. Landscape Value criteria

Landscape Designations

Comments:

Value for recreation and
perceptual factors

A = Development would not compromise any separation

C = Moderate scope to provide mitigation in the medium term broadly in keeping with existing landscape pattern

A = Location where built development is unlikely to have any landscape or visual impact on landscape designations

B = Minimal use for recreation / low scenic value and low / moderate tranquility

Comments

Landscape Sensitivity Score = 23 Overall Capacity Score = 26 RUN Summary
Sites Renort

9= low sensitivity 11 = high capacity

10-18 = low- medium sensitivity
19-27 = medium sensitivity
28-36 = medium-high sensitivit

37-45 = high sensitivity

12-22 = medium-high capacity

23-33 = medium capacity
34-44 = low- medium capacity

45-55 = low capacity

Surveyor 2 Malcolm Halliwell

Close
Database

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE



RUN Summéry
Sltes Rebort

Close
Database




LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AND CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Record 23 Date

Landscape Character Area

30/05/2012 Surveyor 1 Stefanie Harrison

1b. Wentowrth Parklands - fringes

Parcel Number (LDF Preferred Site LDF0267 Settlement: BRAMPTON

No, format LDF0000)

Parcel Location Westfield Road

Parcel Description

1. Landscape Character criteria

Slope analysis

Comments:

Enclosure by vegetation

Comments:

Complexity / Scale

Comments:

Landscape character Quality
/Condition

Comments:

Land to the north of Westfield Road

Scoring: A=1, B=2, C=3. D=4, E=5

E = Elevated landforms, plateau edge, ridges and prominent slopes on valley sides

B = Semi-enclosed by vegetation - moderate woodland cover, good quality tall hedgerows / hedgerows with trees

Western open fencing - roadside with footpath. Well vegetated, dense oak, prunus, acer, sycamore, aesculus, birch.

Mature roadside vegetation to Dearne Valley Parkway. Birch,ash,oak,hawthorn,sycamore,rosa,willow, very densely
vegetated slope juvenile woodland. Honeysuckle,mature lime,ash,sycamore near old pit entrance.

D = Small or medium scale landscape with a variety in pattern, texture and scale

Landform and vegetation give variety in pattern.

B = Area of weak character in a moderate condition

Moderate character, poor condition.

2a. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Openness to Public vie

Comments:

Openness to Private view

Comments:

C = Site is partially contained from public views

B = Site is generally well contained from private views

Relationship with existing urban B = Location where bulit development will form some close associations with existing parts of the urban fabric

built environmentlt

Comments:

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Comments:

2b. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Scope to mitigate the
development

Comments:

3. Landscape Value criteria
Landscape Designations

Comments:

Value for recreation and
perceptual factors

A = Development would not compromise any separation

B = Good scope to provide mitigation in the medium term and in keeping with existing landscape pattern

A = Location where built development is unlikely to have any landscape or visual impact on landscape designations

C = Moderate use for recreation / moderate scenic value and/or are of moderate tranquility

Comments Desire lines cut through and formal path.

Landscape Sensitivity Score = 23 Overall Capacity Score = 27 RUN Summary
Sites Rebort

9= low sensitivity 11 = high capacity

10-18 = low- medium sensitivity
19-27 = medium sensitivity
28-36 = medium-high sensitivit

37-45 = high sensitivity

12-22 = medium-high capacity

23-33 = medium capacity
34-44 = low- medium capacity

45-55 = low capacity

Surveyor 2 Malcolm Halliwell

Close
Database

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE



LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AND CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Record 25 Date

Landscape Character Area

Parcel Number (LDF Preferred Site

No, format LDF0000)

Parcel Location

Parcel Description

1. Landscape Character criteria

Slope analysis

Comments:

Enclosure by vegetation

Comments:

Complexity / Scale

Comments:

Landscape character Quality
/Condition

Comments:

30/05/2012 Surveyor 1 Stefanie Harrison

LDF0263 Settlement: BRAMPTON

Barnsley Road

Land between Pontefract Road and Barnsley Road

Scoring: A=1, B=2, C=3. D=4, E=5

A = Plateau

C = Fragmented vegetation - scattered small woodlands, fragmented shelterbelts and/or hedgerows
Eastern - housing, Northern - fragmented vegetation / hedge

Western - hedgerow on bund, Southern - fragmented.

A = Extensive simple landscape with single land use

B = Area of weak character in a moderate condition

Former agriculture.

2a. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Openness to Public vie

Comments:

Openness to Private view

Comments:

C = Site is partially contained from public views

C = Site is partially contained from private views

Relationship with existing urban A = Location where built development will form a natural extension of an adjacent part of the urban fabric

built environmentlt

Comments:

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Comments:

2b. Visual Sensitivity criteria

Scope to mitigate the
development

Comments:

3. Landscape Value criteria

Landscape Designations

Comments:

Value for recreation and
perceptual factors

A = Development would not compromise any separation

B = Good scope to provide mitigation in the medium term and in keeping with existing landscape pattern

A = Location where built development is unlikely to have any landscape or visual impact on landscape designations

B = Minimal use for recreation / low scenic value and low / moderate tranquility

Comments Use by local community for informal recreation / dog walking.

Landscape Sensitivity Score = 17 Overall Capacity Score = 20 RUN Summary
Sites Rebort

9= low sensitivity 11 = high capacity

10-18 = low- medium sensitivity

19-27 = medium sensitivity
28-36 = medium-high sensitivit

37-45 = high sensitivity

12-22 = medium-high capacity

23-33 = medium capacity
34-44 = low- medium capacity

45-55 = low capacity

Surveyor 2 Malcolm Halliwell

Close
Database

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE

SCORE



RUN Summéry
Sltes Rebort

Close
Database




LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AND CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Record 38 Date 30/05/2012 Surveyor 1 Stefanie Harrison Surveyor 2 Malcolm Halliwell

Landscape Character Area

Parcel Number (LDF Preferred Site LDF0324 Settlement: BRAMPTON
No, format LDF0000)

Parcel Loc