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1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

Introduction

The Landscape Partnership was commissioned by Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council, in
August 2009, to undertake the preparation of an outline Landscape Character Assessment and a
Landscape Capacity Study for the rural areas of Rotherham Borough. The brief for the project
required the following main outputs, which will be used to inform the Council’s Core Strategy and
other Local Development Documents:

o An assessment of broad landscape character and capacity of areas currently considered in
the preparation of the Site Allocations Development Plan Document. These sites cover much
of the Borough and the broad landscape character assessment has therefore been
undertaken for the whole of the rural area of the authority.

o More detailed assessment to identify relative varying sensitivity to accommodate
development without loss of character or potential to enhance existing character of key
potential urban extensions/urban expansion areas.

o Identification of ‘sensitive landscape zones’; landscape features and vistas valued by the
local community and key zones of visual influence e.g. M1, M18, rail corridors. Identification
of cross boundary features of special landscape value with neighbouring local planning
authorities where applicable within the scope of the study.

o Recommendations for Core Strategy policy wording and supporting justification on landscape
protection and enhancement.

o Justified recommendations on the need to retain, delete or amend (including possible
extension or new designation) of the Areas of High Landscape Value designated in the
Unitary Development Plan (Policy ENV1.1).

The assessment work has been undertaken in two stages. Stage One involved the identification of
Landscape Character Areas within the whole of the Borough and the key characteristics present.
The draft Landscape Character Areas were then tested at two stakeholder workshops. Stage One
does not constitute a fully detailed Landscape Character Assessment, but was sufficient to provide
context, at an appropriate scale, for Stage Two.

Stage Two involved a more detailed consideration of the landscape sensitivity and landscape
capacity of the key potential urban extensions/urban expansion areas. This was considered at a
smaller scale of units based around individual fields, groups of fields or parcels of land. The
assessment used a consistent method that evaluated the Land Parcels against a number of criteria,
to test both the sensitivity of a unit and its capacity to accept development in the context of the
character of the wider landscape within which they are situated. Stage Two generally considered
areas that were closer to the periphery of existing settlements, as this is where most future growth
is likely to be targeted i.e. the potential urban extensions/urban expansion areas identified in the
Rotherham LDF Core Strategy Revised Options (May 2009) as ‘Bassingthorpe Farm’, ‘Bramley and
Wickersley’, ‘Dinnington East’, ‘Dinnington West’, ‘Wales and Kiveton Park’, ‘Wath, Brampton and
West Melton’, and ‘Waverley’. This assessment of capacity to accommodate development relates
only to landscape issues. Decisions on the allocation of sites for inclusion in the LDF will also take
into consideration other studies and evidence base documents.

A period of Consultation was held on a draft version of this report, during November 2009. Draft
versions of the report, Appendices and Drawings were made available on the Rotherham
Metropolitan Borough Council website for comment and these were also circulated internally within
the Council for comment by Council Officers. Responses received during this period have been
incorporated into this document as appropriate. In addition, an area identified in the Rotherham
LDF Core Strategy Revised Options (May 2009) as potential ‘Green belt addition’ at Thorpe Hesley
has been added to the list of areas considered as part of Stage Two of this study.

This study builds on work undertaken at both the national, regional and district scale, as discussed
in more detail in section 2 of this report.
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2 Context
National Context
2.1 The process of landscape characterisation and assessment has been promoted at a national scale

in England by the work of Natural England (formerly the Countryside Agency). In tandem with
English Nature, parallel approaches were formulated and tested by the Countryside Agency during
1995-97 to derive, on the one hand, a series of Natural Area profiles for the whole of England and,
on the other, Countryside Character profiles. While the Natural Area profiles highlighted the
distinctive ecology of rural areas, the Countryside Character profiles analysed landscape character
in fairly broad-brush terms via the assessment of physical influences, historic and cultural
influences, buildings and settlement, land cover and changes in the landscape.

2.2 Through this process 159 Character Areas were formulated and published, as ‘The Character of
England: landscape, wildlife and natural features’ (see Figure 1). The detailed descriptions for the
areas are included within eight separate volumes with ‘Volume 3: Yorkshire and Humberside’ being
the relevant volume for Rotherham.

© Countryside Agency/ Natural England

East of
England

Figure 1 — Countryside Character Areas — National Picture
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2.3 This national character map defines Rotherham Borough as lying within the following National
Character Areas (See Figure 2 and Drawing 01):

o Area 30 Southern Magnesian Limestone
o Area 38 Nottinghamshire, Derbyshire and Yorkshire Coalfield

© Countryside Agency/ Natural England

Figure 2 — Countryside Character Areas — Detail around Rotherham Borough

2.4 Current guidance on carrying out character work is provided in ‘Landscape Character Assessment —
Guidance for England and Scotland” (2002). The approach is currently enshrined as a major
planning tool in Planning Policy Statement 7 (PPS7, 2004). PPS7 sets out some important
overarching principles for "raising the quality of life and the environment in rural areas’; with the
“continued protection of open countryside for the benefit of all”. It sets out that sustainable
patterns of development should focus development in or next to existing settlements, while also
maximising the benefits of the urban fringe landscapes with leisure opportunities for the local
population. In particular two of the Key Principles in PPS7 state:

“iv), New building in the open countryside away from settlements or outside areas allocated for
development in development plans, should be strictly controlled; the Governments overall aim is to
protect the countryside for the sake of its intrinsic character and beauty, the diversity of its
landscapes, heritage and wildlife, the wealth of its natural resources and so it may be enjoyed by
all.” (our emphasis)

“Vi) All development in rural areas should be well designed and inclusive, in keeping and scale with
its location, and sensitive to the character of the countryside and the local distinctiveness.” (our
emphasis)

South Yorkshire Context

2.5 The whole of Rotherham Borough to the west of the M1/M18 corridor falls within the area covered
by the ‘South Yorkshire Forest’. The South Yorkshire Forest was set up in 1991 as part of the then
Countryside Commission’s ‘Forests for the Community’ initiative, to help regenerate South
Yorkshire both economically and environmentally. The first Forest Plan was adopted in 1994 and

© The Landscape Partnership
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set out the vision, aims and objectives of the Community Forest. The Forest Plan was updated in
2002, which is the current version of the document.

2.6 Within the Forest Plan, a number of ‘Landscape Management Zones’ are identified within the
Community Forest (See Figure 3 and Drawing 01). These nine zones were identified through
landscape surveys and identify the character, in landscape terms, of each zone. Of the nine zones
identified, seven occur within or immediately adjacent to Rotherham Borough, as follows:

1.

N o v s wWwN

Dearne Towns

Wentworth Parks
Lower Don Valley
Rotherham Plains

Rother Valley
Southern Sheffield Valleys
Northern Sheffield Valleys

Figure 3 — South Yorkshire Community Forest Landscape Management Zones
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2.7

2.8

2.9

2.10

Local Context

At present, no Landscape Character Assessments have been undertaken specifically for Rotherham
Borough. However, within the Rotherham Unitary Development Plan, as Adopted in June 1999, a
number of areas of open countryside within the Borough are designated as ‘Areas of High
Landscape Value’ (AHLV) under saved Policies ENV1.1 and ENV1.2 (see Drawing 01). Policy
ENV1.2 states that these areas are intended to 'provide additional protection so that only
development essential to Areas of High Landscape Value locations or which enhance their
character is permitted, and any development that does take place is of a particularly high standard
and will respect the local context”. The five designated areas are referred to as ‘Wentworth’,
‘Sandbeck-Harthill’, *Hooton Roberts’, ‘Dalton Dean’, and ‘Ulley-Whiston’. Further discussion of
these areas and there purpose is provided in section 6 of this report.

The Rotherham Unitary Development Plan also contains saved Policy ENV1, which identifies much
of the Borough as Green Belt (see Drawing 01). Green Belt is designated to restrict development
in the open countryside. The policy states that within the Green Belt "development will not be
permitted except in very special circumstances for purposes other than agriculture, forestry,
recreation, cemeteries and other uses appropriate to a rural area’.

Other Landscape Character Assessments

Many of the Local Authorities adjacent to Rotherham have already undertaken Landscape
Character Assessments. The character areas/types identified in these studies and their boundaries
with Rotherham Borough have been considered as part of this study in order that there is cross
authority consistency where possible. The following Landscape Character Assessments are
illustrated on Drawing 01:

o Barnsley Borough Landscape Character Assessment, 2002

o Landscape Character and Capacity Assessment of Doncaster Borough, 2007
o The Landscape Character of Derbyshire, 2003

o Nottinghamshire Landscape Guidelines, 2003

The northern edge of Rotherham Borough abuts the boundary of Barnsley Borough. The
Landscape Character Assessment identifies four character areas adjacent or very close to
Rotherham Borough (see Figure 4 and Drawing 01), which are:

) C1: Elsecar Lowland River Floor

) C2: Lower Dearne Lowland River Floor
o D2: East Dearne Settled Arable Slopes
o E4: Hoyland Settled Wooded Farmland

Figure 4 — Barnsley Borough Landscape Character Assessment
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2.11 The north eastern edge of Rotherham Borough abuts the boundary of Doncaster Borough. The
Landscape Character Assessment identifies six character areas adjacent or very close to Rotherham
Borough (see Figure 5 and Drawing 01), which are:

o A1l: Conisborough & Denaby Coalfield Farmlands
o A2: Mexborough Coalfield Farmlands

) B1: Don Coalfield River Corridor

) B2: Dearne Coalfield River Corridor

o C1: Stainton to Edlington Limestone Plateau

. El: Torne River Carrlands
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2.12 The south eastern edge of Rotherham Borough abuts the boundary of Nottinghamshire. The
Landscape Character Assessment identifies three character types adjacent or very close to
Rotherham Borough (see Figure 6 and Drawing 01), which are:

o 4. Magnesian Limestone Ridge - Limestone Farmlands

o 5. Sherwood Region - Sandstone Estatelands

o 6. Idle Lowlands - Valley Carrs and Levels

o 6. Idle Lowlands — Village Sandlands
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Figure 6 — Nottinghamshire Landscape Guidelines
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2.13

Southern Magnesian Limestone - Limestone Farmlands

The south edge of Rotherham Borough abuts the boundary of Derbyshire.
Character Assessment identifies three character types adjacent or very close to Rotherham
Borough (see Figure 7 and Drawing 01), which are:

The Landscape

Nottinghamshire, Derbyshire & Yorkshire Coalfield - Wooded Farmlands

Nottinghamshire, Derbyshire & Yorkshire Coalfield - Riverside Meadows

Key
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M Coalfield Village Farmlands
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i@ Enclosed Moorland

M Riverside Meadows

[ Moorland Fringe

M Settled Valley Pastures.
[7] Limestane Farmlands

[ Limestone Gorges

[FE Sandstone Slopes & Heaths
[ Estate Farmlands

| Riverside Meadows

Il Wooded Estatelands

[7] Village Estate Farmlands
[¥ Riverside Meadows

M Gritstone Heaths & Commons
M Setiled Farmlands

B Enclosed Moors & Heaths
B Riverside Meadows

B Wooded Slopes & Valleys
B Wooded Farmlands

| Coalfield Village Farmlands
M Lowland Village Farmlands
B Wet Pasture Meadows

M Riverside Meadows

B Sandstone Slopes & Heaths
B Settled Farmlands

Il Estate Farmlands

[ Settled Plateau Farmlands
M Riverside Meadows

|| Plateau Pastures
Limestone Moorland

[ Limestone Slopes

|| Limestone Dales

W Urban

Figure 7 — The Landscape Character of Derbyshire
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3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

Landscape Character Assessment — Methodology

The methodology used is based on the national guidance found in ‘Landscape Character
Assessment — Guidance for England and Scotland’ (2002) and the other associated Topic Papers.
The precise approach was also determined to meet the requirements of Rotherham Metropolitan
Borough Council (RMBC) in the development of their Local Development Documents.

Project Administration

The project was monitored throughout the contract period by officers within the LDF team at
RMBC. Monitoring included the use of the following:

e progress meetings

e liaison by phone

e work programme

e correspondence - by letter, fax and e-mail
Desk Based Stage

The initial stage of the Landscape Character Assessment involved the assessment of the study area
using the surrounding Landscape Character Areas and Level 1 scale Landscape Description Units
(LDUs). LDUs are distinct and relatively homogenous units of land, each defined by a series of
definitive attributes, so called because they define the extent of each spatial unit. This is a
subdivision at a national/regional scale in accordance with the Joint Character Map of England
combining both Landscape Character Regions and Natural Areas and is provided as a desk based
analysis by the Countryside Agency as their National Typology. Level 1 LDUs provide a framework
for analysis at a finer grain.

Field Survey

A field survey form was developed and designed to ensure that a structured, consistent recording
of information was possible. Character and condition information is collected in distinct sections, in
a mixture of guided responses as well as in sections of free text to provide greater opportunity for
description. The character section of the survey form covered landform, landcover, historical
pattern and visual and sensory perception. The condition section of the survey form covered
historical integrity, ecological integrity and visual impact. The study area was systematically
appraised by a survey team, who considered each part of the Borough in turn. Field survey record
sheets were used to record data. A sample of the two-page pro forma used is included as
Appendix A. Additional notes and photographic records supplemented the use of forms. Both
notes and photographs informed the process of drafting a description of and illustrating each
character area in the final report.

Urban areas, defined as those areas not currently allocated as green belt, were not surveyed but
the interface of these urban areas with rural areas has been considered. The field survey was
carried out in August and September 2009, visiting publically accessible locations throughout the
Borough. The survey team consisted of a team of two Landscape Architects, who were responsible
for drafting the text and defining the boundaries of each landscape character area surveyed. The
use of two surveyors ensured that there was consistency to the appraisal across the study area.

The characterisation process

Following on from the desk study and fieldwork coherent Landscape Character Areas were
identified, against the wider LDU framework. For most people, landscape is strongly associated
with place and Character Areas can provide an appropriate vehicle for presenting countryside
information to a public audience. In this study eleven Landscape Character Areas were identified
to form the main units of the landscape in the Borough, with a further five sub areas within these
wider Character Areas. Aspects of each of the Character Areas and sub areas are reflected in the
character areas statements in section 4.

© The Landscape Partnership
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3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

Boundaries

It should be recognised that although the drawing of boundary lines on a plan is an inevitable part
of the process, this does not always mean that landscape character is dramatically different to
either side of each and every line. Landscape character can suddenly change, e.g. at the interface
of an historic parkland, at the foot of a steep scarp slope or at a settlement edge, but often there
is a more gradual transition. In such cases the boundary line marks more a watershed of
character, where the balance of the defining elements has shifted from one landscape type to
another.

It should also be appreciated when viewing the GIS version of the landscape character areas, that
the lines are digitised against a 1:10,000 base and at a scale of accuracy of c.1:2,500. This level of
detail can infer that a decision has been made about which side of a road a change in landscape
character occurs or whether one particular house is included in an area or not. In practice a
reasonable decision has been made on the basis of the available OS data, existing boundary
information and the fieldwork data and survey sheets, but will be subject to change over time and
cannot in every instance be regarded as definitive, but rather as indicative of a transition.

Stakeholder involvement

An important part of the process of landscape character assessment is the involvement of local
stakeholders and this was carried out through two Stakeholder Events, which were held on 15th
September 2009. A wide range of consultees were invited including: those with a professional
interest, environmental organisations, landowners, developers, parish councils and the general
public. The workshops were attended by approximately 40 people who are listed in Appendix D.
At the meeting attendees received a presentation on the background to the principles of
Landscape Character Assessment and details of the process underway within Rotherham Borough.
Attendees were then given the opportunity to discuss their views and to make suggestions on the
draft character areas and key characteristics within smaller groups. Questionnaires were also
provided both in electronic and hard copy form (see Appendix C) to enable fuller more detailed
contributions from the stakeholders. Those who were unable to attend were given further
opportunity to contribute to the character statements using the electronic questionnaire available
through the Council’s website. All the returns and comments (see Appendix E) were carefully
considered and where appropriate included into the Character Area Statements.

Landscape Character Areas

Landscape Character Areas have been defined using the survey data from the fieldwork and
following consideration of comments from stakeholders. The Landscape Character Areas are
identified on a series of maps both as hard copy plans and digitally using GIS (ArcView 9.3). The
Landscape Character Areas are as follows (see Drawings 02 and 03):

la. Wentworth Parklands - Core

1b. Wentworth Parklands - Fringes

2. Dearne Valley Floor

3. Wath and Swinton Farmlands

4. Don Valley Floor

5a. Coalfield Tributary Valleys - Thrybergh
5b. Coalfield Tributary Valleys - Treeton
5c. Coalfield Tributary Valleys - Canklow
6. Rother Valley Floor

7. Central Rotherham Coalfield Farmland
8a. East Rotherham Limestone Plateau
8b. East Rotherham Limestone Plateau - Maltby Colliery
9a. Sandbeck Parklands - Core

9b. Sandbeck Parklands - Fringes

10. Ryton Farmlands

11. Rother Valley Reclaimed Woodland

© The Landscape Partnership
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3.11

3.12

3.13

3.14

For each of the identified Landscape Character Areas, a brief description has been prepared and
the key characteristics identified (see Section 4). These form the context for the next stage of
work, relating to Landscape Capacity, as described in Section 5.

As part of the description of the Character Areas, a 'Condition and Strength of Character Matrix'
has been included for each Landscape Character Area or sub area as appropriate. In order to
assess any landscape's potential ability to adapt to change without losing its intrinsic character, it is
necessary to analyse the functional integrity or condition of the landscape together with the
strength of character as demonstrated by the more permanent or robust elements of the
landscape. Landscape condition is determined from an evaluation of the relative state
(poor/moderate/good) of elements within the landscape that are subject to change, such as
survival of hedgerows, extent and impact of built development. Strength of character is determined
from an evaluation of the impact of relatively stable factors, such as landform, pattern of land
cover, the continuity of an historic pattern, the degree of visibility and its rarity.

Six factors were considered for condition and six different factors were considered for strength of
character in relation to each area (see matrix for any area). Each factor was evaluated in the field,
with a record made on the survey sheet against a three-point scale and entered in the matrix
table. Values for the factors on each axis were then aggregated and a majority total applied.
Where totals of equal value were identified, ‘prime’ categories have been identified that are
considered to be of higher importance when considering landscape character and these are given
priority weighting. The field survey form included at Appendix A identifies the elements that are
considered when assessing each of the factors.

The resulting intersection on the matrix derived the general strategy for each Landscape Character
Area. For example where a landscape area is assessed overall as in good ‘condition” but only
moderate ‘strength of character’ the strategy will be to 'conserve and strengthen’, see Figure 8
below. Once this primary strategy is established, an approximation of the inherent sensitivity of the
landscape can also be applied (see Drawing 04), based on the five colour codings from high to low
sensitivity indicated below.

Good Strengthen and Conserve and
reinforce strengthen

Moderate Improve and Improve and Conserve and
reinforce conserve restore

Condition

Poor Improve and Restore
restore condition to
maintain

character

Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character

Figure 8 - Landscape Strategy Matrix

= High Sensitivity

Moderate / High Sensitivity
Moderate Sensitivity
Moderate / Low Sensitivity

]
I - Low Sensitivity

© The Landscape Partnership

file: W:\2009 Projects\B09024 Rotherham MBC Landscape Capacity Study\Documents\TLP draft report\Issued 19~1/10\Rotherham Lsc Cap Study._Final Draft_Jan 2010.doc November 2009
created: 19/01/2010 21:07 modiified: 19/01/2010 22:07

Page 13



Status: Final Draft Report Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council
Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment and Landscape Capacity Study

3.15 Each of the strategies identified above reflects the strength of character and the condition of the
landscape as recorded in the field. The strategy suggests the way in which each Landscape
Character Area and sub area should be managed in order to maximise the character and condition
of the landscape. These strategies can be summarised as follows:

e Reconstruct — reconstruct the landscape to create a new landscape character with increased
condition. Particularly relevant to sites due for reclamation or restoration following mineral
extraction or areas despoiled by built development

e Improve and restore — improve the character of the landscape by increasing the prominence
and presence of key characteristics and increase management of the landscape in order to
improve and restore its condition

e Improve and reinforce — improve the character of the landscape by increasing the
prominence and presence of key characteristics or suggesting additional characteristics that
could be introduced and improve management of the landscape in order to increase its
condition further

e Restore condition to maintain character — increase management of the landscape in order to
improve the condition and maintain the existing strong character

e Improve and conserve — manage the management of the landscape to improve the factors
that are reducing the condition and strength of character of the Landscape Character Area,
whilst conserving the factors that contribute to the Landscape Character at present

e Strengthen and reinforce — introduce features that would strengthen the character of the
landscape and reinforce its good condition

e Conserve and restore — conserve the existing strong character of the landscape whilst
restoring the condition by improving management practices

e Conserve and strengthen — conserve the existing good condition of the landscape whilst
reintroducing features that have been lost that would improve the strength of character

e Safeguard and manage — safeguard the key characteristics and distinctive features of the
Landscape Character Area and manage the landscape to avoid their erosion or removal

3.16 The different strategies identified can be used to develop guidelines for future countryside
management within the different Landscape Character Areas and sub areas. They can also help to
address development issues by suggesting the most appropriate and inappropriate forms of
development for each Character Area, as well as suitable mitigation measures for any development
that does occur. Factors that could be considered within the guidelines include agricultural
practices, development pressures, landscape detractors, recreation, cultural heritage and
biodiversity. The production of guidelines for each Landscape Character Area is beyond the scope
of this study, but should be addressed when producing a full, detailed Landscape Character
Assessment.
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4 Landscape Character Assessment — Rotherham Landscape Character
Areas (Landscape Character Areas are shown on Drawings 02 and 03)

4.1 1. Wentworth Parklands
Location

This area is located to the north west of Rotherham, adjacent to the boundaries with both
Sheffield and Barnsley. The Character Area runs up to the urban edge of Rotherham, as well as
the towns of Swinton, Wath Upon Dearne, Rawmarsh and Thorpe Hesley. Part of the Character
Area is identified as an Area of High Landscape Value in the Rotherham UDP.

There are two sub areas within Wentworth Parklands, the Core and the Fringes. The Core sub
area (la) contains the registered parkland of the Wentworth Estate, the most intact areas of
landscape and the follies within the slightly wider landscape. The Fringes sub area (1b) contain
similar characteristics but are more heavily influenced by urban areas and infrastructure, with
evidence of past mining activity more obvious.
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Status: Final Draft Report Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council

Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment and Landscape Capacity Study

Key Characteristics

Gently undulating agricultural landscape of dispersed farmsteads with large deciduous
woodland blocks, planted for sporting and amenity purposes

Heavily influenced by the Wentworth Estate, including an 18th Century Registered Parkland
designed by Humphry Repton and the architectural influences of John Carr of York
(architect).

Predominantly large scale arable fields, with the exception of the Deer Park adjacent to
Wentworth Woodhouse

Many sunken roads with wide verges

Larger settlements outside of the Character Area appear as skyline features on the high
ground/ridges

Church towers form landmarks and are a key element of the scenery

Despite an apparent visual absence of mining influence there has been a past mining
influence within Wentworth Park. Mining shaped the area and 60-70% has been opencast
or underground mined. Remnants of 3 former pitheads have been largely reinstated after
opencasting

Stone buildings with blue slate roofs

Wentworth village, which predates the Victorian era, but limited other settlement within the
Character Area

Distinctive Features

Wentworth Woodhouse, associated deer park and Repton designed landscape with four
serpentine lakes now used for course fishing

The collection of follies associated with the Fitzwilliam’s of Wentworth Woodhouse - Hoober
Stand, Keppel's Column, Rockingham Mausoleum, Rockingham Monument, an Ionic Temple
and The Eye of the Needle. Many of these are intervisible

Wentworth New Church

Thorpe Hesley Church

West Melton Electricity Substation

Wentworth Family Farm

Craft workshops located in the former Fitzwilliam (Wentworth) Hunt kennels
Rockingham Pottery and ponds

Former open cast landscape

Matrix of dry stone walls and hedges

Stubbin Incline — a disused railway line and former wagon way
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1a. Wentworth Parklands — Core

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG

S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil

S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare

S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified

Totals * Prime character categories if tie 0 1% 5xx
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD

C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant

C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed

C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good

C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact

C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low

Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 0 1 Sxx*

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage
Moderate Improve and reinforce | Improve and conserve | Conserve and restore
Condition
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong
Strength of Character
1b. Wentworth Parklands — Fringes
STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 1 Sxx* 0
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 2% 3* 1%

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage
Moderate Improve and reinforce W s]doVRET L] Conserve and restore
Condition conserve
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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4.2 2. Dearne Valley Floor
Location

This small area is located in the northern corner of the Borough, adjacent to Barnsley Borough. It
links into Barnsley’s Landscape Character Area C2: Lower Dearne Lowland River Floor, and
Doncaster’s Landscape Character Area B2: Dearne Coalfield River Corridor.
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Key Characteristics

o A largely reclaimed landscape associated with the former Manvers Main Colliery and its spoil
heap

o A number of large waterbodies
o Young woodland
o Recreation based — part of the Character Area is a golf course and part an area of parkland

o Relatively flat landform in much of the Character Area, with mounding associated with the
former spoil heap

) Heavily influenced by built development to the south, including very large distribution
warehouses within the former Manvers Enterprise Zone

) The Trans Pennine Trail walking, cycling and horse riding route runs through the Character
Area

Distinctive Features

. The River Dearne

. Manvers Lake

) Brookfield Park

o Close proximity to Old Moor wetlands RSPB reserve
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STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 2% b 2%x
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 3* 2% 1%

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage

Moderate Improve and reinforce | Improve and conserve | Conserve and restore

Condition
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition
to maintain
character

Weak Moderate Strong
Strength of Character

© The Landscape Partnership

file: W:\2009 Projects\B09024 Rotherham MBC Landscape Capacity Study\Documents\TLP draft report\Issued 191/10\Rotherham Lsc Cap Study_Final Draft_Jan 2010.doc Jan uary 2009
created: 19/01/2010 21:07 modified: 19/01/2010 22:07
Page 20



Status: Draft Report Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council
Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment and Landscape Capacity Study

4.3 3. Wath and Swinton Farmlands
Location

This Character Area comprises residual undeveloped land between Wath Upon Dearne and
Swinton. The most easterly portion of the Character Area is adjacent to the boundary with
Doncaster Borough and links into Doncaster’s Landscape Character Area A2: Mexborough Coalfield
Farmlands.

There are two sub areas within Wath and Swinton Farmlands, Swinton Racecourse and the Railway
Triangle. The Swinton Racecourse (3a) is an area of residual farmland and contains part of the
former Swinton Racecourse. The Railway Triangle (3b) is dominated by rail and road infrastructure
and contains semi-urban uses such as allotments and open space.

© The Landscape Partnership

file: W:\2009 Projects\B09024 Rotherham MBC Landscape Capacity Study\D \TLP draft report\Issued 1971/ Lsc Cap Study_Final Draft_Jan 2010.doc November 2009
created: 19/01/2010 21:07 modified: 19/01/2010 22:07
Page 21




Status: Final Draft Report

Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council
Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment and Landscape Capacity Study

Key Characteristics

. The Character Area is predominantly arable farmland, particularly within the area enclosed

by Swinton and Wath Upon Dearne

o Allotments, grassland and other open space are secondary landuses, often with informal

public access. Some allotment areas are no longer in use.

o Heavily influenced by urban areas, particularly large scale warehouses and residential

developments, and transport corridors

o Hedgerows within the Character Area are generally poor quality

o Gently sloping bowl shaped landform with views over the top of it

o Remains as undeveloped land between Wath and Swinton, physically and visually contained
from the open countryside

Distinctive Features

o A disused racecourse, which once formed part of the Wentworth Estate, is located in the
south west corner of the Character Area. Much of the racecourse has been built on, with

the remainder forming a wildlife and public access corridor

o A combination of active and disused railway lines

3a Wath and Swinton Farmlands — Swinton Racecourse

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG

S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil

S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare

S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified

Totals * Prime character categories if tie 3* 3xx 0
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD

C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant

C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed

C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good

C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining /Relic Interrupted Intact

C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low

Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 4xx 2% 0

Good
MATRIX

Moderate
Condition

Poor

Strengthen and
reinforce

Conserve and
strengthen

Safeguard and
manage

Improve and reinforce

Reconstruct

Weak

Improve and conserve

Improve and

restore

Moderate

Strength of Character

Conserve and restore

Restore condition to
maintain character

Strong
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3b Wath and Swinton Farmlands — Railway Triangle

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 4% 2%x 0
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 4xx 2% 0

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage

Moderate Improve and reinforce | Improve and conserve | Conserve and restore
Condition

Poor Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character

Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character

© The Landscape Partnership

file: W:\2009 Projects\B09024 Rotherham MBC Landscape Capacity Study\Documents\TLP draft report\Issued 191/ 10\Rotherham Lsc Cap Study_Final Draft_Jan 2010.doc NOVem ber 2009
created: 19/01/2010 21:07 modified: 19/01/2010 22:07
Page 23



Status: Final Draft Report Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council
Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment and Landscape Capacity Study

4.4 4. Don Valley Floor
Location

This area is located in the east of the Borough and runs up to the urban edge of Rotherham. It is
adjacent to the boundary with Doncaster Borough and links into Doncaster’s Landscape Character
Area B1: Don Coalfield River Corridor.
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Key Characteristics

o Small section of a longer, more urbanised corridor
) Meandering mainly naturalistic channel of River Don
o Canalised and engineered channel of Kilnhurst Cut
o Flat, broad valley floor

o Large areas of flood meadow

. Extensive areas of disturbed land/former works
Distinctive Features

o River Don

. Kilnhurst Bridge

o Kilnhurst Ings Local Wildlife Site

o Thrybergh Tip

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 1 Sxx* 0
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 1 3* 2%x

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage

Moderate Improve and reinforce I TsIdoVRET L] Conserve and restore

Condition conserve
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character

Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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4.5 5. Coalfield Tributary Valleys
Location

This area runs north south through the Borough, to the east of the urban edge of Rotherham. It
abuts the boundary with Doncaster Borough and links into Doncaster’s Landscape Character Area
Al: Conisborough & Denaby Coalfield Farmlands. The A631 road separates the first two of these
sub areas, and the Canklow sub area is separated by part of the edge of Rotherham. Much of the
Character Area is currently identified as an Area of High Landscape Value in the Rotherham UDP.

The Coalfield Tributary Valleys consists of three sub areas; Thrybergh (5a), Treeton (5b) and
Canklow (5c). The Thrybergh sub area is more intact as a landscape and more strongly exhibits
the Key Characteristics of the Landscpe Character Area as a whole. The Treeton sub area has
been more heavily affected by urban areas. The Canklow sub area is almost entirely surrounded
by built development and is much more steeply sloping than the other sub areas.
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Key Characteristics

o Predominantly treed arable farmland with fragmented woodland blocks

) Undulating landform with narrow valleys to the north and wide valleys to the south

) Large reservoirs found within the valleys

) Settlement on surrounding higher ground very visually prominent

) Settlement often built of local Rotherham Red stone

o Proximity of urban areas

Distinctive Features

) Thrybergh Reservoir and Country Park

) Ulley Reservoir and Country Park, although it is well screened from the surrounding area

o Ravenfield Park and Hall to the north of Ravenfield, as well as the village. The village is
recorded in the Domesday Book

o Hooten Roberts Church and Mill Buildings

o Treeton Wood

o Aston Hall Conservation Area, which includes the Hall and its associated parkland
) Issues and springs

o Canklow Woods ancient woodland

) Boston Castle
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5a. Coalfield Tributary Valleys - Thrybergh

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG

S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil

S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare

S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified

Totals * Prime character categories if tie 0 3* 3xx
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD

C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant

C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed

C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked

C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good

C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact

C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low

Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 1 Sxx* 0

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage
Moderate Improve and reinforce | Improve and conserve eI 8RN
Condition restore
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong
Strength of Character
5b. Coalfield Tributary Valleys - Treeton
STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 1 4x* 1%
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 2% 4x* 0
Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage
Moderate Improve and reinforce W sIdoVRET e Conserve and restore
Condition conserve
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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5c. Coalfield Tributary Valleys - Canklow

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG

S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil

S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare

S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified

Totals * Prime character categories if tie 0 5xx 1%
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD

C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant

C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed

C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread)/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good

C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact

C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low

Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 1* 4* 1%

Good
MATRIX

Moderate
Condition

Poor

Strengthen and
reinforce

Improve and reinforce

Conserve and
strengthen

Improve and

conserve

Safeguard and
manage

Conserve and restore

Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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4.6 6. Rother Valley Floor

Location

This area is located on the south west edge of Rotherham Borough, adjacent to the boundary with
Sheffield. It abuts the boundary with Derbyshire, running into the Landscape Character Types
Nottinghamshire, Derbyshire and Yorkshire Coalfield; Riverside Meadows; and Wooded Farmlands.
The Character Area follows the course of the River Rother through the countryside, up to the
urban edge of Rotherham.
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Key Characteristics

Broad, flat valley floor and floodplain
Meandering course of River Rother, canalised in places to allow for mining operations

Heavily influenced by opencast mining, most of which has been or is in the process of being
restored

Immature woodland planting
Major recreation and wildlife corridor

Bisected by M1 motorway

Distinctive Features

Rother Valley Country Park
Catcliffe Flash lake
Treeton Dyke

Former Orgreave Open Cast Mine, which is being restored with the intention of creating a
new community

Blue Man’s Bower (SAM)

Canklow Meadows

Woodhouse Washlands

Electricity substation at Canklow Meadows
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STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 0 5xx 1%
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 1 4x* 1%

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage

Moderate Improve and reinforce I sIdoVRET L] Conserve and restore

Condition conserve

Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character

Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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4.7 7. Rother Valley Reclaimed Woodland
Location

This area is located in the south of Rotherham Borough, adjacent to the boundary with
Derbyshire. It forms part of the reclaimed landscape associated with Rother Valley Country Park
but is not part of the Rother Valley. It runs into the Derbyshire Landscape Character Type
Nottinghamshire, Derbyshire & Yorkshire Coalfield - Wooded Farmlands.
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Key Characteristics

o Mounded landform associated with the spoil heaps of the former opencast mine that was
restored to form the Rother Valley Country Park

) A large proportion of the Character Area is located within the Rother Valley Country Park,
with recreational uses such as a golf course and footpaths

o Large blocks of young woodland, planted at the time of the Country Park’s creation in the

1980s

o Numerous ditches following the contours of the landform

. Several small waterbodies

o The route of the Chesterfield Canal, disused in this vicinity

Distinctive Features

. Rother Valley Country Park
. Rother Valley Golf Course

. The former Chesterfield Canal

o Nor Wood
STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 1* 4* 1%
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie b 3xx 1%
Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage
Moderate Improve and reinforce I Ts]doVRET e Conserve and restore
Condition conserve
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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4.8 8. Central Rotherham Coalfield Farmland
Location

This area is located at the centre of Rotherham Borough and runs north south through it. It abuts
the boundaries with both Doncaster Borough and Derbyshire, running into the Doncaster
Landscape Character Area Cl: Stainton to Edlington Limestone Plateau and the Derbyshire
Landscape Character Type Southern Magnesian Limestone - Limestone Farmlands. Part of the
Character Area is identified as an Area of High Landscape Value in the Rotherham UDP.
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Key Characteristics

Gently undulating landform
Large scale arable landscape, with smaller fields around settlements

Limited woodland cover, although there are woodland blocks at Wickersley Wood and
Listerdale Wood

Most settlement based on mining villages (apart from Todwick which is a dormitory village)
with red brick buildings

Several former deep mines, most now reclaimed, including Thurcroft, Dinnington, Kiveton Pit
and Silverwood

Motorway corridors generally in cutting and not a prominent feature (except in extreme
south) — junction of M1 and M18 is prominent

Stone quarries present around Wickersley
Panoramic wide-angled views to the south west horizon towards Sheffield

Distinctive Features

Thurcroft Electricity Substation and associated pylons, to the north west of the M1/M18
junction

The Chesterfield Canal, some parts of which have been removed or blocked up, including
Norwood flight and tunnel

Numerous small fishing lakes

Brampton-en-le-Morthen village, which has historically been associated with farming rather
than mining

Harthill Reservoir

Wickersley Wood and Wickersley Gorse
Monk’s Trail near Wickersley

Hellaby Hall

Harthill village and church
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STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie b 2%x 2%
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 4* 2%x 0

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage

Moderate Improve and reinforce | Improve and conserve | Conserve and restore
Condition

Poor Reconstruct Improve and Restore condition to
restore maintain character

Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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4.9 9. East Rotherham Limestone Plateau
Location

This area is located towards the east of Rotherham Borough and runs north south through it. It
abuts the boundaries with Doncaster Borough, Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire, running into the
Doncaster Landscape Character Area Cl1: Stainton to Edlington Limestone Plateau, the
Nottinghamshire Landscape Character Type Magnesian Limestone Ridge - Limestone Farmlands
and the Derbyshire Landscape Character Type Southern Magnesian Limestone - Limestone
Farmlands. Much of the Character Area is identified as an Area of High Landscape Value in the
Rotherham UDP.

There are two sub areas within this Character Area, the main Limestone Plateau (9a) and Maltby
Colliery (9b). The main Plateau area exhibits all the characteristics of the Character Area, whilst
some of these have been eroded from the Maltby Colliery sub area due to the mining activity. The
landform created by the colliery is, however, distinctive in its own right.
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Key Characteristics

Gently undulating landform with incised valleys, including Anston Brook, Pudding Dike and
Lamb Lane Brook

Valley sides generally well vegetated, often with ancient woodland and species particular to
Magnesian Limestone

Large scale arable landscape with surviving evidence of ‘Estate’ management
Several railway lines, both active and disused lines associated with former mines

Several small Magnesian Limestone-built villages and hamlets in addition to larger mining
towns and villages, often also with earlier limestone village cores

Most settlement located on higher ground
Panoramic views of the wider landscape beyond Rotherham Borough

Small stand of trees, holts and coverts of (often ancient) woodland break up the arable
landscape

Distinctive Features

All Saints church in Laughton-en-le-Morthen
Maltby Colliery and Stainton Quarter

Dinnington Community Woodland adjacent to the boundary of the LCA and associated with
Dinnington

Thorpe Salvin Hall and Church

Netherthorpe airfield

Harthill church forms a landmark on the horizon, despite being outside the LCA
Anston Stones SSSI, which are limestone crags and the site of Neolithic dwellings
The Chesterfield Canal corridor

St James’ church in South Anston

Harry Croft quarry

Wood Lee Common SSSI at Maltby

Several former limestone quarries, the stone quarried from which was used in the
construction of the Houses of Parliament
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9a. East Rotherham Limestone Plateau

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG

S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil

S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare

S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified

Totals * Prime character categories if tie 0 3xx 3*
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD

C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant

C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed

C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good

C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact

C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low

Totals * Prime condition categories if tie b 3xx 1%

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage

Moderate Improve and reinforce W s]doVRET e Conserve and restore

Condition conserve
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong
Strength of Character

9b. East Rotherham Limestone Plateau — Maltby Colliery
STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie b 2% 2%x
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 4% 2%x 0

Good
MATRIX

Moderate
Condition

Poor

Strengthen and
reinforce

Conserve and
strengthen

Safeguard and
manage

Improve and reinforce

Improve and conserve

Reconstruct

Improve and restore

Weak

Moderate

Strength of Character

Conserve and restore

Restore condition
to maintain

character

Strong
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4.10 10. Sandbeck Parklands

Location

This area is located in the north east of Rotherham Borough, adjacent to both Doncaster Borough
and Nottinghamshire. It runs into the Doncaster Landscape Character Area C1: Stainton to
Edlington Limestone Plateau and the Nottinghamshire Landscape Character Type Magnesian
Limestone Ridge - Limestone Farmlands. Much of the Character Area is identified as an Area of
High Landscape Value in the Rotherham UDP.

There are two sub areas within Sandbeck Parklands, the Core (10a) and the Fringes (10b) to the
south. The Core area contains the registered parkland of the Sandbeck Estate, the most intact
areas of landscape and other distinctive features such as Roche Abbey, Firbeck Hall and Maltby
Crags. The Fringes sub area exhibits similar characteristics but the condition has been slightly
eroded and there are fewer of the distinctive features.
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Key Characteristics
o Parkland core associated with Sandbeck (and to a lesser extent Firbeck Hall)

o Main halls private and not visible from many of the surrounding public roads or rights of
way. There are occasional glimpses of Sandbeck House and the area around it from the
B6463

) Extensive woodland blocks within high quality agricultural land
) Gently undulating landform
o Narrow valleys associated with streams such as Maltby Dike and Firbeck Dike

. Presence of farm courts/model farms (also known as common farm courts when associated
commons are present). Often converted now.

o Tenant farm houses and buildings associated with or previously associated with local estates
Distinctive Features

. Roche Abbey

o Roche Abbey SSSI

) Sandbeck Park

) Firbeck Hall

o Maltby Crags, containing caves and exposed magnesian limestone geology

) Rough Park/Jubilee Plantation

o King's Wood

o Stone walls and gate piers

o The medieval village of Letwell, with its listed dovecot and historic parish church
o The former Firbeck Racecourse, home to the original St Leger horserace

) Maltby Dike and Firbeck Dike
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10a. Sandbeck Parklands - Core

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG

S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil

S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare

S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified

Totals * Prime character categories if tie 0 2% 4x*
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD

C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant

C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed

C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good

C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact

C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low

Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 0 b 4x**

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage
Moderate Improve and reinforce | Improve and conserve | Conserve and restore
Condition
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong
Strength of Character
10b. Sandbeck Parklands - Fringes
STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 0 4x* 2%
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 0 5xx 1%

Good
MATRIX

Moderate
Condition

Poor

Strengthen and
reinforce

Improve and reinforce

Conserve and
strengthen

Improve and

conserve

Safeguard and
manage

Conserve and restore

Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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4.11 11. Ryton Farmlands
Location

Located in the east of Rotherham Borough, adjacent to Nottinghamshire, this small Character
Areas forms part of a more extensive valley landscape. It runs into the Nottinghamshire
Landscape Character Type Magnesian Limestone Ridge - Limestone Farmlands. Much of the
Character Area is identified as an Area of High Landscape Value in the Rotherham UDP.
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Key Characteristics

. Flat floodplain of the River Ryton

o Numerous small disused limestone quarries

o Small discrete woodland blocks

o Medium scale arable farmland with poor hedgerows

o Settlement generally isolated properties and small hamlets, constructed of limestone with
pantile roofs

o The railway line between Worksop and Sheffield passes through area, as does the A57 and
the Chesterfield Canal

o Areas of heathland, particularly around the golf course, typified by the presence of birch and
gorse

Distinctive Features
. Lindrick Common and Golf Course

o The Chesterfield Canal and its Canal Feeder, which defined the activities that were
undertaken historically in this area e.g. small limestone quarries

o The hamlet of Turnerwood
. Moses’ Seat/The Seat, a glacial feature known as a drumlin

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie 0 5xx 1%
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Over mature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie 4* 2%x

Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and
MATRIX reinforce strengthen manage

Moderate Improve and reinforce I s]doVRET e Conserve and restore

Condition conserve
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character

Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character
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5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

Landscape Sensitivity and Landscape Capacity of Potential Urban
Extensions/ Urban Expansion Areas

The methodology to assess the capacity parcels of the landscape to accommodate development
within this study is based on the approach promoted in Topic Paper 6 — ‘Techniques and criteria
for judging capacity and sensitivity’, which forms part of the Countryside Agency and Scottish
Heritage guidance ‘Landscape Character Assessment Guidance for England and Scotland’. The
paper explores current thinking and recent practice on judging capacity and sensitivity. Topic Paper
6 also reflects the thinking in the publication, ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment’ 2002.

The methodology developed for this part of the study, relating to parcels of land within the
Potential Urban Extensions/ Urban Expansion Areas, adopts the following premise that:

“existing landscape character sensitivity + visual sensitivity = Overall Landscape Sensitivity”

where the existing landscape character sensitivity relates to the strength or robustness of the
characteristics of the landscape and the interactions between them; visual sensitivity relates to the
visibility of the landscape and the extent to which potential visual impacts can be mitigated; and
overall landscape sensitivity refers to the ‘inherent’ sensitivity of the landscape and does not relate
to any specific type of development. An extract from Topic Paper 6 demonstrating this is provided
at Appendix F.

A number of criteria have been used to identify both the landscape features that form part of the
landscape character and the visual sensitivities. These criteria reflect the relevant criteria from the
national guidance in Topic Paper 6, as discussed above, and the particular circumstances for the
rural landscape of Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council in the context of proposed growth.

The following criteria have been used to reflect the landscape character sensitivity for this part of
the study:

o slope analysis

o tree cover/hedgerow type pattern and enclosure

o the complexity and scale of the landscape including land use
o the condition or quality of the landscape

The following criteria have been used to reflect visual sensitivity:

o openness to public view

o openness to private views

) relationship with existing urban built form

o safeguarding of separation between settlements

o scope to mitigate the development

It is recognised that Topic Paper 6 makes reference to a wider range of factors within what is
termed Landscape Character Sensitivity. However, in the context of this assessment it is assumed
that other topics listed in Topic Paper 6 are covered elsewhere by assessments of Biodiversity and
Cultural Heritage. It is considered that for the purpose of this assessment the main relevant
existing landscape and visual factors are addressed in the above categories set out in 5.4-5.5. In
regard to Visual Sensitivity the influence of landform and vegetation is not included twice, as
suggested by Topic Paper 6, to avoid double counting.

The Overall Landscape Sensitivity profile provides an evaluation of the sensitivity of a number of
‘Land Parcels’ that have been identified in the field. The Land Parcels are individual fields or
groups of fields that share common characteristics, such as topography and landuse. These are
nested within the district scale Landscape Character Assessment areas. The scale of units is
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5.8

5.9

5.10

5.11

5.12

5.13

5.14

5.15

considered appropriate to identify sensitivity and capacity in landscape terms to respond to
proposed growth locations.

In order to assess an area’s Overall Landscape Capacity, landscape value is added to the equation
as follows.

"Overall Landscape Sensitivity + Landscape Value = Overall Landscape Capacity”

where overall landscape sensitivity refers to the ‘inherent’ sensitivity of the landscape and does not
relate to any specific type of development; landscape value reflects landscape designations and
other factors such as consensus on the value of the landscape, tranquillity and scenic beauty; and
overall landscape capacity relates to the ability of a landscape to accommodate different amounts
of change or development of a specific type. An extract from Topic Paper 6 demonstrating this is
provided at Appendix F.

Questionnaires supplied during the initial stakeholder workshop (see Appendix C) included
questions relating to the value placed on the different landscapes found throughout Rotherham
Borough. In the light of limited response to the questions relating to value, the absence of any
site specific stakeholder consultation, and based on the scale of the land parcels being considered,
the landscape value was assessed by considering a combination of the following factors:

o landscape designations, including Areas of High Landscape Value and Registered Parks and
Gardens

o assessed value of area for recreation and perceptual factors including tranquillity and scenic
beauty

Although Areas of High Landscape Value are a Local Landscape Designation (see Section 6 for
further information), they indicate an historic consensus on the value placed on the landscape,
which has previously been endorsed by both the Council and local residents.

To effectively assess the landscape capacity of a site, an assumption was made as to the form that
the potential development may take. For the purposes of this study it was assumed that residential
areas would include predominantly two storey dwellings with a smaller proportion of 3 storeys. It
was assumed that any employment uses would be located in the vicinity of existing employment
areas unless identified differently within the LDF database of sites. Employment areas were
assumed to comprise of 2-3 storey buildings. It was not anticipated that there will be any taller
structures in the assessment unless otherwise stated in the detailed Land Parcel Sheets.

Each Parcel has been assessed against the criteria noted above, using a 5-point scale from A to E
where A is most suitable for potential development and E least suitable. The definitions which have
been devised for this particular study are contained in Table A below. A site visit to each land
parcel has been a necessary pre-requisite to assess each criterion.

The entries were aggregated for each Land Parcel to provide both a Landscape Sensitivity Profile
and a Landscape Capacity Profile.

It should be emphasized that no absolute conclusion should be drawn from the totals. There may
be individual criteria at the E end of the scale that would suggest that development might be
incompatible unless it can be effectively mitigated. It is important that the overall spread and
balance of the profiles is fully considered, in order that one factor does not skew the outcome.

To aid these considerations a brief commentary of the key points has been provided under the
following headings.

o Landscape Quality
. Existing settlements

o Overall Sensitivity
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5.16

5.17

5.18

5.19

5.20

5.21

5.22

A measure has also been provided of the overall landscape capacity of the Land Parcels. This is an
assessment based on the landscape capacity profile for each Parcel. It reflects the spread of
scores in the profile, the maximum score in any given category, and the particular circumstances of
the Parcel as assessed in the field, including landuse, perceived value and Parcel configuration.
Capacity is broadly derived as the opposite of sensitivity, whilst allowing for consideration of the
landscape value, in accordance with the following:

High sensitivity = Low capacity
Medium - high sensitivity = Medium — low capacity
Medium sensitivity = medium capacity
Medium - low sensitivity = medium — high capacity
Low sensitivity = high capacity

This then provides a measure of both the sensitivity and the capacity of each Land Parcel in
relation to the Borough as a whole. The relative sensitivity and capacity of Land Parcel within each
potential urban extension should not be assessed in isolation from other Parcels in the rest of the
District.

An indication has also been provided in regard to the likely capacity for a range of types of
development and of a range of scales. The development types include:

. Residential
. Employment — office
. Employment — warehouse

In regard to the potential scale of residential development the following broad parameters have
been assumed. Small = <100 units, medium = 100-500 units, large = > 500 units.

The results of the Landscape Sensitivity and Capacity study are provided at Appendix B and
illustrated on Drawings 05-11. Each drawing relates to a separate potential urban extension/urban
expansion area, as identified in the Rotherham LDF Core Strategy Revised Options (May 2009),
‘Bassingthorpe Farm’ (Drawing 06), ‘Bramley and Wickersley’ (Drawing 07), ‘Dinnington East’
(Drawing 10), ‘Dinnington West’ (Drawing 10), ‘Wales and Kiveton Park’ (Drawing 09), ‘Wath,
Brampton and West Melton’ (Drawing 05), and ‘Waverley’ (Drawing 08), as well as the additional
potential ‘Green belt addition’ at Thorpe Hesley (Drawing 11).

A total of 62 different Land Parcels were assessed in this part of the study. The completed Land
Parcel Assessment Sheets and associated Overall Capacity values identified areas with relatively
higher landscape capacity to accommodate new development. These included a single Parcel in
the ‘Wath, Brampton and West Melton’ area, several more enclosed Parcels in the ‘Bassingthorpe
Farm’ area, Parcels adjacent to the existing urban edge in the ‘Bramley and Wickersley’ area, the
whole of the ‘Waverley’ area, Parcels to the south of Wales in the ‘Wales and Kiveton Park’ area,
enclosed Parcels and those close to the urban edge in the ‘Dinnington East’ and ‘Dinnington West’
areas, and smaller enclosed Parcels in the Thorpe Hesley area.

Areas least suitable for development include a small Parcel in the ‘Bassingthorpe Farm’ area,
prominent Parcels and those used for recreation in the ‘Bramley and Wickersley’ area, a prominent
and exposed Parcel in the ‘Wales and Kiveton Park’ area, small scale Parcels in the ‘Dinnington
East’ and ‘Dinnington West’ areas, and isolated Parcels in the Thorpe Hesley area.
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Table A

Criteria group | Criteria Measurement of criteria Comments
Landscape Slope analysis | A= Plateau

Character

B=  Rolling/undulating landform
providing enclosure

C= Valley Floor

D= Tributary valleys/lower valley
slopes/gentle side slopes

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

Enclosure by | A=  Enclosed by mature vegetation —
vegetation extensive tree belts/woodland

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

C=  Fragmented vegetation -
scattered small woodlands, fragmented
shelterbelts and/or hedgerows

D= Limited/poor hedges (with few
/no trees) and/or isolated copses

E= Largely open with minimal
vegetation or dense woodland cover
which would require removal to allow for
development

Complexity/ A= Extensive simple landscape with
Scale single land uses

B=  Large scale landscape with limited
land use and variety

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

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

E= Intimate and organic landscape
with a richness in pattern, texture and

scale
Landscape A= Area of weak character in a poor
Character condition
Quality/ B=  Area of weak character in a

Condition moderate condition or of a moderate

character in a poor condition

C=  Area of weak character in a good
condition or of a moderate character in a
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Criteria group

Criteria

Measurement of criteria

Comments

moderate condition or of a strong
character in a poor condition

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

E= Area of strong character in a good
condition

Visual
Factors/
sensitivity

Openness to
public view

A=  Site is well contained from public
views
B=  Site is generally well contained

from public views

C= Site is partially contained from
public views

D=
views

E=

Site is moderately open to public

Site is very open to public views

Public views will include
views from Roads, Rights
of Way and public open
space.

The evaluation considers
a summer and winter
evaluation. However due
to the time of the study
the winter evaluation was
estimated based on the
character of the
vegetation. This criterion
is also considered in
association with ‘Scope to
mitigate the development’
criteria.

Score will depend on the
extent of the visibility
from the parcel
perimeters and the rights
of way through the site.

Openness to
private view

A=
views

B=  Site is generally well contained
from private views

C= Site is partially contained from
private views

Site is well contained from private

D= Site is moderately open to private
views
E=  Site is very open to private views

This relates to private
views from residential
properties and private
landholdings. The
evaluation considers a
summer and winter
evaluation. However due
to the time of the study
the winter evaluation was
estimated based on the
character of the
vegetation. This criterion
is also considered in
association with ‘Scope to
mitigate the development’
criteria.

The score will depend on
the extent of the visibility
from the parcel
perimeters. A greater
weight will also be given
where there are relatively
more private views
affected.
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Criteria group | Criteria Measurement of criteria Comments
Relationship | A= Location where built development
with existing | will form a natural extension of an
urban built adjacent part of the urban fabric
form

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

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

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

E= Location where development will
be isolated from and not form any
relationship with the existing urban
fabric

Safeguarding
of settlement
separation

A= Development would not
compromise any separation

B=  Development would have slight
impact on separation

C=  Development would have
moderate impact on separation

D=  Development would significantly
compromise separation

E= Development would cause
complete coalescence

Scope to
mitigate the
development

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

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

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

D= Limited scope to provide adequate
mitigation in keeping with the existing
landscape in the medium term

E= Very limited scope to provide

adequate mitigation in the medium to
long term

viewpoints

This is an assessment
based on landscape
character, aesthetic
factors - scale, enclosure,
pattern, movement —
overall visibility of site and
consideration of existing
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Criteria group | Criteria Measurement of criteria Comments
Landscape Landscape A= Location where built development is | Landscape designations
Value designations | unlikely to have any landscape or visual | include Areas of High
impact on landscape designations Landscape Value and
Registered Parks and
B= Location where built development Gardens

will have slight landscape or visual
impact on landscape designations

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

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

E= Location fully within existing
landscape designations

Value for | A= No identified use for recreation/ This criteria is used as a
recreation poor scenic value and low tranquillity proxy for Landscape Value
Sg(rjceptual B=_ Minimal use for recreation/ low Isr’;aakbesheorllgzroé:osr?seuclItfz:’éion
factors ff::'il\ﬂ; e and low /moderate and includes consideration
g of value for recreation,
C=  Moderate use for recreation/ rights of way, locally
moderate scenic value and/or area of identified greenspace,
moderate tranquillity remoteness/tranquillity

D=  Moderate-high use for recreation/ and scenic beauty

moderate- high scenic value and/or area
of moderate - high tranquillity

E= High use for recreation/ high
scenic value and/or area of high
tranquillity
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6.1

6.2

6.3

Areas of High Landscape Value and current Sensitive Landscape Zones
Review of National Policy Context

Planning Policy Statement 7 — Sustainable Development in Rural Areas, is the key government
policy document that Local Authorities should reflect and comply with in regard to Local Landscape
Designations (LLDs). The current PPS7, published in 2004, includes a number of overarching
principles. These include the support for raising the quality of life and the environment in rural
areas, with the ‘continued protection of open countryside for the benefit of all.” It sets out that
sustainable patterns of development should focus development in or next to existing settlements,
while also maximising the benefits of the urban fringe landscapes with leisure opportunities for the
local population. In particular two of the Key Principles in PPS7 state:

“iv) New building in the open countryside away from settlements or outside areas allocated for
development in development plans should be strictly controlled]; the Government’s overall aim is to
protect the countryside for the sake of its intrinsic character and beauty, the diversity of its
landscapes, heritage and wildlife, the wealth of its natural resources and so it may be enjoyed by
all.™ (Our emphasis)

“Vi) All development in rural areas should be well designed and inclusive, in keeping and scale with
its location, and sensitive to the character of the countryside and the local distinctiveness.” (Our
emphasis)

The most relevant section of the current PPS7 in relation to existing local designations reads as
follows:

“"Local landscape designations

24. The Government recognises and accepts that there are areas of landscape outside nationally
designated areas that are particularly highly valued locally. The Government believes that carefully
drafted, criteria-based policies in LDDs, utilising tools such as landscape character assessment,
should provide sufficient protection for these areas, without the need for rigid local designations
that may unduly restrict acceptable, sustainable development and the economic activity that
underpins the vitality of rural areas.

25, Local landscape designations should only be maintained or, exceptionally, extended where it
can be clearly shown that criteria-based planning policies cannot provide the necessary protection.
LDDs should state what it is that requires extra protection, and why. When reviewing their local
area-wide development plans and LDDs, planning authorities should rigorously consider the
Justification for retaining existing local landscape designations. They should ensure that such
designations are based on a formal and robust assessment of the qualities of the landscape
concerned.”

The above paragraphs are essential to setting out the basis for rigorously testing the place for
Areas of High Landscape Value (AHLVs) within Rotherham. The particular points to note from
paras 24 and 25 are:

e There is a general presumption in paragraph 24 against local landscape designations and
rather a reliance on criteria based policies supported by Landscape Character Assessment to
provide sufficient protection of locally valued landscapes.

e According to paragraph 25 there is scope to retain Local Landscape Designations only when a
number of factors are met, which are shown below with our comments:

a)  Where criteria based policies (i.e. non area based policies) cannot work for the areas
involved in terms of providing suitable protection from a variety of proposed
development.

- PPS7 does not detail what would show that criteria policies cannot work, however it is
anticipated this could involve evidence such as lost appeals on landscape grounds or
situations where an authority may be under extensive development pressure which
could have a direct or indirect impact on existing locally valued landscapes. If this
approach implies that criteria based policies would have to be established in place in
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6.4

6.5

6.6

of a previous LLD and then be seen to fail before a LLD is seen as appropriate and
necessary, then it would probably be too late to counter the impact of potentially
damaging applications that had been approved by the testing of the criteria approach
alone. An alternative transition should therefore be considered.

b)  The features to be protected need to be identified.

- This would be best carried out through a comprehensive Landscape Character
Assessment.

Cc)  The reasons why the features need protection need to be clearly stated.

d) LLDs will only be allowed if they are supported through a formal and robust assessment
of the qualities of the landscape concerned.

- This would again be through a Landscape Character Assessment and further
supplemented by studies that look at issues of Landscape Sensitivity and Capacity.

Review of Areas of High Landscape Value in Rotherham’s Rural Areas

As discussed in section 2 of this report, saved Policies ENV1.1 and ENV1.2 of the Rotherham
Unitary Development Plan identify Areas of High Landscape Value within Rotherham Borough. This
designation was originally referred to as Areas of County Landscape Value and identified in the
South Yorkshire Structure Plan (1980). Prior to the Structure Plan, the West Riding County
Development Plan (1% Review) (1966) identified Areas of Great Landscape Value within the whole
of the West Riding of Yorkshire. The Areas of County Landscape Value identified in the South
Yorkshire Structure Plan were based on the locations where the West Riding Areas of Great
Landscape Value coincided with areas of ‘Grade 1 and 2 landscape quality’ as identified in a County
Environmental Study undertaken by South Yorkshire County Council in 1977.

The County Environmental Study involved a two-stage assessment process. The first stage
involved fieldwork to assess a sample of the landscapes throughout the County. A survey team
consisting of a landscape architect, a town planner, a geographer, an ecologist, and architect and
an engineer visited between them a sample of 102 square kilometres. Each square was graded
between 0 (minimum score) and 100 (maximum score) for the quality of its landscape. A
moderation process was also undertaken, based on control squares and each assessor’s thoughts
on the best and worst landscapes in the British Isles.

The second stage was a desk-based analysis of the whole of the South Yorkshire County, assessed
as kilometre squares. This used mapping and aerial photography to measure and record
components of the landscape, under the following categories:

A Landform
B Land use
1.  Agriculture (arable, grassland rotation, market gardening and allotments)
Rough Pasture (hill pasture, permanent grassland)
Moorland (heather, gorse, scrub, bracken, open rocks)
Deciduous Woodland (including orchards)
Coniferous Woodland
Parkland (Country estates~ golf courses)
Open space (parks, recreation grounds, cemeteries, sports grounds, airfields)
Water (including marsh)

v o N oy kR WwWN

Residential (including caravans)

,_.
©

Industry

—
—

Derelict, despoiled and degraded - tipping
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6.7

6.8

12. Derelict, despoiled and degraded - surface (including derelict buildings)
13. Derelict, despoiled and degraded - excavation
14. Large groups of farm buildings
15. Roads (motorways. A, B or C class roads)
16. Railways (including marshalling yards)
17. Other developed land (schools, hospitals, shops, car parks etc.)
18. Peat Workings
19. River embankments
C Land features
1.  Power lines
2. Hedgerows
3.  Escarpments
4. Listed Buildings

Following this process, a weighting was calculated for a number of the above variables, based on
the significance of the impact of the features on landscape quality. The study states that "the
absence of unsightly features contributes more to a pleasant landscape than the presence of
attractive features”. Scores were derived for each kilometre square and this was found to provide
similar results to the fieldwork undertaken for sample squares. The overall scores were then
banded in order to illustrate areas of ‘very good’, ‘good’, ‘average’, ‘poor’ and ‘very poor’. Figure 9
below illustrates the findings of this study.

Doncaster

Barnslev

Peak
District

VERY GOOD

GOOD

AVERAGE

#E poon

Sheffield

#1 VErv pooR

Rotherham

Figure 9 - South Yorkshire County Environmental Study — Landscape Quality

The structure plan identified two Areas of County Landscape Value within Rotherham Borough, one
centred on Wentworth and one stretching along the eastern boundary of the Borough from
Sandbeck to Harthill. Criteria from the County Study were then used at the Borough scale to assist
with defining the boundaries of the Areas of County Landscape Value. This lead to an additional
three Areas being identified, which surrounded Hooton Roberts, Dalton Dean and Ulley-Whiston.
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6.9

6.10

6.11

The Rotherham Green Belt Local Plan (1990) identified the boundaries of the Areas for the first
time, with the boundaries relating to features on the ground such as field boundaries and lanes.

These designated Areas were retained in the 1999 Unitary Development Plan. Minor ‘drafting
changes’ were made to the Areas at this time, and they were renamed Areas of High Landscape
Value. The policies within the UDP are currently saved and are as follows:

‘Policy ENV1.1 Areas of High Landscape Value

"The following areas, whose boundaries are defined on the Proposals Map, are designated as Areas
of High Landscape Value:

Wentworth,

Sandbeck-Harthill,

Hooton Roberts,

Dalton Dean, and

Ulley-Whiston.”

Policy ENV1.2 Development in Areas of High Landscape Value

"In Areas of High Landscape Value, development other than for agriculture will only be allowed
where it will not result in a significant, and permanent adverse impact on the landscape. New
agricultural buildings and ancillary development requiring planning permission will normally be
allowed, provided they are not detrimental to the local environment, as will agricultural dwellings
where a genuine agricultural need for them is demonstrated. Strict control will be exercised over
any development that does take place to ensure that the visual character of these areas is not
affected.”

The preamble associated with the policies outlines some of the history behind the designations, as
discussed above, and explanation of some of the development/activities that would and would not
be acceptable in the Areas of High Landscape Value. This includes the following:

"6.4.15 ... Notwithstanding the blanket protection of the Green Belt, these policies provide
additional protection so that only development essential to Areas of High Landscape Value
locations or which enhance their character is permitted, and any development that does take place
s of a particularly high standard and will respect the local context provided by buildings, street
patterns, historic plot patterns, building materials, building frontages, topography, established
public views, landmark buildings, roof detall, important landscape features and other relevant
design elements ... The defined Areas include those parts of the transferred Green Belt referred to
in paragraph 6.4.7 which have been included in broadly similar designations by neighbouring
authorities or which form a logical extension to the RGBP Areas.

6.4.16 Recreation activities may be accommodated in Areas of High Landscape Value where they
are quiet and passive and do not prejudice wildlife, landscape and amenity interests. Consequently
there will be instances where certain formal recreational uses cannot be satisfactorily
accommodated in these areas, which are best suited to low-key, informal recreational activities
that relate to existing natural features, and respect the scale and character of their surroundings.
An exception may be made, however, in respect of facilities directly related to country parks within
them (presently Ulley and Thrybergh) provided that they otherwise satisfy Green Belt policies.
Similarly, the sensitive provision of new facilities associated with the recreational use of the
Chesterfield Canal ... or with the tourism development of other appropriate features ... will not be
seen as contrary to this Policy.”

Whilst there is historical reference to the origins of the Areas of High Landscape Value, there is no
detailed justification of the boundaries of these Areas. Much of the work that the AHLVs were
derived from, whilst based on thinking that was best practice at the time, is no longer the accepted
approach to identifying sensitive or valued landscapes. There have also been many changes in the
landscape since the original survey work was undertaken in the late 1970s. The use of Landscape
Character Assessment is now widely advocated as a strong basis for identifying sensitive
landscapes and the work to date on a Landscape Character Assessment for Rotherham
Metropolitan Borough suggests that the AHLVs no longer fully match the most sensitive landscapes
in the Borough (see Drawing 04).
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6.12

6.13

6.14

6.15

6.16

6.17

Review of the use of Local Landscape Designations in England

There are a range of approaches to the use of Local Landscape Designations within English Local
Authorities. This variety broadly speaking reflects the ongoing transition from the previous use of
Locally Designated Landscapes (dating back to the 1950’s) such as AHLVs to a more Landscape
Character Based approach. This change reflects the advice first given in PPG7 in 1997.

The general trend is that many authorities have carried out or commissioned Landscape Character
Assessments since 1997. These have been applied at differing scales of detail and using a range
of methods (as is allowed for in the 2002 guidance). Many of these assessments are now
supported by Criteria based Policies in Local Plans and LDF's. This move to Landscape Character
Assessment seems to be strongly supported at a County level. This may reflect the fact that
County level studies are completed at a more general scale and a number of District Councils have
yet to complete their character assessments. It may also reflect County Councils taking a more
strategic view and being less involved with the development control issues that will arise from
contentious development in the countryside.

A number of Local Authorities have retained LLDs in their Local Plans/LDFs. In some cases there is
limited evidence in terms of a landscape character assessment to support their inclusion, whilst
other authorities, e.g. High Peak District, have stated that they will be maintaining LLDs until their
landscape character assessment is effectively completed. In reality where LLDs are retained these
often do not correlate in spatial terms within the Landscape Character Areas identified during the
landscape character assessment approach.

This retention of LLDs in Local Plans/LDFs without a supporting landscape character assessment
may be due to an underlying reluctance to lose what many, including some planning officers,
council members, parish councils and the general public, consider to have been an effective
landscape protection policy. The idea of a defined area being protected by a single policy,
particularly in authorities where there are no other nationally designated landscapes, e.g. National
Parks and AONB, has been in place over many years. LLDs in the eyes of many have a
longstanding track record of being an easily understood and effective planning tool. Furthermore
to replace the historic approach of LLDs with what at first may seem to be a more complicated
landscape character approach causes some reticence about how effective the resultant policies
would be in protecting the landscape from inappropriate development. This may particularly be
the case for authorities that are facing pressures for considerable new development such as in the
growth areas/points. To effectively introduce a change in attitude on this subject can involve a
considerable degree of ongoing encouragement, education to the process involved and, most
importantly, seeing it effectively applied to planning applications in practice.

Countryside Agency — Local Landscape Designations Study — National Review

In recognition of the various approaches taken throughout England, the Countryside Agency
commissioned Chris Blandford Associates to undertake a fact finding review of how authorities are
approaching LLDs in the light of PPS7 — whether they are moving away with alternative
approaches or further justifying them based on LCA. As well as the fact finding, the study aims to
find out how LCA based approaches and/or LLDs are being used to manage development and
whether they are also encouraging more positive planning and management of landscapes
themselves.

The Final Report was produced in June 2006 and selected relevant findings were as follows:
e 154 responses from local authorities = 42% of those invited.

e 105 of the respondents (67%) still had some form of LLD in their Local Plans, Unitary
Development Plans or Structure Plans.

e 87 authorities (56%) had carried out a landscape character assessment in one form or
another.

e 40% of the 105 with LLDs had used landscape character assessment to define the LLD
boundaries.
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6.18

6.19

6.20

6.21

¢ Many of those who had not used the LCA approach said that the boundaries dated back to a
time before landscape character area guidance.

e The majority of local authorities used landscape character assessment as an evidence base for
development plans and LDFs and a wide range of other uses including: a development control
tool linked to criteria based policies, as a focus for landscape enhancement schemes and
target funding.

e Local authorities said that Planning Inspectors supported the use of LLDs where they were
supported by LCA, were established for a significant period of time and where they related to
areas of high quality.

e Of the respondents, 36% were intending to retain LLDs in LDFs, while 43% said they were
considering alternatives to LLDs such as criteria based policies.

In summary the findings of the Countryside Agency study are that there is a variation in the
approaches currently being taken by local authorities. A significant proportion of authorities are
moving away from LLDs to the use of criteria based policies, while others are seeking to retain
LLDs but with them being informed by the LCA approach. This has been referred to as the
‘combined approach’. This joint approach is being favoured by some authorities who feel that
there is a need for a type of LLD to fill a potential policy vacuum. A further significant proportion
of authorities appear to be unclear or as yet undecided. This variation reflects a lack of clear
guidance from central government agencies.

Review of Local Landscape Designations in surrounding Authorities

All of the Local Authorities surrounding Rotherham Borough have had, at least at some point in
time, local landscape designations that were reflected in Local Plan Policies. The designations in
Barnsley, Doncaster and Sheffield were derived from the same surveys and policy documents as
the ones within Rotherham Borough. In Derbyshire, the designation of Special Landscape Areas
was based on a Visual Quality Assessment undertaken in the late 1970s and pre dates a
countywide Landscape Character Assessment being undertaken. The Landscape Character
Assessment of Derbyshire does not refer to or test the Special Landscape Areas. In
Nottinghamshire, Mature Landscape Areas were designated, which were identified as part of a
Landscape Character Assessment for the County.

Barnsley Metropolitan Borough Council

Barnsley’s Adopted UDP contained Policy GS13 - Areas of Borough Landscape Value. This policy
has not been saved during the LDF process and is no longer a consideration in planning decisions.
The Revised Preferred Options consultation document for the Core Strategy (June 2009) includes a
preferred policy relating to Landscape Character, as follows:

"CSP44 Landscape Character

We will only allow development that is not harmful to the character of the landscape and does not
adversely affect:

Geology

Topography

Soils

Tree cover

Settlement pattern or

Land use

We will assess the effect of development on the character of the landscape using the Landscape
Character Assessment”

The supporting text to this draft policy refers to the Borough wide Landscape Character
Assessment and the 6 character types and 17 Landscape Character Areas identified in the study.
Planning applications would be assessed against the policy and with reference to the Landscape
Character Assessment. This demonstrates a complete move away from Local Landscape
Designations.
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Doncaster Council

6.22 The Adopted Doncaster Unitary Development Plan contains Policy SENV3 and Policy ENV17, both
of which relate to Areas of Special Landscape Value. This included two areas identified at the
South Yorkshire County level via the same process as Rotherham’s. An additional five Areas were
identified at the Borough level when boundaries were defined for the UDP. The wording of Policy
ENV17 is as follows:

"ENV 17

WITHIN AREAS OF SPECIAL LANDSCAPE VALUE, AS DEFINED ON THE PROPOSALS MAP,
PROTECTION AND ENHANCEMENT OF THE LANDSCAPE WILL BE THE OVERRIDING FACTOR IN
CONSIDERING PROPOSALS FOR DEVELOPMENT. SUCH DEVELOPMENT AS IS ACCEPTABLE WILL
ONLY BE PERMITTED WHERE IT WOULD NOT DETRACT FROM THE VISUAL CHARACTER OF THE
AREA AND WHERE THE HIGHEST STANDARDS OF DESIGN AND LANDSCAPING ARE EMPLOYED”

6.23 Subsequently, a Borough wide Landscape Character Assessment has been undertaken. The Core
Strategy: Preferred Options document (December 2005) indicates a preference for retention of
ASLVs. The supporting text for Policy CS-N4 of this document indicates that the ASLVs represent
the "best and most typical examples of the landscape character areas”. However, this appears to
be despite there being no correlation between the boundaries of the ASLVs and the Character
Areas. The Landscape Character Assessment refers to an earlier document in the preparation of
the Core Strategy, which suggests that the Local Landscape Designations should be retained, and
potentially extended, as they are valued by local people and easily understood by developers.

Sheffield City Council

6.24 The Sheffield City UDP (1998) included Policy GE8 — Areas of High Landscape Value. This policy
was intended to protect and enhance the landscape in ‘areas of the countryside which are very
attractive and which have a special character’. This policy was saved whilst the Core Strategy was
prepared but has now been deleted. The adopted Core Strategy does not provide any replacement
for the policy and the Council does not have a Landscape Character Assessment.

Bolsover District Council - Derbyshire

6.25 The Adopted Bolsover Local Plan mentions Special Landscape Areas, which were designated at a
County level. The Local Plan does not contain any policies to protect the Special Landscape Areas,
but refers to policies within the County Structure Plan. The Structure Plan policies (Environment
Policies 1-3) require the character of the landscape to be conserved and enhanced (although no
reference is made to a Landscape Character Assessment) and development to not impact on
landscape quality. Work on the LDF to date does not appear to have addressed either Landscape
Character Assessment or Local Landscape Designations.

North East Derbyshire District Council - Derbyshire

6.26 The Adopted version of the North East Derbyshire Local Plan contains policies on Landscape
Character and Special Landscape Areas as follows:

Landscape Character

2.12 Local authorities, in partnership with the Countryside Agency, have undertaken an
assessment of all the types of landscape in Derbyshire to identify the landscape components that
contribute to local distinctiveness and diversity. The Landscape Character of Derbyshire (2004)
document will be used to inform the planning process to seek to ensure that the character of the
different areas in the District are respected and where possible, enhanced through development.
2.13 Landscape character is an important consideration for all development within the countryside
but is particularly important when developing on the edge of existing settlements, ensuring the
transition between the urban and rural environment is sensitively and appropriately achieved. It is
important that new development fits well within the context of the settlement and the countryside.
2.14 Proposals for new development will also be encouraged to respect and adopt the features
that make the landscape distinctive, and locally important landscape features should be protected
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6.28

6.29

during construction work. Planning conditions will be used to achieve this where appropriate. The
loss of distinctive features that contribute towards and add value to the landscape character (such
as dry stone walls, hedgerows, plant species and building materials) will be resisted.

NE1 Landscape Character

The varied and distinctive landscape character of the District should be conserved and/or
enhanced. Development proposals that would result in the loss of distinctive features that
contribute towards and add value to the landscape character of an area will not be permitted.
Special Landscape Areas

2.15 The Derbyshire Special Landscape Area Local Plan (June 1988) produced by Derbyshire
County Council sets out the areas designated as Special Landscape Areas. This system of local
landscape designation has been incorporated into the Derbyshire Structure Plan and District Local
Plan since this time. Special Landscape Areas are examples of the finest Derbyshire landscape
outside the Peak District National Park and represent those areas of landscape most similar in
character to the Peal District National Park and are mainly found within the north and western part
of this District. In Special Landscape Areas, new development or major extensfions to existing
development will only be permitted where development would not detract from the surrounding
landscape, nor adversely affect the setting of any heritage or wildlife resource. Other development
proposals should respect and adopt the features that contribute to the character of the area and
not detract from the visual, nature conservation and heritage value of the area.

2.16 Special care should be taken to protect features of high visual amenity visible from important
viewpoints, even where these viewpoints are outside the Special Landscape Area. Special care
should also be taken to ensure that new development or extensions to existing development on
land adjoining the Special Landscape Area does not intrude into these areas and does not have a
detrimental effect on the character and function of the Special Landscape Area.

NEZ Special Landscape Areas

Within Special Landscape Areas as defined on the Proposal Maps, development will be permitted
where:

(a) it would not materially detract from the surrounding landscape, nor adversely affect the setting
of any heritage or wildlife resources; and

(b) the siting, scale, design, landscape treatment and the use and colour of materials in any
building or engineering works are in keeping with the special character of the area,; and

(©) it would not unduly disturb or detract from the visual amenity of an area by the attraction of
large numbers of people or excessive traffic.

In addition, new development or extensions to existing development on land adjoining a Special
Landscape Area will be permitted provided it would not have a detrimental effect on the visual
amenity, character and function of the Special Landscape Area.

These policies are currently saved and work on the LDF to date does not appear to have addressed
either Landscape Character Assessment or Local Landscape Designations.

Bassetlaw District Council - Nottinghamshire

The Bassetlaw Adopted Local Plan includes Policy 6/4 — Special Landscape and Heritage Area and
Policy 6/5 — Mature Landscape Areas. The first of these seeks to control development in the
Sherwood Forest area. The second policy seeks to prevent, as far as possible, development that
would damage or detract from Mature Landscape Areas. These were identified as part of the
Countywide Landscape Character Assessment undertaken for Nottinghamshire. These policies are
currently saved, although the designations are not referred to in the Core Strategy Issues and
Options Consultation document. The Issues and Options document does refer to Landscape
Character Assessment and seeks opinion as to whether policies should be included within the Core
Strategy in relation to development proposals.

Review of Local Landscape Designations in Other Growth Area/Point Locations

Other authorities considered include Cambridgeshire, where there has been a complete move from
Areas of Best Landscape to the landscape character approach. Peterborough Council has some
similarities to Rotherham, being a unitary authority with some associated rural areas. They are
currently reviewing the Areas of Best Landscape and are seeking to adopt a character based
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6.32

6.33

6.34

6.35

approach. This is the preferred option for their Core Strategy, which is still under preparation.
Ashford Borough Council still had Special Landscape Areas until fairly recently. In their adopted
Core Strategy, Special Landscape Areas were retained until a Development Plan Document relating
to rural areas had been produced that would indicate whether they should be retained and provide
justification for the approach taken. A detailed landscape character study was carried out in 2005
to inform growth options around Ashford, with additional work undertaken in 2009 to provide a
comprehensive assessment of the whole Borough. This has lead to the inclusion of a criteria based
policy, related to the Landscape Character Assessment, being included in the Regulation 27 -
Publication version of the ‘Tenterden and Rural Sites development plan document'.

In Cheshire West and Chester, a newly formed unitary authority and growth point, Areas of Special
County Value are still referred to in the Issues and Options for the Core Strategy. The Areas of
Special County Value are also still within the saved policies in the Local Plans of the Councils that
now make up Cheshire West and Chester. The former Structure Plan policy that these
designations stemmed from, however, has been replaced by a policy in the North West Regional
Spatial Strategy that requires detailed Landscape Character Assessments to be the basis of policies
relating to landscape and refers only to Nationally Designated Landscapes, not Local Landscape
Designations.

Within Leicestershire, which forms part of the 6 Cs Growth Point (Leicestershire County Council,
Leicester City Council, Nottinghamshire County Council, Nottingham City Council, Derbyshire
County Council, Derby City Council), policies relating to Areas of Particularly Attractive Countryside
have generally been saved by Local Authorities. Most of the Local Authorities within Leicestershire
have now undertaken detailed Landscape Character Assessments and there is emerging evidence
that several of the Local authorities are now moving towards Landscape Character criteria based
policies, including Hinkley and Bosworth Borough Council and Harborough District Council.

In Staffordshire, which contains the Stafford and East Staffordshire Growth Points, the County
Structure Plan identified Special Landscape Areas, although there was no specific policy relating to
this designation. The latest adopted Structure Plan recommended that Local Authorities reviewed
the Special Landscape Areas, particularly in relation to a countywide Landscape Character
Assessment that had been produced. Stafford Borough Council has not saved policies relating to
the Special Landscape Areas and references Landscape Character Assessment work in the Issues
and Options for their Core Strategy.

Review of criteria based policies in England

A number of Local Authorities have adopted a criteria based approach to planning policies in
contrast to the area designations of LLDs. Examples are provided in Appendix G. There are a
variety of ways this is done as described below.

Hart District

Hart District produced (saved) Policy GEN 3, in line with government advice, which supports
development as long as it does not adversely affect the particular character of the landscape. It
identifies the approach in the supporting text and provides details of the key characteristics of each
of the fifteen character areas identified. Further reference is made to the detailed ‘Hart District
Landscape Assessment’, which should be used for the purposes of appraising proposed
developments. The approach taken seems to balance providing key information in the Local Plan
with reference to the fuller text and guidance. The assessment is used by planning and landscape
staff in the council, but the full assessment is not adopted as a SPG or SPD and this should ideally
be achieved to give additional weight.

High Peak Borough

The district included (saved) Policy OC4 on Landscape Character in the 2005 Local Plan. This
highlights the generic issues that need to be addressed in any development in relationship to
landscape character. This was produced in advance of a detailed landscape character assessment
being available for the district. In these circumstances (saved) Policy OC3 — Special Landscape
Area Development was retained. However in paragraph 4.17 it was indicated that the SLA policy
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would only be in place until Character Assessment work is completed. The Issues and Options
consulted on during the ongoing preparation for the Core Strategy suggests a Landscape Character
based approach to managing development in the countryside. No option was presented that
suggested the retention of Special Landscape Areas.

Bath & North East Somerset

6.36 The Bath & North East Somerset Revised Deposit Local Plan 2003 refers in paragraph C2.7 to
‘Rural Landscapes of Bath & North East Somerset: A Landscape Character Assessment’ published in
April 2003, which forms Supplementary Planning Guidance (SPG) to (saved) Policy NE.1. Policy
NE.1 is a simple policy stating that: ‘development which does not either conserve or enhance the
character and local distinctiveness of the landscape will not be permitted’. No further information
is provided in terms of the areas or key characteristics in the Local Plan, however its status as SPG
gives additional weight when used in relation to planning applications. The Local Plan includes a
further policy NE3 to specifically protect the landscape qualities of the important Hillsides around
Bath. This is a type of LLD but is partially justified on the basis of the city’s World Heritage site
status. A draft replacement policy in the Spatial Options Consultation Document for Bath and
North East Somerset’s Core Strategy recommends updating the Landscape Character Assessment
and seeks to ‘Protect, promote and enhance the distinctive qualities and features of the local
landscape character’.

South Gloucestershire District

6.37 The 2006 Adopted Local Plan has (saved) Policy L1 for the protection and enhancement of the
landscape. This is supported by extensive text on various aspects of landscape assessment. In our
opinion not all of the text is required in the Local Plan, but is better included in the separate
Character Assessment. In contrast, the list of 21 character areas is not given or the key
characteristics relating to them. However paragraph 4.17 refers to the detailed character
assessment, which was adopted as a SPD. The LCA was subject to extensive consultation in its
development. It is the intention to provide further detailed guidance through a landscape strategy
for the district relating to each of the character areas.

West Sussex County

6.38 The County Structure Plan 2001-2016 includes a whole section on Character. Policy CH1 refers to
the character of both natural and built features and refers to the five natural areas in the County.
Paragraph 297 also refers to a more detailed LCA, which identifies 45 areas, although these are
not listed or further detailed in the Structure Plan. It clearly says that there is no judgment in
these areas in regard to ‘relative worth” and although there are AONBs in West Sussex there are no
further Local Landscape Designations. The Local Plans are required to include policies on
character listing the generic elements that should be included in the assessment of character.
Paragraph 311 details the strategies that have been developed to provide additional information on
various aspects of character, although their status is not clarified. Paragraph 312 requires local
authorities to further the understanding and work in regard to character. This policy was saved
until the adoption of the South East Plan RSS, but has now ceased to be in force. The RSS
contains Policy C4: Landscape and Countryside Management, which requires Local Authorities to
‘protect and enhance, the diversity and local distinctiveness of the region’s landscape, informed by
landscape character assessment’.

Central Bedfordshire Council

6.39 The 2009 Adopted Core Strategy and Development Management Strategy for the Former Mid
Bedfordshire part of Central Bedfordshire includes policy CS16: Landscape and Woodland. The
Policy seeks to conserve, enhance and where appropriate protect the landscapes of the Council’s
area, and makes specific reference to a District wide Landscape Character Assessment. The
document is described as a “"comprehensive landscape evidence base to help underpin planning
and management decisions in the district”. Three aspects included in the Policy are:

© The Landscape Partnership

file: W:\2009 Projects\B09024 Rotherham MBC Landscape Capacity Study\Documents\TLP draft report\Issued 191/10\Rotherham Lsc Cap Study_Final Draft_Jan 2010.doc Jan uary 2009
created: 19/01/2010 21:07 modified: 19/01/2010 22:07
Page 62



Status: Draft Report Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council

Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment and Landscape Capacity Study

6.40

6.41

6.42

e (onserve and enhance the varied countryside character and local distinctiveness in
accordance with the findings of the Mid Bedfordshire Landscape Character Assessment;

e Resist development where it will have an adverse effect on important landscape features or
highly sensitive landscapes;

e Require development to enhance landscapes of lesser quality in accordance with the
Landscape Character Assessment

Mole Valley District Council

The Mole Valley Adopted Core Strategy (October 2009) includes a section on A Continuing High
Quality Environment. This includes Policy CS 13 on Landscape Character, which requires
development to respect or enhance the landscape character of the whole District with extra
protection given to Designated Landscapes. Within the District a full Landscape Character
Assessment is under preparation and Local Landscape Designations have been retained until such
time as there has been a review of an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and the Landscape
Character Assessment is complete. It is the intention the completed Landscape Character
assessment will assist in identifying key landscape features and the character and distinctiveness of
each landscape character area.

North Norfolk District Council

The North Norfolk Core Strategy Incorporating Development Control Polices, as Adopted in
September 2008, contains Policy EN 2 on the Protection and Enhancement of Landscape and
Settlement Character. The preamble to the policy recommends that the Landscape Character
Assessment produced for the District is used to “ensure that development proposals reflect the
distinctive character, qualities and sensitivities of the area”. The Policy requires development
proposals to demonstrate that "their location, scale, design and materials will protect, conserve
and, where possible, enhance:

the special qualities and local distinctiveness of the area (including its historical, biodiversity and
cultural character)

gaps between settlements, and their landscape setting

distinctive settlement character

the pattern of distinctive landscape features, such as watercourses, woodland, trees and field
boundaries, and their function as ecological corridors for dispersal of wildlife

visually sensitive skylines, hillsides, seascapes, valley sides and geological features”

Concluding remarks on criteria based policies

The examples above show a variety of approaches. From this range the following features of best
practice should be included in any landscape orientated criteria based policy for Rotherham:

e Reference to the main generic issues that should be considered in assessing character
¢ Avoiding extensive use of landscape jargon and methodology in the text

e Promoting specific guidance for enhancements to the landscape whether related to a new
development or in the general management of the landscape resource

e Reference to a supporting District Scale Landscape Character Assessment. (Whilst this is an
outline document at present, a full detailed Landscape Character Assessment should ideally be
produced in future.)

e Ideally, adoption of the detailed Landscape Character Assessment as a SPD. Inclusion in the
LDF background documents should be a minimum requirement.

e Where possible a plan showing the areas should be included in the preamble to the policy,
and reference made to the names of the landscape character areas, even if an outline
description of the landscape character areas and the key characteristics cannot be included
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It is generally considered that detailed reference to the acceptability of certain types of
development in landscape character areas should not be included in the character assessment
statements. This should be part of separate sensitivity and capacity studies that relate to
particular types of development such as minerals, wind farms and built development as each will
vary in the important factors and the potential impact on the landscape.

Recommended approach in Rotherham

It is not considered that there is strong enough justification for the Areas of High Landscape to be
retained in the longer term. As identified in paragraph 6.11, the methodology originally used to
identify the Areas is no longer best practice and there have been many changes to the landscape
since they were identified. Government guidance also requires strong justification for the retention
of Local Landscape Designations, which is not provided by the initial work undertaken in this study
to assess Landscape Character across Rotherham Metropolitan Borough (see Drawing 04).

The use of Landscape Character Assessment dates back to the early 1990s and is now widely
established. It is rooted in the concept that all landscapes are distinctive and have characteristics
that should be identified and that by identifying these that the landscape can be enhanced and
developed in a manner that fosters the local and regional variations that exist within the English
Landscape. This is also the approach recommended in Planning Policy Statement 7 for identifying
and protecting locally valued landscapes.

It is acknowledged that Locally Designated Landscapes have been in place for many decades
throughout much of England. Over the years an understandable attachment has been made to
these areas and the associated policies as they have helped to provide another level of protection
for parts of the countryside. There is often concern amongst officers, members and the public that
replacing Locally Designated Landscapes with a Landscape Character approach over the whole
countryside will weaken the previously designated areas and lead to undesirable development
being more difficult to resist in policy terms. However, the use of detailed character assessments,
together with guidelines and, where necessary, sensitivity and capacity assessments, can serve to
provide suitable protection of existing features and encourage appropriate improvements and or
mitigation.

The current AHLVs in Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council do not have a structured
description of the areas and the features that make them distinctive or any guidelines for
managing change. It is considered that such descriptions and guidelines as provided within a
detailed Landscape Character Assessment, if correctly applied, will provide more specific measures
to test the appropriateness of a development and if it is acceptable to provide an improved scheme
in landscape terms. Furthermore and most importantly, this measure of enhancement and
protection through a Landscape Character Assessment can be extended to all the rural landscapes
by the use of criteria based policies. This can overcome the criticism that the areas outside of
AHLVs seem less protected by default.

It is therefore important that a more structured Landscape Character Assessment approach is
introduced and used in the authority. However, the Landscape Character Assessment work
undertaken for this study is of an outline nature. Whilst this identifies Landscape Character Areas,
their key characteristics and distinctive features, as well as the inherent sensitivity of the
Landscape Character Areas, this is not a full Landscape Character Assessment. Further work is
required to describe the historical, cultural and natural factors that have combined to create the
different Landscape Character Areas, as well as to identify guidelines for the future management of
the landscape and development within each of the Landscape Character Areas. Production of a full
Landscape Character Assessment would ideally involve specialist contributions from specialists in
areas such as ecology and cultural heritage to add richness and detail to the document which
would include for each Landscape Character Area:

e Summary Page
e Assessment Page — covering more detail of ecology, history, settlements, designations

e Evaluation Page — covering Stakeholder value and comments, impact of built development,
visibility of area and a condition/strength of character matrix
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e Guidelines — To include an overall landscape strategy and detailed guidelines for each area
and sub area to guide countryside management and development issues.

Production of the guidelines, in particular, will be vital to ensuring protection of the landscape
through a criteria based policy. These will help to guide development decision and influence
mitigation requirements, as well as assist with more general management of the countryside. It is
not considered that it would be advisable to completely remove policy relating to Areas of High
Landscape Value without this information being available. Recommendations for Core Strategy
policy wording and supporting justification on landscape protection and enhancement, following
production of a full Landscape Character Assessment are provided as Appendix I.

Current Sensitive Landscape Zones

The brief for this study requires the identification of ‘Sensitive Landscape Zones’. Drawing 04
identifies the sensitivity of the Landscape Character Areas within the Borough. This illustrates
where the most sensitive landscapes are located, which does not entirely correlate with the
previous Areas of High Landscape Value. The Landscape Character Areas with High and
Moderate—high landscape sensitivity are considered to be those most in need of protection.

The brief also requires the identification of landscape features and vistas valued by the local
community and key zones of visual influence. During the Stakeholder Workshops, and from
feedback received on draft versions of this study, these have been identified for each Character
Area as Key Characteristics and Distinctive Features. Drawing 12 identifies the most Significant
Landscape Feature, both positive and negative.
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7.5

7.6
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Conclusions and Recommendations

The study has considered the landscape of Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council, defined as
the areas currently allocated as Green Belt, and defined Landscape Character Areas covering the
whole of this landscape. Eleven Landscape Character Areas have been identified through
fieldwork, consultation events and consideration of assessment work undertaken at a broader scale
than Borough wide and by surrounding Local Authorities. Outline descriptions have been produced
for these LCAs, and their inherent sensitivity defined. The Core areas of both the Wentworth
Parklands and the Sandbeck Parklands, as well as the Coalfield Tributary Valleys Thrybergh sub
area, are considered to be the most sensitive landscapes in the Borough.

At a smaller scale, the sensitivity and the capacity of the landscape in relation to potential urban
extensions/urban expansion areas has been considered. This identifies those Land Parcels most
and least suitable for development within these potential urban extensions/urban expansion areas.
A total of 62 different Land Parcels were assessed in this part of the study. Those Parcels with
relatively higher landscape capacity to accommodate new development include a single Parcel in
the ‘Wath, Brampton and West Melton’ area, several more enclosed Parcels in the ‘Bassingthorpe
Farm’ area, Parcels adjacent to the existing urban edge in the ‘Bramley and Wickersley’ area, the
whole of the ‘Waverley’ area, Parcels to the south of Wales in the ‘Wales and Kiveton Park’ area,
enclosed Parcels and those close to the urban edge in the ‘Dinnington East’ and ‘Dinnington West’
areas, and smaller enclosed Parcels in the Thorpe Hesley area.

Areas least suitable for development include a small Parcel in the ‘Bassingthorpe Farm’ area,
prominent Parcels and those used for recreation in the ‘Bramley and Wickersley’ area, a prominent
and exposed Parcel in the ‘Wales and Kiveton Park’ area, small scale Parcels in the ‘Dinnington
East’ and ‘Dinnington West' areas, and isolated Parcels in the Thorpe Hesley area.

The study has also evaluated the existing Areas of High Landscape Value as supported by saved
Policies ENV1.1 and ENV1.2 of the Adopted Unitary Development Plan. This has been in the
context of PPS7 and considers that these locally designated landscapes are not fully in compliance
with the tests set out in PPS7 since they are not supported by a sufficiently robust assessment.
Retention of local landscape designations cannot be defended without a full Landscape Character
Assessment and in this situation Landscape Character Assessment work does not provide
justification for retention of Areas of High Landscape Value in the longer term.

This study has established a robust desk study and field based method to provide the foundation
for completing the Landscape Character Assessment process, which is in compliance with national
guidance. It is strongly recommended that a detailed assessment is completed for the whole of
the rural areas of Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council. This detailed Landscape Character
Assessment should include specialist input from e.g. ecological and historic experts and suitable
landscape guidelines.

Following the preparation of a detailed Landscape Character Assessment the Council should
including a criteria based policy within the Core Strategy. This should fully reference the landscape
character assessment and include a similar level of detail to that set out in the concluding remarks
in Para 6.42 of this report. It is considered that these policies and the supporting assessment and
guidelines should be able to provide greater specific direction to the factors that are important in
the protection, management and enhancement of landscape within the whole of the rural areas
than is currently the case.

In view of the likely scale and duration of future development within RMBC it is considered that
there is a strong case to identify the strategic landscape resources within the authority. This study
has begun this, by following the LCA process and by ensuring that the special features and
characteristics of Landscape Character Areas are recorded. This needs to be extended to identify
guidelines for their future management. In the meantime, it is recommended that the existing
AHLVs are retained under Policies ENV1.1 and ENV1.2 as a means of protecting the most valued
and sensitive landscapes in the Borough.
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Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment

Appendix A

Date : | surveyors’ Name/s :

National Typology Code:

Location :
Landscape Character Area :
Conditions :

LDU
Nos:

STRENGTH OF CHARACTER

LANDFORM (S1)

dominant prominent apparent (widespread/localised) insignificant

Description: Hydrology:

flat river

gently undulating stream

strongly undulating ponds

steep lakes

broad valley reservoir

narrow valley wetlands

plain other

plateau

il Degree of slope: | Altitude :
LANDCOVER (S2) dominant prominent apparent (widespread/localised) insignificant
Description: Primary land use:

open farmland

treed farmland

wooded farmland
parkland

woodland

grassland / common
open water or wetlands

ommercial / industrial
farmland:arable/pastoral/mixed
forestry:broadleaf/conifer/mixed
common or green: grassed/treed
nursery / allotments / orchard
recreation or amenity:type
reservoir

disturbed : type

Associated features: e.g. glasshouses/ marina.

Secondary land use
(select from above)

Woodland Species: Field boundaries (in Species:
cover: order of prominence):
hedgerow (with/without trees)
extensive tree rows
interlocking hedgebank
linear fence
discrete wall/wet ditch
fragmented other
(high/medium/low)

HISTORICAL PATTERN (S3) dominant prominent apparent (widespread/localised) insignificant

Description:
organic

planned
unenclosed

Field pattern:

Transport pattern:

geometric (ordered) motorway straight
regular (rectilinear) A road winding
subregular (interlocking — curved boundaries) B road sinuous
irregular (organic, winding lanes) track / lane sunken
discontinuous (no discernable pattern) canal

railway
Field size: Settlement:

1- small < 2ha
2- small/medium
3- medium/large

Form: village / hamlet / isolated house or farm/ other
Building style: vernacular / non-vernacular
Age: Tudor/Stuart/Georgian/ Victorian/Edwardian/20thC

4- large > 8ha Materials: walls and roof

Verges: Country houses:

absent Age: Tudor/Stuart/Georgian/Victorian/Edwardian
variable 20thC

uniform wide / medium / narrow Materials:

ditched

Other built features (function, age and materials):

Other comments e.g. cultural features

VISUAL AND SENSORY PERCEPTION

Views of area from outside:

Sense of enclosure:

widely visible confined
locally visible contained
concealed open
exposed

Tranquility (S4): Rarity (S5):
tranquil/moderate/discordant unique
Source: rare

| and . unusual
Level and constancy: Frequent

G:\Planning & Transportation\Forward Planning\Countryside\Landscape Character Assessment\2010_01_I9_Final Draft LCA\Appendix A_Field Survey Form.doc




Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment

Appendix A

CONDITION
HISTORICAL INTEGRITY
Extent and type of landcover Age structure of tree cover (C2): Survival of cultural pattern (C5):
change (C1): q over mature intact and well managed
pasturegto aSabIe) Y;gia?isszrdead mature/young intact but poorly managed
change in extent of woodland/tree cover on | insignificant mixed interrupted ( gen. intact but locally interrupted)
farmland de_cllmng (boundaries poorly managed)
loss of field boundaries relic
parkland to farmland
minerals
other
Notes:
ECOLOGICAL INTEGRITY
Extent of habitat/corridor survival (C3): Management of habitats (C4):
Widespread Good
Linked Not obvious
Scattered Poor
relic
Notes:
VISUAL IMPACT
Impact of built development (C6): _ Visual Unity (S6):
Urban/Transport corridor/rural housing/ high Unified
utilities/structures/other moderate Coherent
low Incoherent
Notes: Notes:
Boundary notes:
CHARACTER SUMMARY
STRENGTH OF CHARACTER WEAK MODERATE STRONG
S1 Impact of landform* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S2 Impact of landcover* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S3 Historic pattern* Insignificant Apparent Dominant/Prominent
S4 Tranquillity Discordant Moderate Tranquil
S5 Distinctiveness/rarity Frequent Unusual Unique/rare
S6 Visual unity Incoherent Coherent Unified
Totals * Prime character categories if tie
CONDITION POOR MODERATE GOOD
C1 Landcover Change Widespread Localised Insignificant
C2 Age Structure of Tree Cover* Overmature Mature or young Mixed
C3 Extent of semi-natural habitat survival* Relic Scattered Widespread/Linked
C4 Management of semi-natural habitats Poor Not obvious Good
C5 Survival of cultural pattern (fields and hedges) Declining/Relic Interrupted Intact
C6 Impact of built development* High Moderate Low
Totals * Prime condition categories if tie
MATRIX Good Strengthen and Conserve and Safeguard and manage
reinforce strengthen
Moder Improve and reinforce Improve and conserve Conserve and restore
Condition ate
Poor Reconstruct Improve and restore Restore condition to
maintain character
Weak Moderate Strong

Strength of Character

G:\Planning & Transportation\Forward Planning\Countryside\Landscape Character Assessment\2010_01_I9_Final Draft LCA\Appendix A_Field Survey Form.doc
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Appendix B

Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 1: Wath, Brampton and West Melton

Land Parcel No = 1

Size = 10.52Ha

Landscape Character Area = Wath and Swinton Farmlands — Swinton Racecourse

Surveyors = RS/MR

Date surveyed = 3/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

D
v

The Parcel falls to the north and
east, towards Brook Dike and River
Dearne (located beyond site to the
north)

Vegetation enclosure

There are poor hedgerows (tall but
gappy) around some of the areas
currently used as allotments, as
well as palisade fencing. Elsewhere
there are no hedges, but there are
some areas of scrub within rough
grass.

Complexity/ Scale

The Parcel consists of small
fields/parcels of land with a variety
of uses, including allotments, rough
grass associated with areas of
former allotments and open
space/play areas.

Condition

Area of weak character in a poor
conditon -  overgrown and
unmanaged in many places

Sub Total

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

e

Public  views are relatively
extensive. There is informal public
access through much of the Parcel
and it is adjacent to a school and a
children’s play area.

Openness to private view

There is some overlooking of the
Parcel from properties along its
western boundary. These are not
views into the whole Parcel due to
vegetation within and around the
allotments. There are also more
distant views into the Parcel from
the south east.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

Development of this Land Parcel
could extend the existing rectilinear
settlement pattern. Access could
be from existing roads such as
Avenue Road, the access to the
allotments opposite Ash Road or in
the vicinity of Poplar Drive and
Oaks Close.

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Development within this Land
Parcel would expand Wath Upon
Dearne closer to Swinton but is
unlikely to significantly compromise
the existing separation

G:\Planning & Transportation\Forward Planning\Countryside\Landscape Character Assessment\2010_01_19_Final Draft LCA\Appendix B_Sensitivity Appraisal
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Appendix B

Area 1 Land Parcel No 1 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A C/D|E Comments

AN

2b.Potential Scope to mitigate The Wath and Swinton Coalfield
Landscape Features | development Farmlands is a largely urbanized
landscape enclosed by urban areas.
There is little retained landscape
pattern in the vicinity of the Parcel,
but linear belts of vegetation and
clumps of trees to mitigate the
development would be largely in
keeping with the surroundings.

Sub Total 11201
Landscape Sensitivity 21132
Profile
(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the west.

Recreational and v The Parcel currently has a high
perceptual factors recreational value, with good
informal public access to most
areas and allotments throughout
the remainder. However, the Parcel
has limited tranquility and scenic
value due to it close proximity to
the urban area.

Sub Total 1/0|0(1]|0

Overall Capacity 311(3[|3]|1
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wath and Swinton Farmlands — Swinton Racecourse Landscape Character Area, which
is an area of moderate-low landscape sensitivity because of its disturbed nature and the influence of the
surrounding urban areas. This Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, with poor hedgerows and
an erosion of landscape features.

Settlements

Both Wath Upon Dearne and Swinton are relatively modern settlements, with residential properties in the vicinity
of the Parcel being largely 20" century in origin. The closest properties in Wath are located along long straight
roads and consist of terraced houses in various groupings. Warehouses and offices to the north east of the
Parcel are also of modern origin and small to medium in scale.

Overall Sensitivity

Whilst there are many overgrown and unmanaged areas within this Parcel, there is good informal public access
through much of the Parcel and formal access to the allotment areas. The Parcel forms part of a remaining small
area of farmland and open space separating Wath Upon Dearne and Swinton, although development within this

G:\Planning & Transportation\Forward Planning\Countryside\Landscape Character Assessment\2010_01_19_Final Draft LCA\Appendix B_Sensitivity Appraisal
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Appendix B
Parcel would have a more limited impact on the separation of these settlements than some adjoining areas.
Overall this is considered to be an area of medium sensitivity. There is potential scope for some small scale
development as part of an extension to Wath, although the existing uses would appear to be valued by local
residents and potentially worthy of retention.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium Low Low
Employment — offices Low Low Low
Employment - warehouse Low Low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as part of two separate potential residential
developments. Some scope for small scale residential development but retention of allotments and informal open
space uses would appear to be more beneficial to local residents.

G:\Planning & Transportation\Forward Planning\Countryside\Landscape Character Assessment\2010_01_19_Final Draft LCA\Appendix B_Sensitivity Appraisal
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Appendix B

Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 1: Wath, Brampton and West Melton

Land Parcel No = 2

Size = 20.00Ha

Landscape Character Area = Wath and Swinton Farmlands — Swinton Racecourse

Surveyors = RS/MR

Date surveyed = 3/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

D
v

The Parcel gently falls to the north,
towards Brook Dike and River
Dearne (located beyond site to the
north)

Vegetation enclosure

This Parcel is generally fairly open
with a limited number of poor
hedgerows within it. There is some
taller vegetation along the eastern
boundary, associated with the route
of Far Field Lane, but this is also
gappy. Vegetation along the
southern boundary of the Parcel is
more intact.

Complexity/ Scale

The Parcel consists of medium to
large arable fields. These appear
larger due to the poor field
boundaries.

Condition

Area of moderate character in a
poor condition — poor hedgerows

Sub Total

[y

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

There are no rights of way through
the Parcel. A public footpath runs
along the southern boundary of the
Parcel, along the route of the
disused racecourse, and informal
public access throughout the
adjacent Land Parcel 1.1 and part
of the southern part of this Parcel.
There are also some views into the
Parcel from Golden Smithies Lane
to the east of the Parcel.

Openness to private view

There is some overlooking of the
Parcel from properties to the west
and from Whincover Farm on the
eastern boundary of the Parcel.
There are also more distant views
into the Parcel from the south and
west.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

The Parcel is separated from the
existing urban area by the adjacent
Land Parcel 1. Without
development occurring in Parcel 1,
it would be difficult to access this
Parcel.
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Appendix B

Area 1 Land Parcel No 2 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A|lB|C E Comments

|o

Safeguarding of Development within this Land
settlement separation Parcel would expand Wath Upon
Dearne closer to Swinton. This
expansion would bring the two
settlements  significantly  closer
together.

2b.Potential Scope to mitigate v The Wath and Swinton Coalfield
Landscape Features | development Farmlands is a largely urbanized
landscape enclosed by urban areas.
There is little retained landscape
pattern in the vicinity of the Parcel,
so mitigation for development
within this Parcel would need to
break up the Parcel and enhance
existing landscape features.

Sub Total

o
o
N
w

oo

Landscape Sensitivity 0|1(4)|4
Profile
(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the west.

Recreational and v The Parcel currently has limited
perceptual factors recreational value, with only
informal access through part of the
Parcel. Tranquility and scenic value
are also limited due to it close
proximity to the urban area.

Sub Total 1/1/0(0]|0

Overall Capacity 11214140
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wath and Swinton Farmlands — Swinton Racecourse Landscape Character Area, which
is an area of moderate-low landscape sensitivity because of its disturbed nature and the influence of the
surrounding urban areas. This Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, with poor hedgerows and
arable landuse.

Settlements

Both Wath Upon Dearne and Swinton are relatively modern settlements, with residential properties in the vicinity
of the Parcel being largely 20™ century in origin. The closest properties in Wath are located along long straight
roads and consist of terraced houses in various groupings. Warehouses and offices to the north east of the
Parcel are also of modern origin and small to medium in scale.

G:\Planning & Transportation\Forward Planning\Countryside\Landscape Character Assessment\2010_01_19_Final Draft LCA\Appendix B_Sensitivity Appraisal
Returns_Jan 10.doc
5



Appendix B
Overall Sensitivity
The Parcel forms part of a remaining small area of farmland and open space separating Wath Upon Dearne and
Swinton, with limited public access. Development within this Parcel would have an impact on the separation of
these settlements and would be difficult to access if developed in isolation. Overall this is considered to be an
area of medium sensitivity. There is potential scope for some development as part of an extension to Wath.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium Medium Low
Employment — offices Medium-Low Low Low
Employment - warehouse Low Low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as part of a potential residential development. Some
scope for residential development but less scope for employment uses.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 1: Wath, Brampton and West Melton

Land Parcel No = 3 Size = 7.33Ha

Landscape Character Area = Wath and Swinton Farmlands — Swinton Racecourse

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 3/9/09

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
1.Landscape Slope analysis v This Parcel is much flatter than the
Character Features other Parcels in the vicinity. It

does, however, still fall slightly
towards the north. There is also a
significant change in level between
the northern boundary of the Parcel
and Doncaster Road to the north.
Vegetation enclosure v The majority of the boundaries of
this Parcel are fence lines with
limited vegetation along them. The
western part of the Parcel, which
has previously been used as
allotments, contains scrubby
vegetation and has hedgerows to
the south and east.

Complexity/ Scale v The Parcel consists of small to
medium fields. The land uses are
arable and scrub. There are no
longer any allotments within this

Parcel.
Condition v Area of weak character in a poor
condition — overgrown and

unmanaged in many places and
poor hedgerows.

Sub Total 1
2a.Visual Factors Openness to public view

e

There are no public rights of way
through this Parcel. Doncaster
Road is at a lower level than the
Parcel, preventing most views from
the north.

Openness to private view v The scrubby vegetation in the
western part of the Parcel restricts
views from the housing to the west.
There are distant views from
Swinton to the south east.
Relationship with existing v Development within this Parcel
urban built form would extend development along
Doncaster/Old Doncaster Road.
This could continue the existing
pattern of development but would
start to become more isolated from
Wath Upon Dearne

Safeguarding of v Development within this Land
settlement separation Parcel would expand Wath Upon
Dearne noticeably closer to Swinton
and join Wath Upon Dearne to the
industrial development along
Manvers Way.
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Appendix B

Area 1 Land Parcel No 3 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A C/D|E Comments

AN

2b.Potential Scope to mitigate The Wath and Swinton Coalfield
Landscape Features | development Farmlands is a largely urbanized
landscape enclosed by urban areas.
Mitigation of development within
this Parcel would require extensive
planting and woodland blocks to the
south of the Parcel, recreating
woodland  similar to  Golden
Smithies Plantation. The screening
offered by the bank along
Doncaster Road could also be
enhanced.

Sub Total 0

N
w
wo
oo

Landscape Sensitivity 11213
Profile
(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the west.

Recreational and v The Parcel currently has no
perceptual factors recreational value, with limited
tranquility and scenic value due to it
close proximity to the urban area.

Sub Total 2/0|0(0(0

Overall Capacity 312(3|3|0
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wath and Swinton Farmlands — Swinton Racecourse Landscape Character Area, which
is an area of moderate-low landscape sensitivity because of its disturbed nature and the influence of the
surrounding urban areas. This Parcel is not as typical of the Landscape Character Area as the two nearby
Parcels, with scrub present in areas that have previously been used as allotments.

Settlements

Both Wath Upon Dearne and Swinton are relatively modern settlements, with residential properties in the vicinity
of the Parcel being largely 20" century in origin. The closest properties in Wath are located along long straight
roads and consist of terraced houses in various groupings. Warehouses and offices to the north east of the
Parcel are also of modern origin and small to medium in scale.
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Appendix B
Overall Sensitivity
There are overgrown and unmanaged areas within this Parcel, with little public access. The Parcel forms part of
a remaining small area of farmland and open space separating Wath Upon Dearne and Swinton, and development
within this Parcel would have an impact on the separation of these settlements. Overall this is considered to be
an area of medium-low sensitivity. There is potential scope for some small scale development as part of an
extension to Wath or to reflect the employment uses on the opposite side of Old Doncaster Road.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium-high

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium-high Medium Low
Employment — offices Medium-high Medium Low
Employment - warehouse Medium-high Medium Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as part of two separate potential residential
developments. Some scope for small to medium scale residential development or employment uses to reflect
development on the opposite side of Old Doncaster Road.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile
Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 1 Size = 29.97Ha

Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
1.Landscape Slope analysis v’ | This Land Parcel slopes down to the
Character Features north east, towards a valley feature

containing a small stream/drain.
There is a localized hill, Constitution
Hill, in the southern corner of the
Parcel.

Vegetation enclosure v There is a belt of tall vegetation
along the course of the stream on
the north eastern boundary of the
Parcel, as well as woodland and tall
hedgerows around a plant nursery
in the eastern corner. The western
boundary of the Parcel, along
Henley Lane and around some
allotments, is a gappy hawthorn
hedgerow. @ The north  west
boundary of the Parcel is fairly
open.

Complexity/ Scale v The Parcel is one large arable field
with no sub divisions. There is also
a small area of grassland on the
western edge of the Parcel,
adjacent to Fenton Road.

Condition v The Parcel has a moderate
character in a weak condition — the
landform is a strong feature but
landscape elements such as
hedgerows are missing.

Sub Total 1(1]1

A=

There is a public footpath, which
also forms part of the Rotherham
Round Walk, along the northern
boundary of the Parcel with an
alternative route along the southern
boundary. There are also views
into the Parcel from surrounding
roads such as Munsborough Lane,
Bassingthorpe Lane and Fenton
Road.

2a.Visual Factors Openness to public view

Openness to private view v In the vicinity of the Parcel,
particularly to the south, views from
private properties are only partial
due to the presence of tall
vegetation. There are more open
distant views from Greasbrough to
the north.

G:\Planning & Transportation\Forward Planning\Countryside\Landscape Character Assessment\2010_01_19_Final Draft LCA\Appendix B_Sensitivity Appraisal
Returns_Jan 10.doc
10



Area 2 Land Parcel No 1 (cont.)

Appendix B

Criteria Group Criteria C|/D Comments
Relationship with existing v There is currently built development
urban built form on three sides of this Parcel.
Safeguarding of Development within this Parcel
settlement separation would increase the amount of

development between Kimberworth
Park, Masborough and Thorn Hill.
It would also bring development
closer to Greasbrough, but not
beyond the existing built edge of
Kimberworth Park.

2b.Potential Scope to mitigate v The prominent slope of the

Landscape Features | development landform within the Parcel would
prevent adequate screening in the
short term.

Sub Total 0]0[3]2]0

Landscape Sensitivity 1114|121

Profile

(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape

designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.
Recreational and v The Rotherham Round Walk runs
perceptual factors along the boundary of the Parcel
but there is no recreational access
to the Parcel and it has limited
scenic value and tranquility.
Sub Total 1/1/0/0|0
Overall Capacity 21214121
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, with sloping landform and limited hedgerows.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south in Rotherham. To the east are
medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.
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Appendix B
Overall Sensitivity
There is relatively little public access to this Parcel, although there are important routes along the boundaries.
The Parcel is largely devoid of field boundaries and there are overhead cables through it. The Parcel forms part
of an area of farmland separating Greasbrough and Rotherham, but any development within this Parcel would be
more related to Rotherham. Overall this is considered to be an area of medium sensitivity. There is potential
scope for some development as part of an extension to Rotherham, although the development would be located
on a prominent slope, limiting mitigation measures.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium Medium Low
Employment — offices Medium-low Low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium-low Low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential mixed use development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small to medium scale residential development with small areas of offices
and/or warehouses.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 2 Size = 5.64Ha

Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
1.Landscape Slope analysis v The Parcel is slightly domed as a
Character Features result of its former use as a landfill

site. There is currently some
regrading work being undertaken
and from Gin House Lane the Parcel
appears to have a flat central area.

Vegetation enclosure v There is semi mature vegetation
along the north west and south
west boundaries of the Parcel, and
patchy vegetation on the slopes of
the former landfill site along the
south east boundary. Some of the
vegetation in the northern part of
the site, around a former compound
area, is coniferous and evergreen.

Complexity/ Scale v The Parcel comprises a single field
that is currently undergoing
restoration following its former uses
as a landfill site.

Condition v The Parcel is currently an area of
weak character in a poor condition.
The landscape within this Parcel is
currently being recreated.

Sub Total 110

\N

2a.Visual Factors Openness to public view There is currently a public footpath
along the north west boundary of
the Parcel. Tall vegetation prevents
most views into the Parcel from this
footpath. There may be some
views into the Parcel from the
railway line to the south east and
there are glimpsed views into the

Parcel from Bassingthorpe Lane.

Openness to private view v There are very few private
properties that would have views
into this Parcel. Gin House Farm, to
the north, is separated from the
Parcel by an earth bank and
evergreen vegetation. Properties to
the east and south of the Parcel are
generally industrial.

Relationship with existing v This Land Parcel would have no
urban built form existing relationship with residential
areas. It could relate to the
commercial buildings along Gin
House Road. The railway would act
as a barrier in the south east.
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 2 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A C/D|E Comments

AN

Safeguarding of Development within this Parcel
settlement separation would continue development along
the railway line, with industrial
buildings already located to the
north east and south east, as well
as allotments with residential
properties beyond to the south
west. This would not, however,
encroach any closer to Greasbrough
than the existing built edge.

2b.Potential Scope to mitigate v Enhancing the vegetation around
Landscape Features | development the boundaries of the Parcel would
help to screen any development,
but this would not be in keeping
with the character of the
surrounding area.

Sub Total 012]3]0

oo

Landscape Sensitivity 12|51
Profile
(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.

Recreational and v A public footpath runs along the
perceptual factors boundary of the Parcel but there is
no recreational access to the Parcel
and it has limited scenic value and
tranquility.

Sub Total 2/0|0(0(0

Overall Capacity 3125|110
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is slightly unusual for the Landscape Character Area, in that it is a former industrial tipping site that is
currently being restored. Most restored areas within the Character Area are related to past mining.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south in Rotherham. To the north east
and south east are medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.
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Appendix B
Overall Sensitivity
There is currently no public access to this Parcel, although there are routes close to the boundaries. The
landform is in the process of being restored, with a level area being created at the centre and slopes around it.
The Parcel forms part of an area of farmland separating Greasbrough and Rotherham, but any development
within this Parcel would be more related to Rotherham. Overall this is considered to be an area of medium
sensitivity. There is potential scope for some development as part of an extension to Rotherham, although the
Parcel is relatively small in size, which would limit the amount of development that can be accommodated.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium-low Low Low
Employment — offices Medium Medium-low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium Medium-low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites does not identify this site as having development potential.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 3 Size = 1.99Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes
Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09
Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
1.Landscape Slope analysis v This Parcel is relatively flat before
Character Features rising up towards the north west
and Gin House Farm.
Vegetation enclosure v There are good hedgerows to the

south west and south east, with
evergreen coniferous vegetation to
the northern corner around Gin
House Farm.

Complexity/ Scale v The Parcel is a small arable field.
Condition v The Parcel is currently an area of
moderate character in a moderate
condition.
Sub Total 0/1(2]1]0
2a.Visual Factors Openness to public view v A public footpath runs along the

south east boundary of the Parcel.
There are also some views into the
Parcel from Bassingthorpe Lane to
the north east.

Openness to private view | v/ The only private property in the
vicinity of the Parcel is Gin House
Farm. Views from this property are
screened by evergreen vegetation
around the farm and the raised
bank also associated with the farm.

Relationship with existing v This Parcel is slightly remote from
urban built form any existing urban areas. It is
located to the west of the existing
industrial area along Gin House
Lane and separated from other built
areas by allotments and the landfill
site that is currently being restored.

Safeguarding of v Development within this Parcel
settlement separation would slightly extend the existing
built edge of Rotherham/Thorn Hill
towards Greasbrough, but the
landform will help to minimize the
impacts of this.

2b.Potential Scope to mitigate v Mitigation of development within
Landscape Features | development this Parcel could involve
strengthening the existing

hedgerows on the south east and
south west boundaries, as well as
creating hedgerows to the north
and east.

—
N
—

Sub Total 1

oo

Landscape Sensitivity 11214]|2
Profile (1+2a & 2b)
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 3 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.
Recreational and v A public footpath runs along the
perceptual factors boundary of the Parcel but there is
no recreational access to the Parcel
and it has limited scenic value and
tranquility.
Sub Total 111(0(0]0
Overall Capacity 2134|120
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, although smaller than many of the fields nearby.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south and west. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south in Rotherham. To the east are
medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.

Overall Sensitivity

There is relatively little public access to this Parcel, although there are important routes close by. The Parcel is
relatively enclosed and slightly remote from any existing urban areas. The Parcel forms part of an area of
farmland separating Greasbrough and Rotherham, but any development within this Parcel would be more related
to Rotherham. Overall this is considered to be an area of medium sensitivity. There is potential scope for
some development as part of an extension to Rotherham, although the development would be isolated and start
to erode separation between Rotherham and Greasbrough.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium Low Low
Employment — offices Medium-low Low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium-low Low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential mixed use development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small scale residential or employment development, although this would be
more appropriate if adjacent Parcels were also being developed.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 4 Size = 5.93Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

D

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

E
v

This Parcel is located on a localized
ridgeline, which runs north east to
south west.

Vegetation enclosure

There is a tall hedgerow along the
north west boundary of the site and
patchy woodland along the
stream/ditch to the south west.
There is also evergreen vegetation
around Gin House Farm in the
eastern corner of the site. The
remainder of the south east and
north east boundaries are open.

Complexity/ Scale

The fields within this Parcel are
small to medium sized. Land uses
include arable farmland and rough
grass, as well as the curtilage of Gin
House Farm.

Condition

The Parcel is currently an area of
moderate character in a moderate
condition. The landform creates
some character for the Parcel.

Sub Total

[y

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

There is a public footpath to the
north west of the Parcel, beyond a
tall hedgerow. There is also
another footpath to the south east
of the Parcel, beyond Land Parcel
2.3. Two alternative routes for the
Rotherham Round Walk are also
located along the north east and
south west boundaries of the Parcel

Openness to private view

The only private property in the
vicinity of the Parcel is Gin House
Farm. Views from this property are
screened by evergreen vegetation
around the farm and the raised
bank also associated with the farm.
There are distant views into the
Parcel from the s. west and n. east.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

The Land Parcel is isolated from
existing urban areas, with Gin
House Farm the only development
in the immediate vicinity. The
existing industrial area along Gin
House Lane is to the east and
residential properties are located to
the south and south west.
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 4 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
Safeguarding of v Development within this Parcel
settlement separation would slightly extend the existing

built edge of Rotherham/Thorn Hill
towards Greasbrough, but the
landform will help to reduce the
impacts of this.

2b.Potential Scope to mitigate v'| The prominent position of this

Landscape Features | development Parcel on a ridgeline will reduce the

effectiveness of any mitigation
measures.
Sub Total 0/]1/0]2]|2

Landscape Sensitivity 0|1(3|2]3

Profile

(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape

designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.
Recreational and v There are rights of way or
perceptual factors recreational routes on or beyond all
the boundaries of this Parcel.
Sub Total 110|100
Overall Capacity 1114|123
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, with sloping landform and limited hedgerows.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south in Rotherham. To the east are
medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.

Overall Sensitivity

There is relatively little public access to this Parcel, although there are rights of way along the boundaries. The
Parcel is largely devoid of field boundaries. The Parcel forms part of an area of farmland separating Greasbrough
and Rotherham, but any development within this Parcel would be slightly more related to Rotherham. Overall
this is considered to be an area of medium sensitivity. There is potential scope for some development as part
of an extension to Rotherham, although the development would be slightly remote form existing urban areas.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium
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Appendix B
Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium Medium-low Low
Employment — offices Medium Medium-low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium Medium-low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential mixed use development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small scale residential or employment development, although this would be
more appropriate if adjacent Parcels were also being developed.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 5 Size = 19.61Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

D

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

E
v

The Parcel slopes up towards
Greasbrough and Kimberworth Park
to the north and west.

Vegetation enclosure

There is tall vegetation along the
stream/ditch to the south west of
the Parcel. The boundary with
Parcel 2.4 is also a tall hedgerow.
Most of the other hedgerows along
the boundaries of the site and
internally are poor and gappy.

Complexity/ Scale

The Land Parcel contains a mix of
arable and pastoral farmland, with
pasture being located closer to
Bassingthorpe Farm. The fields are
medium sized and have a mix of
irregular and regular boundaries.

Condition

The Parcel is currently an area of
moderate character in a moderate
condition. The landform creates
some character for the Parcel but
hedgerows are of poor quality.

Sub Total

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

A=

There is a public footpath in the
south east of the Parcel. Two
alternative routes for the
Rotherham Round Walk are also
located along the north east and
south west boundaries of the Parcel

Openness to private view

The only private property in the
immediate vicinity of the Parcel is
Bassingthorpe Farm. Views from
this property are largely screened
by vegetation around the farm.
There are distant views into the
Parcel from the west and north.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

Development within this Parcel
would be completely isolated from
any existing urban areas. If other
surrounding Parcels were not
developed there would be farmland
surrounding the Parcel.

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Development within this Parcel
would be located in the middle of
the existing gap between
Greasbrough, Kimberworth  Park
and Rotherham/Thorn Hill,
compromising this separation.
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 5 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
2b.Potential Scope to mitigate v The landscape pattern of
Landscape Features | development hedgerows within this Parcel could
be improved to act as mitigation for
any proposed development. It is
likely that some views would
remain, however, due to the sloping
nature of the Parcel.
Sub Total 0/]0]2]2]1
Landscape Sensitivity 0/0|5(|2]|2
Profile
(1+2a & 2b)
3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.
Recreational and v There are rights of way or
perceptual factors recreational routes on or beyond all
the boundaries of this Parcel.
Sub Total 110|100
Overall Capacity 1/10(6|2]|2
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, with sloping landform and limited hedgerows.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south in Rotherham. To the south east
are medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.

Overall Sensitivity

There is relatively little public access to this Parcel, although there are rights of way along the boundaries. The
Parcel is largely devoid of field boundaries. The Parcel forms part of an area of farmland separating Greasbrough
and Rotherham, and any development within this Parcel would be isolated between the two. Overall this is
considered to be an area of medium sensitivity. There is potential scope for some development, although the
development would be remote form existing urban areas.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium
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Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium Medium-low Low
Employment — offices Medium Medium-low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium Medium-low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential mixed use development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small to medium scale residential or employment development, although this
would be more appropriate if adjacent Parcels were also being developed.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 6 Size = 10.74Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

D

E
v

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

The landform in this Parcel slopes
gently uphill to the north west, with
the boundary of the Parcel being on
the hilltop.

Vegetation enclosure

There are good hedgerows along
the south west boundary of the
Parcel and perpendicular to this
boundary. Other hedgerows are
gappy and the northern boundary is
fairly open.

Complexity/ Scale

Landuse within this Parcel is a
mixture of arable and pasture.
Fields are of a medium scale and
relatively regular.

Condition

The Parcel currently demonstrates a
moderate character but is in weak
condition. Hedgerows are poorly
maintained.

Sub Total

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

<\N

There is a public right of way and
an area of access land along the
northern boundary of the Parcel,
and one of the routes of the
Rotherham Round Walk runs along
the road to the east of the Parcel.

Openness to private view

There are limited views into the
Parcel from housing to the north.
There are also some occasional
more distant views from properties
to the south and south west.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

Although not directly linked to the
Parcel, housing along Munsborough
Lane in Greasbrough could relate to
any proposed development.

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Any proposed development within
this Parcel would significantly
compromise the separation
between Greasbrough and
Kimberworth Park.

2b.Potential
Landscape Features

Scope to mitigate
development

The sloping nature of the Parcel
would create difficulties in
mitigating any development.
Planting could strengthen the
existing boundaries and reflect
Bassingthorpe Spring Woodland.

Sub Total
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 6 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments

Landscape Sensitivity 0|1(|5(2]|1

Profile

(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape

designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.

Recreational and v There are recreational routes and
perceptual factors land uses in close proximity to the
Parcel but not within it. The Parcel
has moderate scenic value but
limited tranquility.

Sub Total 1/0|1(0]|0

Overall Capacity 1(1|6(2]|1
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, although hedgerows are more frequent than in other
parts of the sub area.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south in Rotherham. To the south east
are medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.

Overall Sensitivity

There is relatively little public access to this Parcel, although there are rights of way along some boundaries. The
Parcel is divided into smaller fields by hedgerows and has some overhead cables passing through. The Parcel
forms part of an area of farmland separating Greasbrough and Rotherham, with any development within this
Parcel more related to Greasbrough. Overall this is considered to be an area of medium sensitivity. There is
scope for some development, which could relate to existing urban areas but would be seen from a wide area.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium Medium-low Low
Employment — offices Medium-low Medium-low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium-low Low Low
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NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential mixed use development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small to medium scale residential or employment development, which should
relate to Greasbrough.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 7 Size = 9.30Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

D

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

B
v

The landform within this Parcel is
gently rolling/undulating.

Vegetation enclosure

The hedgerows along the northern,
eastern and southern boundaries
are quite tall. The hedgerow on the
western boundary is gappier.

Complexity/ Scale

Landuse within this Parcel is a
mixture of arable farmland and
horse paddocks. The fields are of a
medium scale.

Condition

This Parcel is of moderate character
and in moderate condition.

Sub Total

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

ALY

There are no rights of way through
the Parcel. There are occasional
glimpses into the Parcel from the
roads to the north and west.

Openness to private view

There are limited views into the
Parcel from Bassingthorpe Farm.
There are also glimpses from
houses in Greasbrough (to the
north) and distant views from the
west.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

Any development within this Parcel
could reflect development already
fronting onto Munsborough Road,
to the north.

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Development within this Parcel
would extend the existing urban
edge of Greasbrough towards
Rotherham and Thorn Hill.

2b.Potential
Landscape Features

Scope to mitigate
development

Development within this Parcel
could be mitigated to a certain
extent by strengthening the
hedgerows and increasing
woodland cover.

Sub Total

o

o

Landscape Sensitivity
Profile
(1+2a & 2b)

o

o

3.Landscape Value

Designations

There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 7 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
Recreational and v There are no rights of way through
perceptual factors the Parcel, although part of the

Rotherham Round Walk is located
to the west
Sub Total 111(0|(0]0
Overall Capacity 1/5|5(0(|0
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, although part of the Parcel is used as paddocks, which is
infrequent in the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south west in Rotherham. To the south
east are medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.

Overall Sensitivity

There is little public access to this Parcel and few rights of way close to the boundaries. The Parcel is partly
arable and partly paddocks. The Parcel forms part of an area of farmland separating Greasbrough and
Rotherham, with any development within this Parcel more related to Greasbrough. Overall this is considered to
be an area of medium-low sensitivity. There is scope for some development, which could relate to existing
urban areas and be relatively well contained.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium-high

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium-high Medium Low
Employment — offices Medium-low Medium-low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium-low Low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential mixed use development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small to medium scale residential or employment development, which should
relate to Greasbrough.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 8 Size = 25.74Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

A

C

D

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

B
v

Much of this Land Parcel is
reclaimed land. This has created
some relatively flat areas, whilst the
more intact areas are undulating.

Vegetation enclosure

A footpath/former track runs
through the Parcel and is well
vegetated. There is also tall
vegetation around a former sports
ground in the western part of the
Parcel.

Complexity/ Scale

The majority of the Parcel
comprises large arable fields.
There are also smaller arable fields
and a small scale sports ground.

Condition

This Parcel has moderate character
but is in a poor condition. The
sports field is disused and the
farmland is lacking in hedgerows.

Sub Total

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

o

There are no public rights of way
through the Parcel but the route of
an informal path/former track is
located within it. There are some
glimpses into the Parcel from Gin
House Lane to the west.

Openness to private view

There are some views into the
Parcel from properties along
Munsborough Lane to the north.
There are also views into the Parcel
from Barbot Hall to the east.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

This Land Parcel would have no
existing relationship with residential
areas. It could relate to the
commercial buildings along Gin
House Road.

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Development within this Parcel
would extend the existing built
edge of Rotherham/Thorn Hill
towards Greasbrough.

2b.Potential
Landscape Features

Scope to mitigate
development

Development within this Parcel
could be mitigated to a certain
extent by strengthening the
hedgerows and increasing
woodland cover.

Sub Total

o

o

N

o

Landscape Sensitivity
Profile
(1+2a & 2b)
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 8 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.
Recreational and v There are no public rights of way
perceptual factors through the Parcel, although there
is a disused sports ground on its
western edge. The Parcel has
relatively low scenic value.
Sub Total 111(0(0]0
Overall Capacity 113|520
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, as it is reclaimed land with relatively few hedgerows.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south west in Rotherham. To the south
east are medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.

Overall Sensitivity

There is little public access to this Parcel and few rights of way close to the boundaries. The Parcel is partly
arable and partly a small disused sports ground. The Parcel forms part of an area of farmland separating
Greasbrough and Rotherham, with any development within this Parcel more related to Rotherham. Overall this is
considered to be an area of medium sensitivity. There is scope for some development, which could relate to
existing urban areas but would significantly reduce separation between Rotherham and Greasbrough.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium-low Medium-low Low
Employment — offices Medium Medium-low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium Medium-low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential mixed use development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small to medium scale residential or employment development, which could
relate to existing industrial areas in Rotherham.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No =9 Size = 15.83Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 2/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

D

E
v

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

This Parcel is located on prominent
slopes, although not particularly
steeply sloping. It slopes up
towards a localized high point to
the north west of the Parcel.

Vegetation enclosure

There is a gappy hedgerow along
the north west boundary of the
Parcel and a more substantial
hedgerow along the south west
boundary. Other boundaries,
including those within the Parcel,
are generally fences.

Complexity/ Scale

The only land use within this Parcel
is arable farmland. Fields are small
to medium in scale but look larger
due to the lack of hedgerows.

Condition

This Parcel has moderate character
but is in a poor condition. The
farmland is lacking in hedgerows.

Sub Total

[y

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

There are no rights of way through
this Parcel but there are open views
into it from Munsborough Lane.

Openness to private view

There are open views into this
Parcel from properties along
Munsborough Lane.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

Any development within this Parcel
could reflect development already
fronting onto Munsborough Road,
to the north.

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Development within this Parcel
would extend the existing urban
edge of Greasbrough towards
Rotherham and Thorn Hill.

2b.Potential
Landscape Features

Scope to mitigate
development

Mitigation of any development
within this Parcel could be through
strengthening existing boundaries,
building on the good hedgerow to
the south west. Increased
vegetation within the Parcel would
also be beneficial.

Sub Total

o

—

N

N

Landscape Sensitivity
Profile
(1+2a & 2b)
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 9 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments
3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape
designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.
Recreational and v There are no rights of way through
perceptual factors the Parcel, although part of the
Rotherham Round Walk is located
to the west.
Sub Total 1{1/0(0]|0
Overall Capacity 113331
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is fairly typical of the Landscape Character Area, although part of the Parcel is used as paddocks, with
sloping landform and limited hedgerows.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south west in Rotherham. To the south
east are medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.

Overall Sensitivity

There is little public access to this Parcel and few rights of way close to the boundaries. The Parcel is entirely
arable farmland. The Parcel forms part of an area of farmland separating Greasbrough and Rotherham, with any
development within this Parcel more related to Greasbrough. Overall this is considered to be an area of medium
sensitivity. There is scope for some development, which could relate to existing urban areas but would be in a
prominent location.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium Medium-low Low
Employment — offices Medium-low Low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium-low Low Low

NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential mixed use development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small to medium scale residential or employment development, which should
relate to Greasbrough.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 10 Size = 3.13Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 3/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

A

C

D

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

v

This Parcel is located on a
prominent slope with views out
towards Rawmarsh.

Vegetation enclosure

There are tall native hedgerows on
the eastern and southern
boundaries of the Parcel. The
remaining boundary also has a
hedgerow but this is more gappy
and clipped as it also forms the rear
boundary of residential properties.

Complexity/ Scale

The Parcel comprises one medium
sized arable field.

Condition

This Parcel has moderate character
but is in a poor condition. The
hedgerows are variable.

Sub Total

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

Ty

There are no rights of way through
this Parcel. There are only
occasional glimpses into the Parcel
from the surrounding roads.

Openness to private view

Properties along Highfield Road, to
the north west of the Parcel, back
onto the arable field and share a
boundary with the Parcel. They
have some views into the Parcel,
although not from the ground floor.
There are also distant views into
the Parcel from Rawmarsh.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

The Parcel is enclosed on two sides
by roads. Any development within
this Parcel would directly relate to
the existing edge of Greasbrough
and the properties along Highfield
Road.

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Development within this Parcel
would slightly extend the existing
urban edge of Greasbrough towards
Rotherham and Thorn Hill.

2b.Potential
Landscape Features

Scope to mitigate
development

The prominence of the slope within
this Parcel would make full
mitigation of any  proposed
development difficult.
Strengthening of the existing
boundary hedgerows would reduce
the impact of any development.

Sub Total
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 10 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments

Landscape Sensitivity 114(3|0]|1

Profile

(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape

designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.

Recreational and v There is currently little of
perceptual factors recreational value within this Parcel.
The scenic value of the Parcel is
also relatively limited.

Sub Total 1({1(0(0]|0

Overall Capacity 2|5(3]|]0]1
Profile
(1+2a, 2b & 3)

Commentary

Overall Landscape Quality

This Parcel falls within the Wentworth Parklands — Fringes Landscape Character Area, which is an area of
moderate landscape sensitivity because of the influence of the surrounding urban areas and former mining. This
Parcel is less typical of the Landscape Character Area, although it is a small arable field related to the urban
fringe.

Settlements

Greasbrough is located to the north of Parcel and Rotherham to the south. Both are relatively modern
settlements, particularly close to the Parcel. There are residential properties in Greasbrough to the north of the
Parcel, which are largely 20" century in origin, as are properties to the south west in Rotherham. To the south
are medium to large scale employment uses, including warehouses and industrial works.

Overall Sensitivity

There is little public access to this Parcel and few rights of way close to the boundaries. The Parcel is entirely
arable farmland and is enclosed on two sides by minor roads. The Parcel forms part of an area of farmland
separating Greasbrough and Rotherham, with any development within this Parcel more related to Greasbrough.
Overall this is considered to be an area of medium-low sensitivity. There is scope for some development,
which could relate to existing urban areas and be relatively enclosed.

Overall Landscape Capacity = Medium-high

Development Type Landscape Capacity

Development Type Scale

Small Medium Large
Residential Medium-high Low Low
Employment — offices Medium-low Low Low
Employment - warehouse Medium-low Low Low
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NB. The LDF database of potential sites identifies the Parcel as a potential residential development site. There
would appear to be some scope for small scale residential or employment development, which would be restricted
by the small size of the Parcel.
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Appendix B
Rotherham MBC Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity - Land Parcel Profile

Potential Urban Extension Area — Area 2: Bassingthorpe Farm

Land Parcel No = 11 Size = 39.02Ha
Landscape Character Area = Wentworth Parklands — Fringes

Surveyors = RS/MR Date surveyed = 3/9/09

Criteria Group

Criteria

D

Comments

1.Landscape
Character Features

Slope analysis

E
v

There is some undulation within this
Land Parcel, but it generally slopes
down to the south and east towards
streams/dikes.

Vegetation enclosure

For much of the southern boundary
of the Parcel there are woodland
blocks, adjacent to Barbot Hall
Industrial Estate. There is also
woodland and mature trees around
Barbot Hall. The western and north
eastern boundaries are much

gappier.

Complexity/ Scale

The fields within this Parcel are
medium to large in scale. There is
some variety in landuse, although
the majority is arable farmland.

Condition

This Parcel has moderate character
but is in a poor condition. The
hedgerows are variable and gappy
in places.

Sub Total

2a.Visual Factors

Openness to public view

N

There is a public footpath along the
eastern boundary of the Parcel.
Other than this, the Parcel is
relatively well contained with limited
views into it from public locations.

Openness to private view

Barbot Hall and Barbot Old Hall
Farm have views into the Parcel.
There are also limited views from
properties along Lowfield Avenue to
the north and distant views from
Rawmarsh to the east.

Relationship with existing
urban built form

There is an Industrial Estate to the
south of the Parcel and residential
areas to the north. Development
within this Parcel could relate to
both landuses, but would not form
a natural extension to either.

Safeguarding of
settlement separation

Development of the whole of this
Parcel would cause complete
coalescence of the existing urban
edge of  Greasbrough and
Rotherham/Thorn Hill.

2b.Potential
Landscape Features

Scope to mitigate
development

v

There is room within this Parcel for
an increase in woodland cover and
to create additional enclosure.

Sub Total

0

2

2

0

1
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Appendix B

Area 2 Land Parcel No 11 (cont.)

Criteria Group Criteria A/B|C|D|E Comments

Landscape Sensitivity 04302

Profile

(1+2a & 2b)

3.Landscape Value Designations v There are no landscape

designations within the vicinity of
the Parcel and existing urban areas
would prevent any intervisibility
from the Area of High Landscape
Value to the north.

Recreational and v There is currently little of
perceptual factors recreational value within this Parcel,
other than a footpath along the
eastern boundary. The scenic value
of the Parcel is also relatively
lim