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10. Landscape and Visual

10.1. Introduction

10.1.1. This document has been updated at Deadline 2 in response to the
Examining Authority’s First Written Questions to amend an inconsistency.
The document references have not been updated from the original
submission. Please refer to the Guide to the Application
[EN010158/APP/1.2.7] for the list of current versions of documents.

40-44.10.1.2. This chapter presents an assessment of likely significant effects
arising from the construction, operation (including maintenance) and
decommissioning of the Proposed Development upon landscape and
visual amenity. The full description of the Proposed Development is
provided within ES Volume 1, Chapter 3: Proposed Development
Description [EN010158/APP/6.1].

460-4-2.10.1.3. This chapter is supported by the following figures presented in
ES Volume 3 [EN010158/APP/6.3]:

e Figure 10.1: Landscape Study Area, Context and Designations;

Figure 10.2: Topography and Land Cover;

e Figure 10.3: National Character Areas;

e Figure 10.4: District Landscape Character Types and Areas;
e Figure 10.5a: Visual Receptors within 2km — Overview;

e Figure 10.5b: Visual Receptors within 2km — Parcel 1;

e Figure 10.5c: Visual Receptors within 2km — Parcel 2;

e Figure 10.5d: Visual Receptors within 2km — Parcel 3;

e Figure 10.6: Viewpoint Locations;

e Figure 10.7a: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Combined Parcels — Bare
Earth;

e Figure 10.7b: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Parcel 1 — Bare Earth;
e Figure 10.7c: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Parcel 2—- Bare Earth;
e Figure 10.7d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Parcel 3 — Bare Earth;

e Figure 10.8a: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Combined Parcels —
Standard Screening;

e Figure 10.8b: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Parcel 1 — Standard
Screening;

e Figure 10.8c: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Parcel 2 — Standard
Screening;

Application Document Ref: EN010158/APP/6.2.2
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e Figure 10.8d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Parcel 3 — Standard
Screening;

e Figure 10.9a: ZTV of Solar PV Modules Combined Parcels —
Detailed Screening;

e Figure 10.9b: Solar PV Modules Parcel 1 — Detailed Screening;
e Figure 10.9c: Solar PV Modules Parcel 2 — Detailed Screening;
e Figure 10.9d: Solar PV Modules Parcel 3 — Detailed Screening;

e Figure 10.10a: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel 1
— Bare Earth;

e Figure 10.10b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel 1
— Standard Screening;

e Figure 10.11a: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel 2
— Bare Earth;

e Figure 10.11b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel 2
— Standard Screening;

e Figure 10.12a: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 15m and 6m
Parcel 3 — Bare Earth;

e Figure 10.12b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 15m and 6m
Parcel 3 — Standard Screening;

e Figure 10.13: Residential Property Location Plan;
e Figure 10.14: RVAA Property Plan — 1-2 Calvert Cottages, Steeple

Claydon;

e Figure 10.15: RVAA Property Plan — 3 Calvert Cottages, Steeple
Claydon;

e Figure 10.16: RVAA Property Plan — 4-5 Calvert Cottages, Steeple
Claydon;

e Figure 10.17: RVAA Property Plan — Granary Cottage, Steeple
Claydon;

e Figure 10.18: RVAA Property Plan — Pond Farm, Steeple Claydon,;

e Figure 10.19: RVAA Property Plan — The Old Dairy, Steeple
Claydon;

e Figure 10.20: RVAA Property Plan — Knowlhill Cottage, Steeple
Claydon;

e Figure 10.21: RVAA Property Plan — 1-2 Blackmorehill Cottages,
Middle Claydon;

e Figure 10.22: RVAA Property Plan — 4-5 Catherine Cottages, Middle
Claydon;

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
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e Figure 10.23: RVAA Property Plan — 6-7 Catherine Cottages, Middle

Claydon;

e Figure 10.24: RVAA Property Plan — Bernwood Farm, Botolph
Claydon;

e Figure 10.25: RVAA Property Plan — Sion Hill Farm, Off Church
Way; and

e Figure 10.26: RVAA Property Plan — Station House, East Claydon
Road.

40-43-10.1.4. This chapter is further supported by the following technical

appendices presented in ES Volume 4 [EN010158/APP/6.4].

¢ Appendix 10.1: Rosefield LVIA Methodology and Assessment
Criteria;

¢ Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from Published LCA;
¢ Appendix 10.3: Rosefield Landscape Sensitivity Appraisal;
¢ Appendix 10.4: Rosefield Viewpoint Analysis; and

o Appendix 10.5: Residential Visual Amenity Assessment.
40-44-10.1.5. This chapter is also supported by annotated baseline
photographs and photomontages presented in the Viewpoints and

Visualisations document in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations [EN010158/APP/6.4].

40-4-5-10.1.6. This chapter should also be read in conjunction with the
following assessment chapters presented in ES Volume 2:

e Chapter 7: Biodiversity [EN010158/APP/6.2];

e Chapter 9: Cultural Heritage [EN010158/APP/6.2];

e Chapter 13: Noise and Vibration [EN010158/APP/6.2];

e Chapter 14: Population [EN010158/APP/6.2];

e Chapter 15: Transport and Access [EN010158/APP/6.2]; and
e Chapter 17: Cumulative Effects [EN010158/APP/6.2].

40-4-6-10.1.7. This chapter and associated appendices constitute a Landscape
and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) and have been prepared in
accordance with the principles established in published best practice,
namely the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
(GLVIA3) [Ref. 10-14] and associated technical guidance notes including
those published by the Landscape Institute (referenced as appropriate —
see Section 10.2).

40-4++710.1.8. This chapter considers the likely significant effects upon:

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 3
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e Landscape fabric;
e Landscape character; and

¢ Visual receptors including residential, transport and recreational
receptors.

40-48-10.1.9. Although linked, landscape and visual effects are considered
separately. Landscape effects derive from changes in the landscape
fabric, which may result in changes to landscape character, whereas
visual effects are the effects of these changes as experienced by people
(visual receptors).

46-49.10.1.10. In considering effects on landscape fabric, this chapter considers
the removal or addition of elements such as vegetation in relation to
landscape change, but the assessment of effects of the Proposed
Development on biodiversity is considered in ES Volume 2, Chapter 7:
Biodiversity [EN010158/APP/6.2].

40-446-10.1.11. Likewise, this chapter considers cultural heritage assets in so
much as they contribute to landscape character and its perceived value
(for example, Conservation Areas are treated as areas where the
character and views are valued). However, the assessment of effects of
the Proposed Development on the setting of cultural heritage receptors is
considered in ES Volume 2, Chapter 9: Cultural Heritage
[ENO10158/APP/6.2].

10.2. Legislative framework, planning policy and guidance

10.2.1.  This assessment has been undertaken with regard to the following
legislation, policy and guidance.

10.2.2. It should be noted that this chapter does not assess the compliance of the
Proposed Development against relevant planning policy. Such an
assessment is presented in the Planning Statement
[ENO10158/APP/5.7].

Legislation

e European Landscape Convention 2000 [Ref. 10-1];

e The Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England)
Regulations 2012 [Ref. 10-2]; and

e The Hedgerows Regulations 1997 [Ref. 10-3].

National planning policy

e Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (NPS EN-1) (2023) —
Section 4.6 sets out assessment principles relating to environmental
and biodiversity net gain, Section 4.7 concerns criteria for good design

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 4
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in energy infrastructure and Section 5.10 concerns landscape and
visual matters relating to energy infrastructure [Ref. 10-4];

¢ National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure (NPS
EN-3) (2023) — Section 2.5 provides a consideration of good design for
energy infrastructure and Section 2.10 contains details on solar energy
generation [Ref. 10-5];

¢ National Policy Statement for Electricity Networks Infrastructure (NPS
EN-5) (2023) — Section 2.9 relates to the applicant assessment and
addresses landscape and visual matters relating to electricity networks
infrastructure [Ref. 10-6]; and

¢ National Planning Policy Framework (2024) — Section 12 ‘Achieving
well-designed places’, and Section 15 ‘Conserving and enhancing the
natural environment’ [Ref. 10-7].

Local planning policy

e Vale of Aylesbury Local Plan (VALP) 2013 — 2033 (Adopted September
2021), specifically Policies [Ref. 10-8]:

— S1 ‘Sustainable development for Aylesbury Vale’;
— S5 ‘Infrastructure’;

— T7 ‘Footpaths and cycle routes’;

— BEZ2 ‘Design of new development’;

— BES3 ‘Protection of amenity of residents’;

— NE1 ‘Biodiversity and Geodiversity’;

— NE2 ‘River and stream corridors’;

— NE4 ‘Landscape character and locally important landscape’;
— NEB8 ‘Trees, hedgerows and woodlands’;

— C3 ‘Renewable Energy’;

— C4 ‘Protection of public rights of way’; and

— 1 ‘Green infrastructure’.

Neighbourhood development plans

¢ Buckinghamshire Council, Vale of Aylesbury Neighbourhood Plans
[Ref. 10-9]:

— Steeple Claydon Neighbourhood Plan (September 2017);
— Granborough Neighbourhood Plan (July 2022);

— North Marston Neighbourhood Plan (February 2023);

— Winslow Neighbourhood Plan (March 2023); and

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 5
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— Quainton Neighbourhood Plan (June 2022).

Guidance

¢ Planning Practice Guidance: Natural Environment (2016, updated
2019), paragraphs 008, 036 and 037 are relevant [Ref. 10-10];

¢ Planning Practice Guidance: Design: Process and Tools (2014, updated
2019), paragraph 001 is relevant [Ref. 10-11];

¢ Planning Practice Guidance: Renewable and Low Carbon Energy
(2015), paragraphs 005, 007 and 013 are relevant [Ref. 10-12];

e Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Management and
Assessment. Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
(Third Edition) (2013) [Ref. 10-13];

¢ Landscape Institute Notes and Clarifications on Aspects of Guidelines
for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (Third Edition) (2024)
(‘GLVIA3’) [Ref. 10-14];

¢ Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 06/19: Visual
Representation of Development Proposals (2019) [Ref. 10-15];

e Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 02/21: Assessing
landscape value outside national designations (2021) [Ref. 10-16];

e Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 02/19: Residential Visual
Amenity Assessment (2019) [Ref. 10-17];

e Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 04/20: Infrastructure
(2020) [Ref. 10-18];

¢ Natural England. An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment
(2014) [Ref. 10-19];

¢ Natural England. An Approach to Landscape Sensitivity Assessment
(2019) [Ref. 10-20];

¢ Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects: Advice on Cumulative
Effects Assessment (2024, updated 25 March 2025) [Ref. 10-21]; and

¢ National Design Guide (2019, updated 2021) [Ref. 10-22].
10.3. Stakeholder engagement

10.3.1.  Table 10.1 provides a summary of the stakeholder engagement activities
undertaken separate from the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
scoping, Phase One Consultation, Phase Two Consultation and Targeted
Consultation process. This table also details the matters raised, how such
matters have been addressed, and where they have been addressed
within the Development Consent Order (DCO) Application documentation.

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 6
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10.3.2.  ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.3: EIA Scoping Opinion Response Matrix
[EN010158/APP/6.4] presents the responses received in the EIA Scoping
Opinion and the Applicant’s response to each matter that has been raised.

10.3.3.  Appendices A4, J1, J2 and K3 of the Consultation Report Appendices
[ENO010158/APP/5.2], which is submitted in support of the DCO
Application, sets out the feedback received during Phase One
Consultation, Phase Two Consultation and Targeted Consultation and
how regard has been afforded by the Applicant to each matter raised.

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 7
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Table 10.1: Summary of stakeholder engagement

Consultee Date of Summary of matters raised Outcome of engagement Where this matter is
engagement addressed in the DCO
Application documentation
Buckinghamshire Email Buckinghamshire Council Information regarding ZTVs and ZTVs can be found in ES
Council correspondence requested that Zone of viewpoints issued to Volume 3
between 04 Theoretical Visibility (ZTVs) be  Buckinghamshire Council for review [ENO10158/APP/6.3] and
April and 22 prepared for bare earth and and comment. A conference call was visualisations relating to
May 2024 reduced screening heights held to discuss the rationale of the viewpoints can be
(buildings to 6m and viewpoint selection. There has been  found in ES Volume 4,
Conference call  woodlands to 10m)in orderto  ongoing liaison with Buckinghamshire Appendix 10.6: LVIA
on 29 May 2024 demonstrate a worst-case Council to reach agreement on the Visualisations
scenario of visibility for the presentation of ZTVs and the [ENO10158/APP/6.4].
Proposed Development. selection of viewpoints. Final ZTVs

are based on the proposed maximum
height parameters with agreed
screening heights of 6m for buildings
and 10m for woodland.

Buckinghamshire Email Buckinghamshire Council Agreed. All relevant studies are Appraisal of landscape
Council correspondence requested that all relevant included in this assessment. It is sensitivity can be found in
between 04 landscape-related studies noted that the Vale of Aylesbury ES Volume 4, Appendix
April and 22 should be considered including Local Landscape Designations 10.3: Rosefield
May 2024 the background evidence to document, which defines the Areas of Landscape Sensitivity
the Vale of Aylesbury Local Attractive Landscape (AAL), had Appraisal

Conference call

on 29 May 2024 Plan. been removed from Buckinghamshire [EN010158/APP/6.4] and

Council’'s website when reviewed in discussion of the change
June 2025. Buckinghamshire Council within each landscape due

| Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 8
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Where this matter is
addressed in the DCO
Application documentation

Date of
engagement

Outcome of engagement

Consultee Summary of matters raised

confirmed this was still a ‘live’
document and provided a PDF copy.
The Quainton-Wing Hills AAL has
been reviewed in this assessment.

to the Proposed
Development can be found
in Section 10.10 of this
chapter.

Visualisations relating to
the viewpoints can be

Agreed. Winter photography has
been used as the basis for all

Buckinghamshire Email Buckinghamshire Council
Council correspondence requested winter views to

between 12 and
25 June 2024
following the
conference call

demonstrate worst-case
scenario and as a basis for
photomontages.

photomontages.

found in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations
[ENO10158/APP/6.4].

on 29 May 2024

Requirement for a specific viewpoint ~ Visualisations relating to
from the HS2 over bridge to the south the viewpoints can be
of Parcel 1 was considered found in ES Volume 4,
25 June 2024 High Speed 2 (HS2) over unnecessary on the removal of Parcel Appendix 10.6: LVIA
following the bridge close to Viewpoint 1A, with effects on visual amenity to  Visualisations
conference call  4/Parcel 1a and Addison Road be considered as part of the [ENO10158/APP/6.4].
on 29 May 2024 bridge over East West Rail. assessment of effects on users of the

footpath network, as agreed with

Buckinghamshire Council. An

additional viewpoint from the Addison

Buckinghamshire Email Buckinghamshire Council
Council correspondence requested additional elevated
between 12 and views to be considered for

| Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 9
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Consultee Date of Summary of matters raised Outcome of engagement Where this matter is
engagement addressed in the DCO

Application documentation

Road bridge over east West Rail has
been included.

Buckinghamshire Email Buckinghamshire Council Agreed, Sustrans cycle route No. 51 Discussion of the change
Council correspondence requested the experience of has been included in this in views can be found in
between 12 and users of Sustrans cycle route assessment. Section 10.10 of this
25 June 2024 No. 51 between Winslow and chapter.
following the Bicester be considered.
conference call
on 29 May
2024.
Buckinghamshire Email Buckinghamshire Council Agreed, a number of viewpoints have Visualisations relating to
Council correspondence requested inclusion of been included from within the the viewpoints can be
between 12 and viewpoints from within the Proposed Development as requested. found in ES Volume 4,
25 June 2024 Proposed Development and for Due to the proposed hedgerow Appendix 10.6: LVIA
following the experience of horse riders to heights, the experience of riders on Visualisations
conference call  bridleways to be considered. horseback is not assessed separately [EN010158/APP/6.4] and
on 29 May as they would experience the same discussion of the change in
2024. degree of visibility at Year 0 and Year views can be found in
10 as people on foot. Section 10.10 of this
chapter.
Buckinghamshire Email Buckinghamshire Council Agreed, the Quainton-Wing Hills AAL  Visualisations relating to
Council correspondence requested consideration of and North Marston and Steeple the viewpoints can be
between 12 and views identified in policy Claydon Neighbourhood Plans found in ES Volume 4,

| Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 10
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Date of
engagement

Consultee

25 June 2024
following the
conference call
on 29 May
2024.

Email
correspondence
between 12 and
25 June 2024
following the
conference call
on 29 May 2024

Buckinghamshire
Council

Email
correspondence

Buckinghamshire
Council

Summary of matters raised

documents such as the Vale of

Aylesbury Local Landscape
Designations and
Neighbourhood Plans.

Buckinghamshire Council

requested consideration of the
screening effect of hedgerows

through the life of Rosefield
Solar Farm as a result of

management prescriptions. In
particular, there were concerns

that hedgerows allowed to
grow to 4m in height would
require periodic reduction in

height over the 40 year life of
the Proposed Development to

maintain plant vigour.

Buckinghamshire Council
requested provision of ZTVs

Outcome of engagement

identified relevant views which were
reviewed in the field study and
included in this assessment.

Agreed, assessment incorporates
effects as a result of plant growth
rates and management strategy
throughout the lifetime of the
Proposed Development. Woodland
trees have been proposed in
locations where taller screening
elements are required and hedgerow
heights will be managed to between
3-3.5m as required to screen the
Proposed Development which is
considered a more sustainable long-
term height.

Agreed, ZTVs have been provided for
different height parameters of

Rosefield/

Solar Farm

Where this matter is
addressed in the DCO
Application documentation

Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations
[ENO010158/APP/6.4] and
discussion of the change in
views can be found in
Section 10.10 of this
chapter.

Discussion of the change
at each viewpoint can be
found in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 10.4: Rosefield
Viewpoint Analysis
[ENO10158/APP/6.4] and
in Section 10.10 of this
chapter.

Management of
hedgerows considered in
Outline Landscape and
Ecological Management
Plan (Outline LEMP)
[EN010158/APP/7.6].

ZTVs can be found in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.7 to

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158
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Where this matter is
addressed in the DCO
Application documentation

Date of
engagement

Consultee Summary of matters raised

Outcome of engagement

between 12 and for different height elements of Rosefield Substation, Main Collector  10.12
25 June 2024 Rosefield Solar Farm following Compound, Satellite Collector [ENO10158/APP/6.3].
following the design freeze. Compounds and Battery Energy

conference call
on 29 May 2024

Storage System (BESS) following
design freeze.

Conference call
on 23 October
2024 and follow

National Trust
and Historic
England

National Trust/Historic England
primary concerns with potential
views of the Proposed

Visualisations have been produced
for views from Claydon House and
Calvert Road.

Visualisations relating to
the viewpoints can be
found in ES Volume 4,

up emails

Development from Claydon
House and also for visitors

approaching along the local
road network.

National Trust/Historic England

stated that siting the Satellite
Collector Compound in Field

B10 appeared to be preferable

to B23 (south).

The Satellite Collector Compound
siting zone has been refined to
minimise visibility from Claydon
House.

It was agreed that hedgerows would
be allowed to step up gradually and
that tree varieties should mirror the
current landscape usage including
Poplars to Three Points Lane.

Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations
[ENO10158/APP/6.4] and
discussion of the change in
views can be found in
Section 10.10 of this
chapter.

The parameters plans
presented in ES Volume
3, Figure 3.1: Height

National Trust also expressed
concern about allowing the
hedgerows to grow too quickly
as this could result in a lack of
density and potentially issues
with Dutch elm disease. It was
suggested that Poplars may be

Parameters
[ENO10158/APP/6.3] and
secured by Appendix 1:
Green and Blue
Infrastructure
Parameters and

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 12
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Date of
engagement

Consultee

Summary of matters raised

appropriately planted along
Three Points Lane.

National Trust Conference call National Trust confirmed that

on 28 the view from the ha-ha
November 2024 (Viewpoint 5) was

and follow up representative of the property.
emails

National Trust noted the extent
of visibility of Solar PV
modules to Knowl Hill and that
any mitigation would need to
reflect the designed
landscapes and historic
hedgerow pattern.

Outcome of engagement

Visualisations have been produced
for the view from the ha-ha at
Claydon House.

A more designed approach has been
applied to planting within Parcel 1
visible from Claydon House RPG.

The Satellite Collector Compound
siting zone has been refined to
minimise visibility from Claydon
House and its cladding will reference
local vernacular.

/
Rosefield/

Solar Farm

Where this matter is
addressed in the DCO
Application documentation

Appendix 3: Vegetation
Removal Parameters of
the Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6] and
in the Design
Commitments
[ENO10158/APP/5.9].

Management of
hedgerows considered in
Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6].

Visualisations relating to
the viewpoints can be
found in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations
[ENO10158/APP/6.4] and
discussion of the change in
views can be found in
Section 10.10 of this
chapter.

The parameters plans
presented in ES Volume
3, Figure 3.1: Height

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158
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Where this matter is
addressed in the DCO
Application documentation

Consultee Date of
engagement

Summary of matters raised

Outcome of engagement

Parameters
[ENO10158/APP/6.3] and
secured by Appendix 1:
Green and Blue

National Trust stated that siting It was agreed that hedgerows would
the Satellite Collector be allowed to step up gradually and
Compound in Field B10 was that tree varieties should mirror the
still their preferred option current landscape usage including

compared to B23 (south) and
that cladding of any buildings

should reflect local materiality.

National Trust suggested the

incremental growth of existing
hedgerows could start before

construction.

National Trust broadly
approved of the recreational
route to Knowl Hill and noted
the potential to connect with
South Lodge.

Poplars to Three Points Lane.

Infrastructure
Parameters and
Appendix 3: Vegetation
Removal Parameters of
the Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6] and
in the Design
Commitments
[ENO10158/APP/5.11].

Management of
hedgerows considered in
Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6].

An exercise was undertaken to
review the visibility of the Proposed

Visualisations relating to
the viewpoints can be
found in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 10.6: LVIA

Historic England Conference call Historic England noted the
on 18 ‘serrated edge’ of Solar PV
December 2024 modules that appeared Development within Field B11 and a
and follow up partially in the skyline on number of Solar PV modules were
emails Knowl Hill in Photomontage for removed. The boundary between Visualisations
Viewpoint 5. They also noted Fields B11 and B17 will not be [ENO10158/APP/6.4] and

that a proposed hedgerow planted with any hedgerow in order to discussion of the change in

| Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 14
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Consultee Date of Summary of matters raised Outcome of engagement Where this matter is
engagement addressed in the DCO
Application documentation
between Fields B11 and B17 retain the historically designed views can be found in
to screen these views would landscape. Section 10.10 of this
not reflect any historic hed.ge The Satellite Collector Compound chapter.
pattern and should be avoided. siting zone was also refined as the The parameters plans
Historic England proposed that removal of Solar PV modules from presented in ES Volume
an exercise be undertaken to Field E11 resulted in it becoming 3, Figure 3.1: Height
confirm what extent of panels  visible from Claydon House on the Parameters
would require removal from skyline in Field B10. As a result, it [ENO10158/APP/6.3] and
Field B11 to mitigate the has been located in Field B23 (South) secured by Appendix 1:
serrated edge effect. where it is better screened as Green and Blue
illustrated by the Photomontage for Infrastructure
Viewpoint 5. Parameters and

Appendix 3: Vegetation
Removal Parameters of
the Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6] and
in the Design
Commitments
[EN010158/APP/5.11].

Management of
hedgerows considered in
Outline LEMP
[EN010158/APP/7.6].

| Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 15



Rosefield Solar Farm
Environmental Statement
Volume 2, Chapter 10: Landscape and Visual

Consultee Date of
engagement

Summary of matters raised

Outcome of engagement

g
Rosefield/

Solar Farm

Where this matter is
addressed in the DCO
Application documentation

Buckinghamshire Email

Council correspondence
between 02
October 2024
and 29 January
2025

Buckinghamshire Site meeting 11
Council February 2025

The Applicant requested a Site
meeting with Buckinghamshire
Council to discuss proposed
footpath diversions and
additional viewpoint locations
as well as an on-site review of
a number of existing views to
be presented in the ES.

Site meeting with
Buckinghamshire Council and
the Applicant to review
proposed potential footpath
diversions and additional
viewpoints proposed following
public consultations.

The Applicant provided an itinerary
for the site visit to be held on 11
February 2025 which included the
review of footpath diversions to
Parcel 1 and viewpoints covering
areas of Parcels 1, 2 and 3.

Five additional viewpoints confirmed
at the site visit have been included in
the assessment and a further meeting
was requested with Buckinghamshire
Council’s Rights of Way Officer to
review the proposed footpath
diversions and permissive routes.

Visualisations relating to
the viewpoints are
presented in ES Volume
4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations
[ENO10158/APP/6.4] and
public rights of way
(PRoW) and permissive
routes are presented in ES
Volume 3, Figure 3.10:
Existing and Proposed
PRoW and Permissive
Footpaths
[ENO10158/APP/6.3].

Visualisations relating to
the viewpoints are
presented in ES Volume
4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations
[ENO10158/APP/6.4] and
PRoW and permissive
routes are presented in ES
Volume 3, Figure 3.10:
Existing and Proposed
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Consultee Date of Summary of matters raised Outcome of engagement Where this matter is
engagement addressed in the DCO

Application documentation

PRoW and Permissive

Footpaths
[ENO10158/APP/6.3].
Buckinghamshire Site meeting 26  Site meeting with Agreement reached between Existing and proposed
Council February 2025  Buckinghamshire Council and  Buckinghamshire Council’s Rights of = PRoW and permissive
the Applicant to review Way Officer and the Applicant routes are presented in ES
proposed PRoW diversions regarding PRoW and strategic Volume 3, Figure 3.10:
and permissive routes and access. The temporary stopping up of Existing and Proposed
clarifications of High Speed 2 three footpaths to Parcel 1 and one PRoW and Permissive
(HS2) changes. footpath to Parcel 3 was agreed, with  Footpaths

suitable PRoW diversions proposed.  [EN010158/APP/6.3].
A proposed permissive route to

Knowl Hill was also discussed and

endorsed by Buckinghamshire

Council and the Applicant.

Buckinghamshire Email Buckinghamshire Council The Applicant provided a rationale for This chapter provides a
Council correspondence requested inclusion of National including the relevant LCA only; detailed assessment of
between 14 Character Areas (NCA) however, Buckinghamshire Council landscape and effects as a
April 2025 and Landscape Character Types felt that, given the scale of the result of the construction,
07 May 2025 (LCT) and Landscape Proposed Development, it was operation (including
Character Areas (LCA) important to provide a full hierarchy of maintenance) and
throughout the study area. effects across the different scales of  decommissioning of the
available landscape and therefore Proposed Development.

that NCA, LCT and LCA should be

| Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
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Consultee Date of Summary of matters raised Outcome of engagement Where this matter is

addressed in the DCO

engagement
Application documentation

included. The Applicant provided a
list which included two NCAs, three
LCTs and eight LCAs to be included
in the assessment which was agreed
to by Buckinghamshire Council and
are included in the assessment in this
chapter.
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Approach to identifying the scope of the assessment

Study area

10.4.1.

10.4.2.

10.4.3.

10.4.4.

10.4.5.

GLVIA3 [Ref. 10-14] recommends that the study area for consideration of
landscape effects should “include the site itself and the full extent of the
wider landscape around it which the proposed development may influence
in a significant manner’ (paragraph 5.2). It also recommends that
assessment should consider the area from which the Proposed
Development will potentially be visible but that the emphasis “must be on a
reasonable approach which is proportional to the scale and nature of the
proposed development’ (paragraph 6.2).

ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]
proposed that the assessment adopts a study area to include a 5km offset
from the Proposed Development. The EIA Scoping Opinion received from
Buckinghamshire Council dated 21 December 2023 (see ES Volume 4,
Appendix 5.3: EIA Scoping Opinion Response Matrix
[EN010158/APP/6.4]) requested that the study area be extended to 6km
to include additional sensitive potential receptors that the ZTVs indicated
would have potential visibility of the Site. A study area of 6km was then
adopted for the preparation of further ZTVs to include all such potential
receptors.

A 6km study area is considered proportionate and adequate to identify
effects on landscape and visual receptors, including likely significant
effects. The 6km study area is illustrated on ES Volume 3, Figure 10.1:
Landscape Study Area, Context and Designations
[ENO10158/APP/6.3].

A series of ZTVs for different elements of the Proposed Development have
informed the extent of the study area and are presented in ES Volume 3
[EN010158/APP/6.3] as follows:

e Figure 10.7a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Bare Earth,;
e Figure 10.8a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Standard Screening;
e Figure 10.9a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Detailed Screening;

e Figure 10.10a-b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel
1;

e Figure 10.11a-b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel
2; and

e Figure 10.12a-b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 15m and
6m Parcel 3.

The standard ZTVs for the Solar PV modules, presented in ES Volume 3,
Figures 10.8a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Standard Screening
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[ENO010158/APP/6.3], take account of the screening effect of blocks of
woodland and buildings but not hedgerows or other vegetation in the
landscape. ‘Ground truthing’ (i.e. on-site surveys), found that these ZTVs
exaggerated the potential visibility of the Solar PV modules in the
surrounding landscape. Within areas of flatter landscapes within the study
area, it was found that hedgerows and other vegetation in the landscape,
which is not captured in this particular ZTV model, would further restrict
and limit actual visibility of the Solar PV modules.

10.4.6. The detailed screening ZTVs for the Solar PV modules presented in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.9a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Detailed
Screening [EN010158/APP/6.3] are more informative and take account of
the screening effect of all vegetation over 2.5m in height. Whilst these
ZTV:s still do not take account of some localised features such as
vegetation below 2.5m in height, ground truthing of this set of plans found
that they consistently provided a more accurate depiction of potential
visibility of the Solar PV modules.

10.4.7.  The detailed screening ZTVs for the Solar PV modules presented in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.9a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Detailed
Screening [EN010158/APP/6.3] show that beyond 2km, theoretical
visibility of the Proposed Development would reduce to 40% or less for
these elements. When tested in the field, site work established that
beyond 3km, there would be very limited views of the Solar PV modules
from any location, with the exception of views from more elevated
landscapes to the east of the Proposed Development.

10.4.8.  Several visualisations presented in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations [EN010158/APP/6.4] (notably Viewpoints 34, 35, 36 and
37) illustrate the view from distances over 3km from the Solar PV modules
to the north, south and west and demonstrate that there would be barely
any visibility of these elements of the Proposed Development at this
distance. Viewpoint 33 illustrates the increased visibility afforded by the
elevated landscapes to the east of the Site which predominantly focus on
Parcels 2 and 3 of the Proposed Development. The ZTVs also illustrate
that this increased visibility to the east of the Site is limited in extent.

10.4.9. A comparison of the ZTVs for the Satellite Collector Compounds and
BESS presented in ES Volume 3, Figures 10.10a-b and 11a-b: ZTV of
Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel 1 and Parcel 2
[EN010158/APP/6.3] with the detailed screening ZTVs for the Solar PV
modules presented in ES Volume 3, Figures 10.9a-d: ZTV of Solar PV
Modules — Detailed Screening [EN010158/APP/6.3] reveal that these
elements of the Proposed Development would not increase the extent of
visibility beyond that identified for the Solar PV modules and therefore
increasing the size of study area to account for these elements is not
required.
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10.4.10. The ZTV for the Main Collector Compound and Rosefield Substation
presented in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.12a-b: ZTV of Siting Zone for
Structures up to 15m and 6m Parcel 3 [EN010158/APP/6.3] also
demonstrates that these elements of the Proposed Development would
not increase the extent of visibility beyond that identified for the Solar PV
modules and therefore increasing the size of study area to account for
these elements is not required.

10.4.11. Several visualisations presented in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations [EN010158/APP/6.4] (notably Viewpoints 34, 35, 36 and
37) illustrate the view from distances over 3km from the BESS, Main
Collector Compound and Rosefield Substation to the north, south and
west, and demonstrate that there would be barely any visibility of these
elements of the Proposed Development at this distance. Viewpoints 31-33
illustrate the increased visibility of these elements afforded by the elevated
landscapes to the east of the Site from distances over 2km, demonstrating
that increased visibility is limited in extent.

Scope of the assessment

10.4.12. The scope of this assessment has been established throughout the EIA
process and design of the Proposed Development. Further information
can be found in ES Volume 1, Chapter 5: Approach to the EIA
[ENO10158/APP/6.1].

10.4.13. This section provides an update to the scope of the assessment from that
presented in ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4] and re-iterates/updates the evidence base
for scoping receptors/matters in or out following further iterative
assessment.

Receptors/matters scoped into the assessment

10.4.14. Table 10.2 presents the receptors/matters that are scoped into the
assessment reported within this ES, together with appropriate justification.

Table 10.2: Receptors/matters scoped into the assessment

Receptor/matter Phase Justification

NCA 108: Upper Construction, The location of the Site in regard to
Thames Clay Vale operation these receptors was noted within ES
[Ref. 10-24] and NCA (including Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA

109: Midvale Ridge maintenance) and Scoping Report

[Ref. 10-25] decommissioning [EN010158/APP/6.4]. As set out in

ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA
Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4], the Planning
Inspectorate advocated for the
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Receptor/matter Phase
Landscape Construction,
Character Types operation

(LCT) 5: Shallow (including
Valleys, LCT 7: maintenance) and
Wooded Rolling decommissioning

Lowlands and LCT
9: Low Hills and
Ridges [Ref. 10-26]

i/
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Rosefield

Solar Farm

Justification

inclusion of NCAs as follows, “The ES
should include an assessment of
effects to NCAs, or information
demonstrating absence of LSE and
agreement with relevant consultation
bodies.”

In discussion of this matter with
Buckinghamshire Council, the
Applicant has maintained that due to
the size of the NCA in comparison to
the Proposed Development, there is
no potential for significant effects to
occur and that this working
assumption has been borne out by
the preliminary findings presented in
the PEIR.

During consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council, it was
agreed that the assessment would
include the NCA on the basis of a
precautionary approach, “even if it
[the assessment] ultimately
demonstrates a limited effect.” As a
result, ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2:
Rosefield Extracts from Published
LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4] references
these NCAs and Section 10.10 of
this chapter provides an analysis of
the likely effects.

These receptors were proposed to be
scoped out of the assessment, as
detailed within ES Volume 4,
Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping Report
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. This was
based on the justification that effects
on landscape character would be
assessed with regard to more local-
scale LCAs rather than the more
homogenous Landscape Character
Types (LCTs). However, as set out in
ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA
Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4], the Planning
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Receptor/matter

Rosefielc?

Solar Farm

Justification

Landscape Construction,
Character Area 5.4 operation

(LCA 5.4): Twyford (including

Vale, LCA 5.6: maintenance) and
Claydon Valley, LCA decommissioning
5.7: Hogshaw

Claylands, LCA 5.8:
North Marston
Undulating
Claylands, LCA 7.3:
Claydon Bowl; LCA
9.1: Finemere Hill,
LCA 9.2: Quainton
Hill and LCA 9.3:
Pitchcott-
Whitchurch Ridge
(Aylesbury Vale
Landscape
Character

Inspectorate advocated for the
inclusion of LCTs as follows, “LCTs
should also be assessed in the ES
where significant effects are likely to
occur. The ES should include a
Justification for scoping out any LCTs
within the study area, together with
evidence of agreement to this
approach by relevant consultation
bodies.”

During consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council, it was
agreed that the assessment would
include the LCT on the basis of a
precautionary approach, “even if it
[the assessment] ultimately
demonstrates a limited effect.”

As a result, ES Volume 4, Appendix
10.2: Rosefield Extracts from
Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4]
references the LCT and Section
10.10 of this chapter provides a
detailed assessment.

These receptors are scoped into the
assessment, as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA
Scoping Report
[EN010158/APP/6.4] and confirmed
within ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2:
EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. The Proposed
Development would be visible from
within these LCAs and there would be
potential for large scale change in
parts of these areas.
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Receptor/matter

Rosefielcj?

Solar Farm

Justification

Assessment [Ref.
10-26]

Quainton-Wing Hills
Area of Attractive
Landscape (Defining
the Special Qualities
of Local Landscape
Designations in
Aylesbury Vale
District) [Ref. 10-33]

Users of Orchard
Way/Calvert Road,
Quainton
Road/Claydon Road,
Winslow Road/East
Claydon Road, Botyl
Road/Saint Mary’s
Road, Addison Road
and Queen
Catherine Road

Users of the PRoW
and minor road
network which pass
through the Site and
within the study
area. Including
users of the National
Cycle Network
(NCN) No.51, North
Buckinghamshire
Way, Matthew’s
Way, Midshires Way,
Swan’s Way and
Outer Aylesbury
Ring, Bernwood
Jubilee Way

Construction,
operation
(including
maintenance) and
decommissioning

Construction,
operation
(including
maintenance) and
decommissioning

Construction,
operation
(including
maintenance) and
decommissioning

This receptor is scoped into the
assessment, as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA
Scoping Report
[ENO010158/APP/6.4] and confirmed
within ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2:
EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. The Proposed
Development would be visible to
within this area and there would be
potential for large scale change.

These receptors are scoped into the
assessment, as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA
Scoping Report
[ENO010158/APP/6.4] and confirmed
within ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2:
EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO010158/APP/6.4]. Traffic passing
along these roads would have views
across different parts of the Site.
Users of these roads are generally
some of the more sensitive visual
receptors.

These receptors are scoped into the
assessment, as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA
Scoping Report
[EN010158/APP/6.4] and confirmed
within ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2:
EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. Users of the
PRoW and local road network are
likely to be some of the most
sensitive visual receptors. There
would theoretically be views of the
Proposed Development from
locations along these routes up to a
maximum of 6km from the Site.
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Receptor/matter

Rosefielﬁ/

Solar Farm

Justification

Users of East West
Rail

Residents and
visitors to the
villages of Botolph
Claydon,
Granborough, North
Marston, Oving and
Steeple Claydon

Scattered and
isolated residential
properties

Construction,
operation
(including
maintenance) and
decommissioning

Construction,
operation
(including
maintenance) and
decommissioning

Construction,
operation
(including
maintenance) and
decommissioning

This receptor was proposed to be
scoped out of the assessment, as
detailed within ES Volume 4,
Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping Report
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. As stated in ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA
Scoping Opinion
[ENO010158/APP/6.4], in principle, the
Planning Inspectorate agreed to
scope out East West Rail on the
basis that final ZTVs demonstrated
limited visibility; however,
Buckinghamshire Council requested
its inclusion based on potential
elevated views and significant volume
of passengers. Therefore, the route is
scoped into the assessment.

These receptors are scoped into the
assessment, as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA
Scoping Report
[EN010158/APP/6.4] and confirmed
within ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2:
EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO010158/APP/6.4]. The residents
and visitors of villages in the
surrounding landscape are likely to
be some of the most sensitive visual
receptors. There would be a variety of
views of the Proposed Development
from villages throughout the study
area and these are addressed in this
chapter.

These receptors are scoped into the
assessment, as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA
Scoping Report
[ENO10158/APP/6.4] and confirmed
within ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2:
EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. The residents
of isolated properties in the
surrounding landscape are likely to
be some of the most sensitive visual
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Receptor/matter Phase

Rosefielﬁ/

Solar Farm

Justification

Recreational and Construction,
tourist receptors: operation
Claydon House (including
Registered Park and maintenance) and
Garden (RPG) and decommissioning
Hogshaw Farm and

Wildlife Park

Lighting impacts on  Construction and
landscape character decommissioning
and visual amenity

receptors. There would be a variety of
views of the Proposed Development
from properties scattered throughout
the study area and these are
addressed in this chapter. A detailed
Residential Visual Amenity
Assessment (RVAA) for those
properties closest to the Proposed
Development, which are likely to be
most affected, is presented in in ES
Volume 4, Appendix 10.5:
Residential Visual Amenity
Assessment [EN010158/APP/6.4].

These receptors are scoped into the
assessment, as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA
Scoping Report
[EN010158/APP/6.4] and confirmed
within ES Volume 4, Appendix 5.2:
EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. Both visitor
attractions are open to the public and
are likely to be some of the most
sensitive visual receptors. There
would be a variety of views of the
Proposed Development and these
are addressed in this chapter.

These receptors were proposed to be
scoped out of the assessment, as
detailed within ES Volume 4,
Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping Report
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. This was
based on the justification that any
such effects would be very limited in
extent and duration. In ES Volume 4,
Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4], the Planning
Inspectorate stated that “An
assessment of external lighting on
landscape and visual receptors
should be undertaken in the ES
where significant effects are likely to
occur.”
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Receptor/matter Phase Justification

Lighting information is provided in ES
Volume 1, Chapter 3: Proposed
Development Description
[ENO10158/APP/6.1] with lighting
used primarily for temporary
construction and decommissioning
compounds. During consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council, it was
agreed that any such lighting effects
would be scoped in for construction
and decommissioning.

Receptors/matters scoped out of the assessment

10.4.15. Table 10.3 presents the receptors/matters that are scoped out of the
assessment that are therefore not considered as part of this ES, together
with appropriate justification.

Table 10.3: Receptors/matters scoped out of the assessment

Receptor/matter Phase Justification

Chilterns National Construction, This receptor is scoped out of the
Landscape operation assessment as detailed within ES
(formerly Area of  (including Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Outstanding maintenance) and Report [EN010158/APP/6.4] and

Natural Beauty) decommissioning  confirmed within ES Volume 4,
Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. The National
Landscape is situated over 18km from
the Site and there would be no
intervisibility at this distance.

NCA 88: Construction, This receptor is scoped out of the
Bedfordshire and operation assessment as detailed within ES
Cambridgeshire (including Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Claylands maintenance) and Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. ES

decommissioning  Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4] stated
that “The ES should include an
assessment of effects to NCAs, or
information demonstrating absence of
LSE and agreement with relevant
consultation bodies.”
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Receptor/matter Phase

LCT 4: Undulating Construction,

Clay Plateau and  operation

LCT 8: Vale (including
maintenance) and
decommissioning

i/
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Rosefield

Solar Farm

Justification

During consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council, it was agreed
that the assessment would not require
the inclusion of NCA 88 as field study
had demonstrated no intervisibility
between the Site and NCA 88 and
hence there would be no likely
significant effects.

These receptors are scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4] stated
that “LCTs should also be assessed in
the ES where significant effects are
likely to occur. The ES should include a
Justification for scoping out any LCTs
within the study area, together with
evidence of agreement to this approach
by relevant consultation bodies.”

Both LCTs are located beyond 2km of
the Order Limits and extensive site work
has determined that they would have no
discernible or very minimal views of the
Proposed Development. Viewpoint 37,
which is located in LCT 4: Undulating
Clay Plateau is typical of views to within
these LCTs. Located to the eastern
edge of Hillesden Hamlet, Viewpoint 37
demonstrates the negligible scale of
change that would occur as the result of
the indirect landscape effects of the
Proposed Development. The Proposed
Development would have a negligible
effect on the LCTs as a whole, hence
they have been excluded from further
study.

During consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council, it was
therefore agreed that the assessment
would not require the inclusion of LCT 4
and LCT 8.
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Receptor/matter Phase

Regional Construction,
Character Area: operation
Northamptonshire (including

Vales, LCA 10: maintenance) and
River decommissioning

Meadowlands and
LCA 12: Rolling
Farmland
(Oxfordshire
Wildlife and
Landscape
Character Study
[Ref. 10-27]

LCAs other than Construction,
those listed in operation
Table 10.2 above (including

maintenance) and
decommissioning

Rosefielg/

Solar Farm

Justification

These receptors are scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4] stated
that “The ES should include an
assessment of effects to the
Northamptonshire Vales LCA, or
information demonstrating absence of
LSE and agreement with relevant
consultation bodies.”

Updated ZTVs are presented in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.7-10.12
[ENO010158/APP/6.3] and although they
indicate some ‘theoretical visibility’ of
the Proposed Development within the
LCA, site work has established that the
Proposed Development would not be
discernible from any location within this
character area. During consultation
South Oxfordshire District Council had
no comments to make in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping Opinion
[ENO10158/APP/6.4] and these
receptors have been scoped out of the
assessment.

This receptor is scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4] stated
that “For LCAs other than LCA 8.1, the
Inspectorate agrees that these receptors
can be scoped out of the ES; however,
the ZTV should be reviewed with the
final Proposed Development and
presented in the ES to demonstrate that
there is no intervisibility. LCA 8.1 should
be included in the ES assessments or it
should otherwise be explained why
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Justification

significant effects are not likely to occur
to this LCA.”

Updated ZTVs are presented in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.7-10.12
[ENO10158/APP/6.3] and although they
indicate some ‘theoretical visibility’ of
the Proposed Development within LCA
8.1, site work has established that the
Proposed Development would result in
no more than negligible effects from
anywhere within this character area.

These receptors are scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. In ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4], the
Planning Inspectorate agreed that other
AAL, “can be scoped out of further
assessment; however, the ZTV should
be reviewed with the final Proposed
Development and presented in the ES
to demonstrate that there is no
intervisibility.” Updated ZTVs are
presented in ES Volume 3, Figures
10.7-10.12 [EN010158/APP/6.3] and
although they indicate some ‘theoretical
visibility’ of the Proposed Development
within AAL 4: Brill-Winchendon Hills
over 5km to the south, and Local
Landscape Area 10: Poundon Hill over
4 .5km to the west, site work has
established that the Proposed
Development would not be discernible
from any location within these areas.

These receptors are scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4] stated
that “The Inspectorate agrees that these
receptors can be scoped out of further
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Justification

assessment; however, the ZTV should
be reviewed according to the final
Proposed Development parameters and
presented in the ES to demonstrate that
there is no intervisibility.”

Updated ZTVs are presented in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.7-10.12
[ENO10158/APP/6.3] and although they
indicate some ‘theoretical visibility’ of
the Proposed Development with PRoW
and local roads other than in Table
10.2, site work has established that
intervening local landform and/or
layered field boundary vegetation would
largely screen any such views and they
would not experience any likely
significant effects.

This receptor is scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1 Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. The
Planning Inspectorate agreed to scope
HS2 out on the basis that final ZTVs
demonstrated limited visibility. However,
Buckinghamshire Council requested its
inclusion, “As the volume of passengers
using... HS2 are likely to be significant,
there is potential for a significant effect,
even though the effect may be short
lived.”

Following the removal of Solar PV
modules from Parcel 1a, the potential
for even short-lived views has been
substantially reduced. Updated ZTVs
are presented in ES Volume 3, Figures
10.7-10.12 [EN010158/APP/6.3] and
although they indicate some ‘theoretical
visibility’ of the Proposed Development,
site work has established that the
Proposed Development would not be
discernible and users would not
experience likely significant effects.
During discussions with
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Justification

Buckinghamshire Council, it was agreed
that effects would not be significant and
HS2 could be scoped out of the
assessment.

These receptors are scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4] stated
that the “Inspectorate notes that the
ZTVs do appear to indicate for most of
the listed villages/hamlets that there is
limited intervisibility with the Proposed
Development... The ES should include
ZTVs which clearly demonstrate limited
intervisibility for each village/hamlet.
Otherwise the potential impacts on
views and visual amenity within the ZTV
should be assessed where significant
effects are likely to occur.”

Updated ZTVs are presented in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.7-10.12
[ENO10158/APP/6.3] and although they
indicate some ‘theoretical visibility’ of
the Proposed Development with
settlements other than in Table 10.2,
site work has established that the
Proposed Development would not be
discernible and they would not
experience likely significant effects.

These receptors are scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4] stated
“The Inspectorate considers that there is
potential for LSE to visual receptors at
Waddesdon Manor and Wotton
Underwood Registered Park. The ES
should include an assessment of this
matter or information demonstrating
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absence of LSE and agreement with
relevant consultation bodies.” Updated
ZTVs are presented in ES Volume 3,
Figures 10.7-10.12
[ENO10158/APP/6.3] and although they
indicate some ‘theoretical visibility’ of
the Proposed Development over 4.5km
to the south, site work has established
that the Proposed Development would
not be discernible from any location
within this character area. During
consultation with Buckinghamshire
Council, it was agreed that the effects
would not be significant and these
receptors could be scoped out of the
ES.

These receptors are scoped out of the
assessment as detailed within ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.1: EIA Scoping
Report [EN010158/APP/6.4]. ES
Volume 4, Appendix 5.2: EIA Scoping
Opinion [EN010158/APP/6.4] stated
that “An assessment of external lighting
on landscape and visual receptors
should be undertaken in the ES where
significant effects are likely to occur.”

Lighting information is provided in ES
Volume 1, Chapter 3: Proposed
Development Description
[ENO10158/APP/6.1] with lighting used
only on an ad-hoc basis for health and
safety or emergency purposes during
operation (including maintenance).
During consultation with
Buckinghamshire Council, it was agreed
that any such lighting effects during
operation (including maintenance) would
not be significant and could be scoped
out. The effects of temporary lighting
during construction are included in
Section 10.10 of this chapter.
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10.5. Environmental baseline

Establishing baseline conditions

Data sources to inform the EIA baseline characterisation

10.5.1.  The following data sources have been used to understand the existing
landscape and visual baseline conditions:

Magic Map available online by Defra [Ref. 10-23];

NCA Profile 108: Upper Thames Clay Vale [Ref. 10-24];

NCA Profile 109: Midvale Ridge [Ref. 10-25];

OS Maps;

Aylesbury Vale Landscape Character Assessment, 2008 [Ref. 10-26];
Oxfordshire Wildlife and Landscape Study [Ref. 10-27];

Online aerial photography;

Steeple Claydon Neighbourhood Plan, September 2017 [Ref. 10-28];
Granborough Neighbourhood Plan, July 2022 [Ref. 10-29];

Winslow Neighbourhood Plan, March 2023 [Ref. 10-30];

Quainton Neighbourhood Plan, June 2022 [Ref. 10-31];

North Marston Neighbourhood Plan, February 2023 [Ref. 10-32];

Defining the Spatial Qualities of local landscape designations in
Aylesbury Vale District, 2016 [Ref. 10-33];

The National Cycle Network available online by Sustrans [Ref. 10-34];
and

Buckinghamshire Definitive Rights of Way map [Ref. 10-35].

Site visits/surveys

10.5.2.  Extensive field work has been undertaken between October 2023 and May
2025. This has included numerous visits to the Site and surrounding areas
in both summer and winter months.

10.5.3.  Viewpoint photography, presented in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA
Visualisations [EN010158/APP/6.4], was captured on multiple dates
between December 2023 and May 2025.

10.5.4.  All the PRoW within the Site have been walked on multiple occasions with
a considerable number of the PRoW within the study area also walked.

10.5.5.  Visits were also made to individual residential properties over a number of
days between December 2023 and May 2025. The purpose of the visits
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was to fully understand the visual amenity experienced by the nearest
residents to the Proposed Development. Further information, including
whether properties were viewed internally or just observed from outside, is
detailed in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.5: Residential Visual Amenity
Assessment [EN010158/APP/6.4].

Existing baseline

10.5.6.

10.5.7.

10.5.8.

10.5.9.

10.5.10.

10.5.11.

The following section presents a summary of the baseline conditions for
the receptors/matters scoped into the assessment, as detailed within the
Table 10.2 above.

ES Volume 3, Figure 10.1: Landscape Study Area, Context and
Designations [EN010158/APP/6.3] together with ES Volume 3, Figures
10.5a-d: Visual Receptors within 2km [EN010158/APP/6.3] illustrates
the landscape and visual context for the Proposed Development, including
local settlements, roads, PRoW and landscape designations. ES Volume
3, Figure 10.2: Topography and Land Cover [EN010158/APP/6.3]
illustrates the local varied topography and land cover, which is
predominantly farmland with smaller areas of woodland blocks and
surface water features.

The full details of the baseline landscape resource are set out in ES
Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from Published LCA
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. A brief overview of the landscape and visual
baseline in the study area is provided below.

As illustrated by ES Volume 3, Figure 10.2: Topography and Land
Cover [EN010158/APP/6.3], the local landscape of the study area is
characterised by low lying vales and clay plateaus punctuated by low hills
and ridgelines, ranging between circa 65m above ordnance datum (m
AOD) and 190m AOD. The landscape has no maijor rivers and is drained
by a series of streams and ditches with other surface water features
limited to field ponds and lakes as a result of clay extraction.

For the most part, the three parcels of the Site fall across areas of rolling
lowland and shallow valleys with relatively gentle variations in height
ranging from between 90m AOD to 120m AOD. The exception to this is
the western and southern area of Parcel 2. To the west, Parcel 2 lies on a
low ridge of land which descends from Botolph Claydon towards Runts
Wood, whilst to south the land rises again toward Finemere, to a small flat
ridge that rises to a height of 137m AOD, before falling relatively steeply to
the lower lying and gently undulating wooded farmland further to the
south.

In general terms, these lower lying landscapes then extend to the southern
and western extents of the study area at circa 75-95m AOD. In contrast,
the land rises to circa 120-135m AOD to the clay plateau to the northern
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10.5.14.

10.5.15.

10.5.16.
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and eastern extents of the study area, whilst a series of low hills punctuate
the landscape in a line extending eastwards from Finemere via Quainton
to Whitchurch.

The landscape is dominated by farmland consisting of generally rectilinear
arable fields in the lower lying vales and grazing pasture on the more
undulating and hilly land. Field boundaries mostly have intact and strong
hedgerows with some hedgerow trees, albeit some field mergers have
resulted in the removal of historic field boundaries. Although woodland
cover is generally low across Aylesbury, the environs of the Site and the
study area benefits from good local cover. In particular, the land between,
and to the south, of Parcels 1, 1a and 2 contain mature and ancient
woodland that was once part of Bernwood medieval hunting forest.

With the exception of Winslow, the settlement pattern is distinctly rural and
dispersed, resulting in an often tranquil countryside. However, there has
been considerable recent activity associated with the construction of HS2
and East West Rail, particularly with regard to the scale of earthworks
required to create the cutting for the former. The heavy traffic associated
with these construction activities has reduced the tranquillity of the local
roads and lanes and associated countryside in their vicinity, albeit away
from these construction activities they remain relatively quiet.

As with Winslow, smaller villages and hamlets generally sit towards the
higher land along the gentle ridges and hills. Farmsteads, although
scattered throughout the study area, are also commonly found on areas of
locally higher land, sitting somewhat raised from the clay vales. The
exception to this is the lower lying landscapes broadly south and west of
the Site, albeit even here settlement is generally raised a few metres
above surrounding farmland and considerably more so for the settlement
of Waddesdon to the southern extent of the study area.

There are no specifically identified vistas (as referenced in VALP 2013 —
2033 or published landscape character assessments), focal points or
prominent horizons. However, the North Marston Neighbourhood Plan
identifies ‘Key Views'’ in the direction of Rosefield Solar Farm (Parcel 2),
whilst the Steeple Claydon Neighbourhood Plan notes (at Policy SC8:
Design) that views into open countryside, which would potentially include
views of Rosefield Solar Farm within Parcel 1, to the south of Queen
Catherine Road, should be respected.

Further to this, long distance views, including those of the Site, are
characteristic of the Landscape Character Type (LCT) 9 Low Hills and
Ridges, represented by Landscape Character Area (LCA) 9.2 Quainton
Hill and LCA 9.3 Pitchcott-Whitchurch Ridge and one of the special
qualities of the Quainton-Wing Hills AAL which is within the study area.
The energy from waste facility at Calvert is a prominent vertical feature in
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the wider landscape in such views as are the overhead powerlines
converging on the existing National Grid East Claydon Substation.

Landscape designations

10.5.17. As shown on ES Volume 3, Figure 10.1: Landscape Study Area,
Context and Designations [EN010158/APP/6.3], no part of the Site falls
within a statutorily designated landscape. The nearest National Park or
National Landscape (formerly known as an Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty) to the Site is the Chilterns National Landscape, located more than
18km to the south east and this would not be affected by the Proposed
Development. As noted in Table 10.3 above, the Chilterns National
Landscape has been scoped out of further assessment.

10.5.18. There are three Registered Parks and Gardens (RPG) within the study
area; the nearest being the Claydon Estate located just over 200m to the
north east which, as noted in Table 10.2 above, has been scoped into the
assessment. Wotton House and Waddesdon Manor are located over
4.5km to the south of the Site and there would be no visibility of the Site at
this distance, and as noted in Table 10.2 above, they are scoped out of
further assessment.

10.5.19. As shown on ES Volume 3, Figure 10.1: Landscape Study Area,
Context and Designations [EN010158/APP/6.3], there are three locally
designated landscapes in the study area, one of which covers part of the
Site. The Quainton-Wing Hills AAL covers the southern area of Parcel 2
and extends to the east and south of the Site from where there are views
back towards the Site from higher ground. Over 5km to the south of the
Site, is the Brill-Winchendon Hills AAL, which largely overlaps the Wotton
House and Waddesdon Manor RPG. There would be no view of the
Proposed Development from Brill-Winchendon Hills AAL and it has been
scoped out of further assessment. Likewise, the Local Landscape Area of
Poundon Hill, located approximately 4.5km to the west of the Site, would
not experience likely significant effects and has been scoped out of further
assessment.

Landscape character

10.5.20. As shown on ES Volume 3, Figure 10.3: National Character Areas
[ENO10158/APP/6.3], at a national level, the Site falls within NCA 108:
Upper Thames Clay Vale with only the southern extents of the road
improvements to Claydon Road and Snake Lane/Fidlers Field extending to
the very north western edge of NCA 109: Midvale Ridge, as shown in ES
Volume 2, Chapter 15: Transport and Access [EN010158/APP/6.2].
The northern and north eastern extents of the study area lie within NCA
88: Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire Claylands, which has been scoped
out of the assessment, as noted in Table 10.3 above.
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Relevant extracts and observations relating to NCA 108: Upper Thames
Clay Vale and NCA 109: Midvale Ridge are provided in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from Published LCA
[EN010158/APP/6.4] including a summary description, key characteristics
relevant to the study area, details on current land use and character, and
details of the Statement of Environmental Opportunity (SEO) within the
NCA.

In relation to NCA 108: Upper Thames Clay Vale and the identified SEO,
the Site benefits SEO2 by including landscape proposals which will
“Manage farmland across the Upper Thames Clay Vales to produce food
sustainably and to maintain sense of place. Taking a catchment approach,
improve filtration of pollutants and regulation of water flow by realising a
farmland habitat mosaic that incorporates strategic areas of wet grassland,
reedbed, wet woodland and ponds as well as ditches and hedgerows”.

In relation to NCA 109: Midvale Ridge, there are no benefits conferred by
the Site with regard to any of the identified SEO.

As shown on ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape Character
Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3], at a district level, the Aylesbury Vale
Landscape Character Assessment [Ref. 10-26] identifies 13 regional
Landscape Character Types (LCTs). The Site falls within three separate
LCTs whilst the wider study contains a further two. The Aylesbury Vale
Landscape Character Assessment states that “Landscape Character
Types (LCT) occurring at the Local Authority level are generic in nature
and have a distinct homogeneous character.”

Parcel 3 falls within LCT 5: Shallow Valleys as do the eastern most
extents of Parcel 2 and the road improvements to Claydon Road and
along Snake Lane/Fidlers Field. Parcels 1 and 1a the north western
section of Parcel 2, fall within LCT 7: Wooded Rolling Lowlands, which
extends approximately 3km to the north of the Site and to the full extents
of the study area to the south and west. The southern section of Parcel 2
falls within LCT 9: Low Hills and Ridges, which wraps around Parcel 2 to a
distance of circa 1km.

The ZTVs (ES Volume 3, Figures 10.7a — 10.12b [EN010158/APP/6.3])
demonstrate some intervisibility with LCT 4: Undulating Clay Plateau and
LCT 8: Vale. However, as set out in Table 10.3, these receptors have
been scoped out of the assessment following site survey work.

The LCTs are further subdivided into Landscape Character Areas (LCASs).
The Aylesbury Vale Landscape Character Assessment states that
“Landscape Character Areas (LCA) occurring at the Local Authority level
are discrete geographical areas within a particular LCT. Each has its own
individual character and identity but shares generic characteristics with
other areas within the LCT.”
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With the exception of the road improvements described above, the Site
falls within three LCAs whilst the wider study area contains a further five
LCAs scoped into the assessment. Parcel 1, 1a and the north western
section of Parcel 2, fall within LCA 7.3: Claydon Bowl, which extends circa
3km further to the north of the Site. The southern section of Parcel 2 falls
within LCA 9.1: Finemere Hill, which wraps around the Site to a distance
of circa 1Tkm. Parcel 3 falls predominantly within LCA 5.7: Hogshaw
Claylands, with just its northernmost extents located in LCA 5.6: Claydon
Valley.

In addition to these ‘host’ LCAs, LCA 5.4: Twyford Vale, LCA 5.8: North
Marston Undulating Farmland, LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill and LCA 9.3:
Pitchcott-Whitchurch Ridge are located in the wider study area to the north
east, east and south east of the Site respectively.

The proposed road access passes through LCA: 7.4 Kingswood Wooded
Farmland and LCA 5.9: Westcott Claylands. However, as noted in Table
10.3, these have been excluded from further study.

Relevant extracts from the Aylesbury Vale Landscape Character
Assessment [Ref. 10-26] are provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2:
Rosefield Extracts from Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4].

Site survey work has identified that there are notable differences in the
landscape character across the three identified parcels of land that form
the Site and these reflect the boundaries of the LCAs relatively accurately.
Parcel 1 is more contained by topography and areas of mature woodland
whereas the landscapes within Parcels 2 and 3 are generally more open
with limited woodland structure except for the southern area of Parcel 2.
Although land within all three parcels is almost exclusively farmed, a
number of detracting features are present in the surrounding landscapes.
Ongoing construction of HS2 and East West Rail is local to Parcel 1 and
1a, whilst the existing National Grid East Claydon Substation and
numerous tall pylons extend from the north and to within Parcel 3, passing
close to east of Parcel 2.

Visual receptors

10.5.33.

The primary visual receptors identified within the study area likely to be
affected by the Proposed Development are:

¢ Residents (within settlements and at isolated farmsteads/dwellings);
Users of PRoW;
Users of the local road network;

Railway users; and

Visitors to tourist attractions/heritage assets.
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Visual receptors within the study area, including the PRoW and roads

referred to in this chapter, are identified in ES Volume 3, Figures 10.5a-d:
Visual Receptors within 2km [EN010158/APP/6.3]. Residential
properties referred to in this chapter are shown on ES Volume 3, Figure
10.13: Residential Property Location Plan [EN010158/APP/6.3].

Settlements

10.5.35.

The settlements within the study area are detailed in Table 10.4 and

identified on ES Volume 3, Figure 10.1: Landscape Study Area,
Context and Designations [EN010158/APP/6.3] with brief comments on
location and potential visibility of the Proposed Development. All the
settlements are then considered in Section 10.10.

Table 10.4: Settlements within the study area

Comments

Settlement & Location
viewpoint
Botolph 160m
Claydon north of
Viewpoints 8, Field D4
9,13 and 40
Granborough 0.9km
Viewpoint 28 east of
Field E11
North Marston 2.5km
Viewpoint 32 south
(nearest)

Botolph Claydon is located on a low lying ridge of
land overlooking Parcel 2 to the south and Parcel 3
to the east. The ZTVs presented in ES Volume 3,
Figures 10.7a-10.12b [EN010158/APP/6.3] suggest
that theoretical visibility of the Proposed
Development extends across much of the built form
of the village particularly on its southern and eastern
edges. Site work has established that the extents of
visibility would be limited by intervening topography,
vegetation and built form; however, views of the
Proposed Development would remain and a full
assessment of likely effects on Botolph Claydon is
provided in Section 10.10 of this chapter.

Granborough is located on elevated land
overlooking Parcel 2 to the south west and Parcel 3
to the west. The ZTVs presented in ES Volume 3,
Figures 10.7a-10.12b [EN010158/APP/6.3] suggest
that theoretical visibility of the Proposed
Development extends across the western edge of
the village. Site work has established that the
Proposed Development would be visible above and
between intervening topography, vegetation and
built form from properties on the very western edge
of the village. A full assessment of likely effects on
Granborough is therefore provided in Section 10.10
of this chapter.

North Marston is located on a low ridge of land to
the east of the study area and 2.5km south east of
Parcel 3 and 3km east of Parcel 2. The ZTVs
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east of presented in ES Volume 3, Figures 10.7a-10.12b

Field E23 [EN010158/APP/6.3] suggest that theoretical
visibility of the Proposed Development extends to
the northern and western edges of the village. Site
work has established that there would generally be
very limited views of the Proposed Development
including from views identified in the North Marston
Neighbourhood Plan. It is acknowledged that there
could be limited views of the Proposed Development
from isolated locations (such as from private homes)
therefore a full assessment of likely effects on North
Marston is provided in Section 10.10 of this chapter.

Oving 4.5km Oving is located on a flat ridge of land that extends
Viewpoint 33 south to the east of the study area, 4.5km south east of
east of Parcel 3 and 4.8km east of Parcel 2. The ZTVs
Field E23 presented in ES Volume 3, Figures 10.7a-10.12b
[ENO10158/APP/6.3] suggest that theoretical
visibility of the Proposed Development extends to
the western edge of the village. Site work has
established that the Proposed Development would
be visible above and between intervening
topography, vegetation and built form from
properties on the very western edge of the village. A
full assessment of likely effects on Oving is therefore
provided in Section 10.10 of this chapter.

Steeple 1.6km Located on rising land to the north of the study area

Claydon north of and within the ZTV for Parcel 1. The ZTVs

Viewpoint 38 Field B13 presented in ES Volume 3, Figures 10.7a-10.12b
[ENO010158/APP/6.3] suggest that theoretical
visibility of the Proposed Development extends to
the southern edge of the village. Site work has
established that the Proposed Development would
be visible to within Parcel 1 above and between
intervening topography, vegetation and built form
from properties on the very southern edge of the
village. A full assessment of likely effects on Steeple
Claydon is therefore provided in Section 10.10 of
this chapter.

10.5.36. Elsewhere within the study area, there are isolated residential properties
and farmsteads, which are discussed in detail in ES Volume 4, Appendix
10.5: Residential Visual Amenity Assessment [EN010158/APP/6.4].
These isolated properties are illustrated on ES Volume 3, Figure 10.13:
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Residential Property Location Plan [EN010158/APP/6.3]. Isolated
residential properties not discussed in this appendix are considered as
part of grouped receptors that are associated with nearby footpaths which
are addressed below.

Main roads

10.5.37.

10.5.38.

Main roads (linear transport routes) within the study area are identified in
ES Volume 3, Figures 10.5a-d [EN010158/APP/6.3]. Whilst the ZTV
indicates that ‘theoretical’ visibility extends up to a number of more
peripheral roads, including the A41 and A413, extensive site work has
established that any potential visibility of the Proposed Development
would be restricted to the following roads:

¢ Queen Catherine Road, east to west, to the east of Steeple Claydon
and north of Parcel 1;

e Orchard Way/Calvert Road, east to west, to the northern boundary of
Parcel 1 and Parcel 2;

¢ Quainton Road/Claydon Road, north to south, to the eastern boundary
of Parcel 2;

¢ Winslow Road/East Claydon Road, east to west, to the north of Parcel
3;

e Botyl Road/Saint Mary’s Road, north to south, to the north of Parcel 2
and west of Parcel 3; and

e Addison Road, north to south, to the north of Parcel 1.

The effects on Botyl Road/Saint Mary’s Road and Addison Road are very
limited and they have been considered as part of wider receptor groups.
The effects on all other main roads (excluding local side roads/country
lanes such as Botyl Road/Saint Mary’s Road and Addison Road) would be
negligible and therefore they have been scoped out of the assessment (as
confirmed in Table 10.3 above).

Main transport routes

10.5.39.

Main linear transport routes are identified in Volume 3, Figures 10.5a-d:
Visual Receptors within 2km [EN010158/APP/6.3]. Whilst the ZTV
indicates that ‘theoretical’ visibility extends for both HS2 and East West
Rail, extensive site work has established that any visibility would be
greatly limited from HS2, which is in cutting to the south and west of the
Proposed Development and would therefore be screened by intervening
topography and mature woodland and hedgerow vegetation. HS2 has
therefore been scoped out of further assessment. Some potential visibility
remains for East West Rail which runs east to west in an elevated position
to the north of the Site and this is assessed in detail in Section 10.10 of
this chapter.
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Recreational routes

10.5.40.

10.5.41.

10.5.42.

10.5.43.

10.5.44.

10.5.45.

A review of the Buckinghamshire Council PRoW Map has shown several
PRoW in the study area, including locally promoted routes. Those within
2km of the Site are identified in ES Volume 3, Figures 10.5a-d: Visual
Receptors within 2km [EN010158/APP/6.3].

There are no national trails within the study area. The nearest is The
Ridgeway passing approximately 20km south east of Parcel 2 at its
closest. The trail falls outside the study area and ZTV for the Proposed
Development and is therefore not considered further within this
assessment.

The Bernwood Jubilee Way and North Buckinghamshire Way are popular
promoted routes which run within the Site and wider study area. The
Bernwood Jubilee Way passes through Ludgershall and Waddesdon in
the south, then extends to Preston Bisset and Steeple Claydon in the
north, running within and around much of the length of Parcel 2 to the
south of Botolph Claydon. The North Buckinghamshire Way runs north to
south through the study area, to the east of the Bernwood Jubilee Way,
albeit briefly overlapping at East Claydon. Matthew’s Way is a third
promoted route that lies entirely beyond the Site, but lies within the study
area. It follows the North Buckinghamshire Way across Simber Hill and
Quainton Hill and returns in a loop to Quainton via North Marston. It has
not been considered separately as views are only possible from this route
where it overlaps the North Buckinghamshire Way.

The Midshires Way long distance trail also runs north to south through the
study area, to the east of the Bernwood Jubilee Way, which it briefly
overlaps at East Claydon. The Swan’s Way and Outer Aylesbury Ring
long distance trails extend from Waddesdon in the south, via Quainton,
overlapping on Quainton Hill to the south of the Site. The Cross Bucks
Way long distance trail runs east to west from Swanbourne to Stratton
Audley, approximately 2km from the Site at its closest point at Winslow.
Howevers, it falls largely outside of the ZTV and has very limited potential
visibility of the Proposed Development and is therefore not considered
further within this assessment.

National Cycle Network (NCN) Route No. 51 [Ref. 10-34] uses the local
road network between Bicester and Milton Keynes via Winslow to the
north of the Site. It is located in the study area passing within 1km of
Parcel 1 along Queen Catherine Way at its closest point and falls partially
within the ZTV.

NCN Route No. 50 extends to the north of Route No. 51 but falls
predominantly outside the ZTV for the Proposed Development. Field study
has confirmed that there would be no views of the Proposed Development
and it is therefore not considered further within this assessment.
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10.5.46. The PRoW within the study area to 2km are identified by name in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.5a-d: Visual Receptors within 2km
[ENO010158/APP/6.3]. Those that pass within and close to the Site, and
most likely to be impacted, are as follows:

e Footpath (PRoW SCL/12/1) between Calvert Road and Pond Farm in
Parcel 1;

e Footpath and diversion (SCL/13/1, SCL 13/2 and SCL/12/2) between
Calvert Road and HS2 within Parcel 1 and 1a;

e Three Points Lane and the bridleway (MCL/17/1) between Calvert Road
and Romer Wood patrtially within Parcel 1;

e Bridleway (ECL/10/1, ECL/10/2 and ECL/10/4) to within the western
most boundary of Parcel 2 known as Splash Lane (Three Points Lane
Bridleway);

e Footpath (ECL/7/2 and HOG/7/1) between Botolph Claydon and
Hogshaw Farm within Parcel 2;

e Footpath (ECL/7/1 and ECL/8/1) between Botolph Claydon and Runt’s
Wood within Parcel 2;

e Footpath (QUA/38/1 and QUA/41/1) and bridleway (QUA/40/1,
QUA/40/2 and QUA/40/3) within or adjacent to Parcel 2 to Finemere
Hill;

e Footpath (ECL/4/1) and bridleway (ECL/5/1 and HOG/6/1) between
East Claydon and Hogshaw Road within or adjacent to Parcel 3; and

e Footpath (ECL/3/1, ECL/3/2, ECL/4/2, GRA/2/1 and GRA/2/2) between
East Claydon Road and Hogshaw Road within Parcel 3.

10.5.47. For the purposes of this chapter, the following visual receptor groups have
been identified as having the potential to experience visual effects and are
assessed further in this chapter. In some cases, these groups encompass
multiple footpaths and roads:

¢ PRoW extending north to south between Calvert Road and the line of
HS2 passing through Parcel 1 and 1a;

e PRoW including Three Points Lane extending north to south between
Calvert Road and the line of HS2 to the east of Parcel 1;

¢ PRoW extending east to west between Three Points Lane and Splash
Lane (Three Points Lane Bridleway) between Parcels 1 and 2, including
Muxwell Farm;

e PRoW extending north to south between Botolph Claydon and Runt’s
Wood passing through the north of Parcel 2;

¢ PRoW extending north to south from Finemere Hill and the line of
HS2/Claydon Road passing through the south of Parcel 2;
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¢ PRoW and lanes extending east to west between East Claydon/East
Claydon Road and to within Parcel 3;

e PRoW and lanes between Parcel 3 and Granborough/Hogshaw Road;
and

e PRoW, lanes and roads between Steeple Claydon/Queen Catherine
Road and Calvert Road to the north of Parcel 1.

Other PRoW within the study area are addressed as part of the receptor
group in which they are most closely located.

Other recreational and tourist receptors

10.5.49.

The recreational receptors within the study area are indicated in ES
Volume 3, Figures 10.5a-d: Visual Receptors within 2km
[EN010158/APP/6.3]. The recreational receptors listed below are
considered further within this assessment:

e Claydon House RPG - The venue is managed by the National Trust and
open to the public to visit the house and gardens and is host to events
such as the annual Towersey Festival; and

e Hogshaw Farm and Wildlife Park - The venue includes rare breed farm
animals, nature trails, hospitality and events throughout the year. The
local footpath network runs south to north through the farm and extends
into Parcel 2 towards Botolph Claydon.

Future baseline in the absence of the Proposed Development

10.5.50.

10.6.

For the purposes of this assessment, the future baseline has been taken
to be the same as the current baseline. Over the lifetime of the Proposed
Development, agricultural practices and crops may change resulting in
alterations to the baseline arable landscape. Climate change may
expediate this change in the landscape; however, such change is difficult
to predict with any certainty and it is therefore assumed that the baseline
will remain unaltered.

Approach to the assessment

Approach to design flexibility

10.6.1.

The parameters, as outlined in ES Volume 1, Chapter 3: Proposed
Development Description [EN010158/APP/6.1], and the parameter
plans presented in ES Volume 3, Figure 3.1: Height Parameters
[ENO10158/APP/6.3] and secured in Appendix 1: Green and Blue
Infrastructure Parameters and Appendix 3: Vegetation Removal
Parameters of the Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6], Design
Commitments [EN010158/APP/5.11], Outline Construction
Environmental Management Plan (Outline CEMP) [EN010158/APP/7.2]
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and Works Plans [EN010158/APP/2.3], set out the reasonable ‘worst-
case’ parameters for the Proposed Development.

10.6.2. ES Volume 1, Chapter 5: Approach to the EIA [EN010158/APP/6.1]
sets out those elements of the Proposed Development for which
optionality is present within the design. The reasonable ‘worst-case’
scenario that has been assessed in this landscape and visual chapter for
each element of the Proposed Development where optionality is present
within the design is outlined within Table 10.5.

Table 10.5: Reasonable worst-case scenario assessed for landscape and visual

Project element Reasonable worst-case scenario

Solar PV modules This assessment has considered the maximum parameters
for the location and height of the Solar PV modules as
outlined in ES Volume 3, Figure 3.1: Height Parameters
[ENO010158/APP/6.3] and Figure 3.5: Zonal Masterplan
[EN010158/APP/6.3], secured via the Design
Commitments [EN010158/APP/5.9] and Works Plans
[ENO10158/APP/2.3] to ensure a worst-case has been
assessed.

BESS This assessment has considered the maximum parameters
for the location and height of the BESS in both Fields D8
and D9 as outlined in ES Volume 3, Figure 3.1: Height
Parameters [EN010158/APP/6.3] and Figure 3.5: Zonal
Masterplan [EN010158/APP/6.3], secured in the Works
Plans [EN010158/APP/2.3] and the Design Commitments
[ENO010158/APP/5.9], to ensure a worst-case has been

assessed.
Rosefield This assessment has considered the maximum parameters
Substation for the location and height of the Rosefield Substation (up to

60,000m?in plan) in both Fields E11 and E20 as outlined in
ES Volume 3, Figure 3.1: Height Parameters
[ENO010158/APP/6.3] and Figure 3.5: Zonal Masterplan
[ENO10158/APP/6.3], secured in the Works Plans
[ENO10158/APP/2.3], to ensure a worst-case has been
assessed.

Balance of Solar The Inverters which form part of the BoSS would comprise

System (BoSS) either String Inverters which are placed underneath the
Solar PV modules or Central Inverters which are sited at
regular intervals amongst the Solar PV modules as outlined
in ES Volume 3, Figure 3.5: Zonal Masterplan
[ENO010158/APP/6.3] and secured in the Works Plans
[ENO10158/APP/2.3]. This assessment has assumed the
use of Central Inverters to ensure a worst-case has been
assessed.
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Project element Reasonable worst-case scenario

Main Collector There are four fields that are considered suitable for the

Compound Main Collector Compound which are located in Parcel 3:
Fields E11, E20, E21 and E22. This assessment has
considered the maximum parameters for the location and
height of the Main Collector Compound (up to 25,000m?
plan), to be located in both Fields E21 and E22 in Parcel 3,
as outlined in ES Volume 3, Figure 3.1: Height
Parameters [EN010158/APP/6.3] and Figure 3.5: Zonal
Masterplan [EN010158/APP/6.3] and secured in the Works
Plans [EN010158/APP/2.3], as this extends 6m structures
to their maximum visual extents which is considered to be
the worst-case scenario.

Satellite Collector  There is one field considered suitable for the Satellite

Compounds Collector Compound (2,500m?in plan) in Parcel 1 (B23
(South)) and three in Parcel 2 (Fields D8, D9 and D17). This
assessment has considered the maximum parameters for
the location and height of the Satellite Collector
Compounds, to be located in Fields B23 (South) in Parcel 1
and D17 in Parcel 2, as outlined in ES Volume 3, Figure
3.1: Height Parameters [EN010158/APP/6.3] and Figure
3.5: Zonal Masterplan [EN010158/APP/6.3] and secured in
the Works Plans [EN010158/APP/2.3], as this extends 6m
structures to their maximum visual extents which is
considered to be the worst-case scenario.

Interconnecting The Interconnecting Cable Corridor between Parcel 1 and

Cable Corridor(s) Parcel 2 is assumed for the purposes of this assessment to
be located to the north side of the corridor as outlined in ES
Volume 3, Figure 3.5: Zonal Masterplan
[EN010158/APP/6.3] and secured in the Works Plans
[ENO010158/APP/2.3]. This is considered to be the worst-
case scenario as this route would present the greatest
visibility from Claydon House RPG as existing hedgerows
would provide less screening than if the track were sited at
the southern extent of the corridor.

AIL Access This assessment has considered the AIL Access Corridor to

Corridor be as outlined in ES Volume 3, Figure 3.5: Zonal
Masterplan [EN010158/APP/6.3] and secured in the Works
Plans [EN010158/APP/2.3], as this is considered to be the
worst-case scenario.

Internal Access This assessment has assumed that Internal Access

Corridors Corridors could be located anywhere within the Order Limits
but that any breaks in hedgerows would be limited to those
locations shown in Appendix 3: Vegetation Removal
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Project element Reasonable worst-case scenario

Parameters of the Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6], as
this is considered to be the worst-case scenario.

Indicative site This assessment has considered the Site accesses to be as

access locations outlined in ES Volume 3, Figure 3.5: Zonal Masterplan
[EN010158/APP/6.3] and secured in the Works Plans
[ENO010158/APP/2.3], as this is considered to be the worst-
case scenario.

Construction This assessment has considered the maximum parameters

Compounds for the location of the Primary Construction Compounds (up
to 25,000m?) in Fields B20, B23, D7, D8, D9 and E21, E22
and E23 and for Secondary Construction Compounds (up to
1,250m?) in Fields B3, B6, B7, B10, D27, E10, E11 and E20
as outlined in ES Volume 3, Figure 3.8: Indicative
Location of Primary and Secondary Construction
Compounds [EN010158/APP/6.3] and secured in the
Works Plans [EN010158/APP/2.3], as this is considered to
be the worst-case scenario.

Assessment assumptions

10.6.3. The assessment of the landscape and visual impact has been based on
the assumptions set out in ES Volume 1, Chapter 3: Proposed
Development Description [EN010158/APP/6.1], Outline CEMP
[ENO010158/APP/7.2] and the Design Commitments
[ENO10158/APP/5.9].

10.6.4. Interms of the height of the different elements of the Proposed
Development, the assessment assumes all development would be at the
maximum possible height indicated on ES Volume 3, Figure 3.1: Height
Parameters Plan [EN010158/APP/6.3], Works Plans
[EN010158/APP/2.3] and secured in the Design Commitments
[ENO010158/APP/5.9]. For example, where the aforementioned plan
indicates development of Proposed Development up to 3.5m in height, the
assessment assumes development at 3.5m in height and where the plan
indicates a siting zone for elements up to 15m in height, the assessment
assumes that development could be 15m in height across the relevant
siting zone. This approach inevitably results in some over-estimation of
landscape and visual effects as the actual equipment to be procured will
likely be smaller than the maximum parameters.

10.6.5. In terms of the green infrastructure parameters, the assessment of
landscape and visual effects assumes that the strategic planting shown on
Appendix 2: Landscape and Ecological Mitigation and Enhancements
[ENO10158/APP/7.6] is primary and embedded landscape mitigation, as
detailed in and secured by the Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6].
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10.6.7.

10.6.8.

10.6.9.
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Narrow strips of strategic planting constitute new hedgerow planting and
the broader strips of strategic planting constitute new woodland planting.

The assessment assumes that all new structural planting would consist of
native, indigenous species and wherever possible of local provenance. It
also assumes that all new planting would establish successfully and that
any failures/defects would be replaced.

For the purposes of assessing landscape and visual effects, the following
assumptions have been made about the growth rate of newly planted
hedgerows and trees:

¢ Newly planted hedgerows and woodland/shrub will be planted as young
transplants or ‘whips’. In Year 1 after construction the planting stock
would typically be approximately 0.6m to 0.8m high and contained
within tree protected tubes.

e Hedgerows in Year 10 will be up to 3.5m in height. This assumes that
the plants do not put on much growth in the first planting season and
then put on an average of 0.4m growth each subsequent year. This
means that all new hedgerows are considered to be at full maturity in
Year 10 and are maintained at up to 3.5m by ongoing management.

¢ New woodland/scrub planting established as transplants will be 4m in
height as it is not maintained at a lower height as is the case for
hedgerows.

e Where hedgerow trees are planted as taller specimens or where mature
stock is planted elsewhere it is assumed that the trees will be planted
as extra heavy standards and in Year 1 these will have a height of 3m
to 3.5m. By Year 10, it is assumed that these trees will have a height of
approximately 6m.

e Except where vegetation is managed at a specific height (e.g.
hedgerows) it is assumed that trees and scrub will continue to grow
naturally over the operational life of the Proposed Development and
beyond.

In terms of vegetation removal, a worst-case assumption has been made
that all vegetation shown in Appendix 3: Vegetation Removal
Parameters of the Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6] would be
removed; the vegetation removal is therefore a likely overestimate. It is
assumed that all other woodland, tree and hedgerow vegetation within the
Order Limits would be retained.

It has been assumed that, where necessary and appropriate for the
mitigation of landscape and visual effects, any hedgerows adjoining a
siting zone for Solar PV modules, Satellite Collector Compounds, Main
Collector Compound, BESS or Rosefield Substation will be
repaired/improved with new planting to infill gaps. It has also been
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assumed that any hedgerows adjoining a siting zone for Solar PV
modules, Satellite Collector Compounds, Main Collector Compound,
BESS or Rosefield Substation would be maintained at up to 3.5m in
height. This is detailed in and secured by the Outline LEMP
[EN010158/APP/7.6].

10.6.10. A detailed Landscape and Ecology Management Plan based on the
Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6] would be implemented and this
would cover the establishment and long-term management of all new
structural planting as well as other habitats.

10.6.11. The assessment of the landscape and visual impact of construction
activities has been based on the assumptions set out in ES Volume 1,
Chapter 3: Proposed Development Description [EN010158/APP/6.1]
and ES Volume 2, Chapter 15: Transport and Access
[EN010158/APP/6.2], alongside the traffic routing and future baseline
traffic values derived in ES Volume 2, Chapter 15: Transport and
Access [EN010158/APP/6.2]. It has been assumed that there would be
access points into the Site at each of the locations shown on ES Volume
3, Figure 3.9: Indicative Construction and Operational Access
[ENO10158/APP/6.3].

Assessment methodology and criteria

10.6.12. This section provides a summary of the methodology adopted for the
assessment of potential likely significant landscape and visual effects. Full
details of the assessment methodology, including detailed assessment
criteria, are provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.1: LVIA
Methodology and Assessment Criteria [EN010158/APP/6.4].

10.6.13. In accordance with GLVIA3 [Ref. 10-13], the significance of landscape
and visual effects is determined by considering in tandem the sensitivity of
landscape and visual receptors (landscape elements, landscape character
areas, landscape designations and groups of people who may be affected
by changes in visual amenity) and the magnitude of effect arising from the
Proposed Development.

Landscape and visual sensitivity

10.6.14. Sensitivity (described as ‘high’, ‘medium’ or ‘low’) is judged by combining
component judgements about the value and susceptibility of the receptor,
as illustrated in Table 10.6 and Table 10.7 below. An explanation of how
susceptibility and value has been determined is provided in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 10.1: LVIA Methodology and Assessment Criteria
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. Detailed susceptibility and value criteria for
landscape receptors are established in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.3:
Rosefield Landscape Sensitivity Appraisal [EN010158/APP/6.4] whilst
detailed visual susceptibility and value criteria are set out in ES Volume 4,

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 50



o/
v
Rosefield Solar Farm \‘Z/

Environmental Statement H '
Volume 2, Chapter 10: Landscape and Visual Rosefs!,le!
ar Farm

Appendix 10.1: LVIA Methodology and Assessment Criteria
[ENO010158/APP/6.4].

10.6.15. Intermediate assessments of value or susceptibility may be applied (e.g.
high/medium, medium/low or national/regional, regional/community).
Likewise, when combining susceptibility and value to determine sensitivity,
an intermediate assessment can be adopted where overall sensitivity is
judged to lie between levels. In all instances, professional judgement is
employed. Table 10.6 and Table 10.7 below should not be interpreted
rigidly to give a specific answer. Note that equal weighting is attributed to
susceptibility and value when determining overall landscape sensitivity but
that a greater weight is intentionally attributed to the susceptibility of the
visual receptor than to value. This is in recognition of the fact that relatively
few views are specifically recognised through designation or cultural
reference but acknowledges that value associations may still influence
visual sensitivity.

Table 10.6 Landscape sensitivity criteria

Susceptibility
High Medium
National High High/Medium

Regional High/Medium Medium Medium/Low

Medium

Community Medium Medium/Low Low

Table 10.7 Visual sensitivity criteria
Susceptibility

High

National High

Medium

High/Medium
Regional High/Medium High/Medium Medium/Low
Community High/Medium Medium Low

Landscape and visual magnitude of effect (impact)

10.6.16. The magnitude of effect arising from the Proposed Development
(described as ‘substantial’, ‘moderate’, ‘slight’ or ‘negligible’) is assessed
in terms of its scale, geographic extent of the area or receptor that is
influenced and its duration.

10.6.17. Scale of change (expressed as ‘large’, ‘medium’, ‘small’ or ‘negligible’) is
the first and primary factor in determining magnitude. Geographical extent
and duration of the effect are modifying factors to the overall magnitude
judgement, which may be higher if the effect is particularly widespread
and/or long lasting, or lower if it is constrained in geographic extent and/or
timescale.
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The diagrams presented below in Plate 10.1 illustrate in outline how these
two modifying factors are considered in a two-stage process. A judgement
is first formed about the scale of the change to the landscape or visual
receptor. The geographic extent of the effect is then considered as a
modifying influence in the first part of Plate 10.1 (Stage 1).

The result or outcome of Stage 1 is then considered again in relation to
the duration of the effect as illustrated in the second part of Plate 10.1.
The outcome of Stage 2 is the overall magnitude of effect judgement
reported in the assessment. Plate 10.1 is not intended to be interpreted
rigidly as a chart to provide definitive answers; professional judgement is
employed as appropriate to arrive at an overall judgement on the
magnitude of effect. A definition of the terms used in the diagrams in Plate
10.1 is provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.1: LVIA Methodology
and Assessment Criteria [EN010158/APP/6.4].

Stage 1 - Modifying Influence of Geographic Extent on Magnitude of Effect

Large Medium Small Negligible

Intermediate

Wide Substantial

Moderate
Localised

Limited

Stage 2 - Modifying Influence of Duration on Magnitude of Effect

Substantial Moderate Slight Negligible

Medium-term

Permanent | gybstantial

Long-term
Moderate

Short-term

Plate 10.1: Combining scale of change, extent and duration to determine magnitude
of landscape and visual effects
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10.6.20. Where magnitude of effect (or other judgements) is judged to lie between
levels, an intermediate assessment is adopted and is expressed e.g.
‘moderate/slight’.

Landscape and visual significance of effect

10.6.21. The significance of a landscape or visual effect is assessed through
professional judgement, combining the sensitivity of the receptor with the
predicted magnitude of effect, as summarised in Table 10.8. Table 10.8 is
not used as a prescriptive tool and illustrates the typical outcomes,
allowing for the exercise of professional judgement.

Table 10.8 Significance of effect criteria
Magnitude of effect

= Negligible Slight Moderate Substantial
2  Low Negligible Minor Moderate/ Moderate
g Minor

P Medium EVHLY Moderate/ Moderate Major/

2 Negligible Minor Moderate
§ High Minor Moderate Maijor/ Major

o Moderate

10.6.22. Effects classified as ‘major’ or ‘major/moderate’ are considered to be
significant.

10.6.23. Effects classified as ‘moderate/minor’, ‘minor’, ‘minor/negligible’ or
‘negligible’ significance are considered to be not significant.

10.6.24. Moderate effects lie somewhere in the middle of the range of effects
identified. Within the meaning of this term in the assessment, there is a
spectrum of effects ranging from those tending towards a major/moderate
effect (significant) to those tending towards a moderate/minor effect (not
significant). ‘Moderate’ effects may therefore be either significant or not
significant depending on where they fall on this spectrum. Where
‘moderate’ effects are predicted, professional judgement is applied to
determine whether the effect is significant or not ensuring that the potential
for significant effects to arise has been thoroughly considered and
justification is provided for the judgement reached as appropriate.
Clarification 3 (5) of Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note LITGN-
2024-01: Notes and Clarifications on Aspects of Guidelines for Landscape
and Visual Impact Assessment Third edition [Ref. 10-14] recognises this
as an appropriate approach to identifying significant effects.

Nature of effects

10.6.25. Landscape and visual effects can be beneficial or adverse and, in some
instances, may be considered neutral in nature. Neutral effects are those
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10.6.26.

Solar Farm

which overall are neither adverse nor beneficial but may incorporate a
combination of both. Whether an effect is beneficial, neutral or adverse is
identified based on professional judgement.

Changes to rural landscapes involving construction of utilitarian objects of
a large scale are generally considered to be adverse. In this assessment it
has been assumed that where new infrastructure is introduced into the
landscape or views, this would generally constitute an adverse effect.

Residential visual amenity assessment

10.6.27.

10.6.28.

10.6.29.

Distances

10.6.30.

With respect to visual impact, the focus is on public views and public
visual amenity. RVAA is a stage beyond landscape and visual impact
assessment and focuses exclusively on private views and private visual
amenity and may be used by the decision-maker when weighing potential
effects on residential amenity against other material considerations.

Landscape Institute Technical Guidance Note 02/19 (TGN 2/19) [Ref. 10-
17] notes that:

“Changes in views and visual amenity are considered in the planning
process. In respect of private views and visual amenity, it is widely known
that, no one has ‘a right to a view” and “It is not uncommon for significant
adverse effects on views and visual amenity to be experienced by people
at their place of residence as a result of introducing a new development
into the landscape. In itself this does not necessarily cause particular
planning concern. However, there are situations where the effect on the
outlook/visual amenity of a residential property is so great that it is not
generally considered to be in the public interest to permit such conditions

to occur where they did not exist before.”

A detailed RVAA is presented in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.5:
Residential Visual Amenity Assessment [EN010158/APP/6.4] and
considers whether the visual effects on residential visual amenity are of
such a nature or magnitude that they may need to be considered in the
overall balance of ‘Residential Amenity’ or ‘Living Conditions.” The
methodology for the RVAA is set out in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.5:
Residential Visual Amenity Assessment [EN010158/APP/6.4].

Where distances are given in this chapter, these are approximate
distances between the nearest above ground feature of the Proposed
Development based on ES Volume 3, Figure 3.1: Height Parameters
Plan [EN010158/APP/6.3] (not the Order Limits) secured in the Works
Plans [EN010158/APP/2.3], and the nearest part of the receptor in
question unless explicitly stated otherwise.
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Visual aids

10.6.31.

10.6.32.

10.6.33.

10.6.34.

10.6.35.

ZTVs have been generated using Geographical Information Systems
(GIS) principally to assist in identifying areas where visibility of the
Proposed Development would not occur. These also assist in Viewpoint
selection and to identify areas from where part, or all of the Proposed
Development, may be visible.

The ZTVs illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figures 10.7a-10.12b
[ENO010158/APP/6.3] are based on a number of variants to illustrate
different levels of potential visibility: A standard screening ZTV takes
account of buildings and significant blocks of woodland in the landscape;
whilst a detailed screening ZTV uses LIDAR data to provide the most
detailed review of visibility.

The following ZTVs in ES, Volume 3 [EN010158/APP/6.3] have been
prepared to help illustrate the potential visibility of different elements of the
Proposed Development:

e Figures 10.7a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Bare Earth;
e Figures 10.8a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Standard Screening;
e Figures 10.9a-d: ZTV of Solar PV Modules — Detailed Screening;

e Figure 10.10a-b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel
1;

e Figure 10.11a-b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 6m Parcel
2; and

e Figure 10.12a-b: ZTV of Siting Zone for Structures up to 15m and
6m Parcel 3.

Annotated photographs of the existing view at all assessment Viewpoints
are provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA Visualisations
[ENO010158/APP/6.4]. The method of visualisation selected has been
informed by Landscape Institute Technical Note 06/19 [Ref. 10-15], with
detailed annotated photographs being the most appropriate and
proportionate approach for representing the Proposed Development
across the study area. In addition, 11 of the Viewpoints were selected, in
agreement with the Buckinghamshire Council, for production of
photomontages to illustrate the Proposed Development and these are also
provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA Visualisations
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. Further information on the selection of Viewpoints
and visualisation types is provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.1: LVIA
Methodology and Assessment Criteria [EN010158/APP/6.4].

The methodology for production of the ZTVs and the visualisations is
described in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.1: LVIA Methodology and
Assessment Criteria [EN010158/APP/6.4].
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10.7. Mitigation embedded into the design

10.7.1.  Potential landscape and visual effects and mitigation measures have been
considered from the outset of the Proposed Development. This included
early landscape and visual feasibility appraisal which fed into site
selection. The design development to avoid adverse landscape and visual
effects where possible and appropriate is presented in ES Volume 1,
Chapter 4: Reasonable Alternatives Considered [EN010158/APP/6.1].
Landscape and visual considerations have been one of the critical drivers
for design decisions at all stages of the project. An explanation of how
landscape and visual matters have been addressed in the design is
provided in the Design Approach Document [EN010158/APP/5.8].

10.7.2.  This assessment has been based on the principle that measures have
been ‘embedded’ into the design of the Proposed Development to avoid or
reduce potential significant effects as far as practicable, for example by
the considered placement of infrastructure. The embedded mitigation
relevant to this assessment is detailed in Table 10.9 below.

10.7.3.  Of particular relevance to this chapter are the green infrastructure,
landscape and ecological mitigation and vegetation removal parameters
presented in the Outline LEMP, Appendices 1 to 3 [EN010158/APP/7.6].
These identify, amongst other things, areas of proposed structure planting
which have been developed to mitigate landscape and visual effects. All of
the structure planting shown on these plans is considered to be embedded
into the design and forms primary mitigation.

Table 10.9: Embedded mitigation relevant to landscape and visual

Embedded mitigation Function Securing mechanism
measures relevant to

landscape and visual

New hedgerow (early) To soften views and provide Outline LEMP
planting along the western medium and long-term [ENO10158/APP/7.6]
boundary of Field B5, screening of views from the

adjacent to Pond Farm access track to properties

access and Calvert Road.

Hedgerows to the south of To soften views and provide Outline LEMP

Calvert Road and east of medium and long-term [ENO10158/APP/7.6]
Claydon Road to be screening of views from

gradually increased in height Calvert Road and Claydon

to 3.5m Road.

Removal of all Solar PV To soften and partially Outline LEMP

modules from Field B5 and screen views of Solar PV [ENO10158/APP/7.6]
(early) planting of 15m width modules from Calvert
belt of structural native Cottages and footpath
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measures relevant to
landscape and visual

Function
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Rosefield

Solar Farm

Securing mechanism

woodland blocks along
northern and southern
boundaries of Field B5

30m width buffer of species
rich grassland and scrub to
Decoypond Wood (Field B7)

30m width buffer of species
rich grassland and scrub to
Shrubs Wood (Fields B6 and
B10)

New hedgerow (early)
planting to the eastern
boundary of Solar PV
modules in Field B22, and
north of Field B23 (North)

Satellite Collector
Compounds will be mounted
on concrete pad foundations
or plinths. The proposed
structures will be grey or
green containers and
sensitive to the local
environment

Infill hedgerow planting and
strengthening of avenue of

poplar trees to Three Points
Lane

Removal of Solar PV
modules from Fields D1, D2,
D3 (north) and D9

diversions and to retain
designed character of
landscape.

To provide medium and
long-term screening of
views of Solar PV modules
from footpath diversion.

To provide medium and
long-term screening of
views of Solar PV modules
from footpath diversions and
proposed permissive
footpath to Knowl Hill.

To soften and partially
screen views of Solar PV
modules and Satellite
Collector Compound from
Calvert Road, Catherine
Cottages and Blackmorehill
Cottages.

To minimise landscape and
visual impacts of new
buildings by designing them
to be fit for place.

To soften and partially
screen views of Solar PV
modules and Satellite
Collector Compound from

Calvert Road, Claydon Park.

To minimise visual impacts
on footpath users and
residents of Botolph
Claydon.

and Works Plans
[ENO10158/APP/2.3]

Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6]

Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6]

Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6]

Design
Commitments
[ENO10158/APP/5.9]

Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6]

Works Plans
[ENO10158/APP/2.3]
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Embedded mitigation Function Securing mechanism
measures relevant to

landscape and visual

15m width belt of structural To provide medium and Outline LEMP
native woodland (early) long-term screening of [ENO10158/APP/7.6]
planting along northern views of Solar PV modules
boundary of Field D3 (South) from Botolph Claydon and

PRoW ECL/9/2 and

ECL/10/1.
New hedgerowl/infill (early) To provide medium and Outline LEMP
planting to the eastern and long-term screening of [ENO10158/APP/7.6]
western boundaries Fields views of Solar PV modules
D3 (South), D12 and D13 from Splash Lane (Three

Points Lane

Bridleway)/Bridleway

ECL/10/1 and ECL/10/2 and
Bernwood Jubilee
Way/PRoW ECL/8/1.

55m width buffer of species  To soften and partially Outline LEMP

rich grassland and new screen views of Solar PV [ENO10158/APP/7.6]
hedgerow (early) planting to modules and Satellite Design

the western boundary of Collector Compound from T
Solar PV modules in Fields Bernwood Jubilee Way/ [EN010158/APP/5.9]

D4, D11, D14 and D15. PRoW ECL/8/1.

Perimeter fencing
surrounding the Solar PV
development will be offset at
least 55m from the
Bernwood Jubilee Way
within Fields D4, D11, D14
and D15 to allow views to be
retained over the Solar PV
development.

30m width buffer of species  To provide medium and Outline LEMP

rich grassland and scrub to  long-term screening of [ENO10158/APP/7.6]
Runt’s Wood (Fields D28 and views of Solar PV modules Design

D29). from PRoW ECL/8/2 and Commitments
Perimeter fencing permissive footpath [ENO10158/APP/5.9]

between PRoW ECL/8/2

surrounding the Solar PV and QUA/42/2.

development will be offset at
least 30m from existing
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Embedded mitigation
measures relevant to
landscape and visual

Function
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Rosefield

Solar Farm

Securing mechanism

statutory and locally
designated wildlife sites.

15m width belt of structural
native woodland (early)
planting along southern
boundary of Fields D8, D9,
D19 and D26

Removal of Solar PV
modules from Fields D30-
D37

Siting zone for Rosefield
Substation and Main
Collector Compound in
proximity to the existing
East Claydon Substation

15m width belt of structural
native woodland (early)
planting along western
boundary of Fields E11, E20,
E22 and E23

New hedgerow planting
(early) to northern edge of
Solar PV modules in Field
E23

No removal of important
hedgerows within Solar PV
development areas

To soften and partially
screen views of Solar PV
modules, Satellite Collector
Compound and BESS from
Claydon Road, Hogshaw
Farm and PRoW HOG/7/1.

To minimise landscape
impacts on Quainton-Wing
Hills AAL.

To reduce visual impacts on
users of North
Buckinghamshire
Way/Midshires Way, local
PRoW and residents of
Botolph Claydon.

To soften and partially
screen views of Solar PV
modules, Main Collector
Compound and Rosefield
Substation from Botolph
Claydon, Sion Hill Farm,
Bernwood Jubilee Way,
North Buckinghamshire
Way/Midshires Way and
PRoW ECL/4/1.

To soften views and provide
medium and long-term
screening of views from
North Buckinghamshire
Way/Midshires Way/ PRoW
ECL/5/1.

To ensure that existing
screening elements are
retained to soften views and
local landscape character is
conserved.

Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6]

Works Plans
[EN010158/APP/2.3]

Works Plans
[ENO10158/APP/2.3]

Outline LEMP
[ENO010158/APP/7.6]

Outline LEMP
[EN010158/APP/7.6]

Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6]
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Embedded mitigation
measures relevant to
landscape and visual

Function
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Rosefield

Solar Farm

Securing mechanism

Structural planting will
consist of native species
and wherever possible be of
local provenance

Grassland open fields and
margins with species rich
grassland throughout the
Site

Perimeter fencing
surrounding the Solar PV
development will be offset at
least 15m either side from
existing hedgerows located
within Fields B3 and B7,
between fields B7 and
B8/B10 and between Fields
B8/B10 and B9/B11

Perimeter fencing
surrounding the Solar PV
development will be offset at
least 20m from all other
existing woodlands,
including HS2 planting.

Perimeter fencing
surrounding the Solar PV
development will be offset at
least 10m either side from all
existing hedgerows as far as
reasonably practicable,
except where a hedgerow
crossing is required for
access tracks and/or cable
routes.

To ensure that new planting
complements existing
habitats and reflects local
landscape character.

Embedded primarily for
biodiversity purposes but
would also have the dual
function of restoring a more
mixed pattern of land use
and returning landcover to a
more visually varied pattern.

Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6]

Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6]

To protect and retain Design Commitments
existing trees and [ENO10158/APP/5.9]

hedgerows and hence
landscape character,
except where removal is
identified in Appendix 3:
Vegetation Removal
Parameters of the
Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6].

To protect and retain
existing trees and
hedgerows and hence
landscape character, except
where removal is identified
in Appendix 3: Vegetation
Removal Parameters of the
Outline LEMP
[ENO10158/APP/7.6].

Design
Commitments
[ENO10158/APP/5.9]
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Embedded mitigation Function Securing mechanism
measures relevant to

landscape and visual

Perimeter fencing To protect and retain Design
surrounding the Solar PV existing trees and Commitments
development will not be hedgerows and hence [ENO10158/APP/5.9]

constructed through existing landscape character, except
hedgerows or across ditches where removal is identified
where reasonably in Appendix 3: Vegetation
practicable. Where security = Removal Parameters of the
fencing is required to pass Outline LEMP

through existing hedgerows, [EN010158/APP/7.6].
vegetation removals will be

minimised as far as

reasonably practicable

Perimeter fencing To maintain the visual Design
surrounding the Solar PV amenity of users of PRoW.  Commitments
development will be offset at [ENO10158/APP/5.9]

least 10m from either side of
existing PRoW

Perimeter fencing To maintain the visual Design Commitments
surrounding the Solar PV amenity of users of [ENO10158/APP/5.9]
development will be offset at PRoW.

least 30m from the Mid

Shires Way and North Bucks

Way within Fields E21/E22

and E23

Rosefield Substation, BESS, To minimise visual Design Commitments
Collector Compounds, impacts on residents of [ENO10158/APP/5.9]
Standalone Inverter, nearest properties.

Transformer and Switchgear
and ITS (part of the Balance
of Solar System plant
comprised in Work No. 1)
will be offset a minimum
distance of 50m from all
existing residential
properties

Lighting will use directional = To minimise changes to Design Commitments
fittings and face away from dark skies and tranquillity [ENO010158/APP/5.9]
boundaries and into the associated with the

Order Limits, in accordance
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Embedded mitigation
measures relevant to
landscape and visual

Function
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Rosefield

Solar Farm

Securing mechanism

with environmental
requirements

Internal access track
between Parcel 1 and Parcel
2 to be of similar style to
agricultural tracks in the
area

Internal access tracks and
cable routes will use existing
agricultural gateways/tracks,
crossings and/or gaps in the
hedgerows where
practicable

Independent Outdoor
Equipment (Standalone
Central Inverters and
Standalone Switchgear) will
be grey, green or white in
colour

Independent Outdoor
Equipment (Standalone
Transformers) and Inverter
Transformer Stations will be
grey or green in colour

Equipment within the Main
Collector Compound will be
grey, green, white and/or
metallic. Proposed buildings
and/or containers within the
Main Collector Compound
will be grey or painted green
in colour and rendered to
suit local building styles, be
sensitive to the local
environment and would seek
to reflect agricultural
development

existing landscape and
visual baseline.

To minimise landscape
and visual impacts of new
tracks by designing them
to be fit for place.

To minimise landscape
and visual impacts as a
result of vegetation
removal.

To minimise landscape
and visual impacts of new
infrastructure by the use
of recessive colours.

To minimise landscape
and visual impacts of new
infrastructure by the use
of recessive colours.

To minimise landscape
and visual impacts of new
infrastructure by the use
of local building
styles/vernacular and
recessive colours.

Design Commitments
[EN010158/APP/5.9]

Design Commitments
[ENO10158/APP/5.9]

Design Commitments
[EN010158/APP/5.9]

Design Commitments
[ENO10158/APP/5.9]

Design Commitments
[ENO010158/APP/5.9]
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Embedded mitigation Function Securing mechanism
measures relevant to

landscape and visual

BESS containers and To minimise landscape Design Commitments
transformer units will be and visual impacts of new [EN010158/APP/5.9]
grey, green or white in infrastructure by the use

colour of recessive colours.

Acoustic barriers will be To minimise landscape Design Commitments
provided around elements of and visual impacts of new [EN010158/APP/5.9]
the Independent Outdoor built form by the use of

Equipment Centralised recessive colours and

Inverters, Transformers and minimising effects on
Switchgear), ITS (Centralised tranquillity by reducing
Inverters, Transformers and noise impacts.
Switchgear), Rosefield

Substation, Main Collector

Compound, Satellite

Collector Compounds and

BESS compound, to ensure

that unacceptable noise

impacts do not arise

There will be no permanent To minimise changes to Design Commitments

(continuous) lighting for dark skies and tranquillity [ENO010158/APP/5.9]
security purposes, except associated with the
where necessary to take existing landscape and

account of health and safety visual baseline.
requirements at emergency

exits

Perimeter fencing around To minimise landscape Design Commitments
the Rosefield Substation, and visual impacts of new [EN010158/APP/5.9]
Satellite Collector built structures by the use

Compounds, BESS and Main of recessive colours
Collector Compound will be
metallic or green in colour

10.7.4.  The new planting proposals outlined in Table 10.9 above respond directly
to specific guidelines in the Aylesbury Vale Landscape Character
Assessment [Ref. 10-26].

10.7.5.  Inrelation to LCA 5.6 - Claydon Vale, the Aylesbury Vale Landscape
Character Assessment notes:

e “Conserve the pattern of smaller field and woodland parcels.
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e Encourage the retention and strengthening of the historic hedgerow
pattern by infilling gaps and establishing new hedgerow trees.

e Encourage the management of hedgerows through traditional cutting
regimes.

e Maintain the condition and extent of unimproved and semi-improved
grassland wherever possible. Encourage good management practices.

e Maintain and enhance connectivity.”

10.7.6.  Inrelation to LCA 5.7 - Hogshaw Claylands, the Aylesbury Vale
Landscape Character Assessment notes:

e “Encourage the retention and strengthening of the historic hedgerow
pattern by infilling gaps and establishing new hedgerow trees. Oaks are
a feature of hedgerows in this area.

e Encourage the management of hedgerows through traditional cutting
regimes.

e Promote the management and conservation of vegetation adjacent to
the meandering watercourses including the pollarding of willow.

e Encourage the management of existing woodland and promote the
establishment of new woodland particularly where it will reduce the
visual impact of pylon lines.

e Maintain the condition and extent of unimproved and semi-improved
grassland wherever possible. Encourage good management practices.

e Improve the management of historic meadows and pastures.

e Encourage the restoration and management of ponds and the area
around them to provide a succession of habitats from open water
through to mature trees.

e Enhance connectivity of habitats.”

10.7.7.  Inrelation to LCA 7.3 — Claydon Bowl, the Aylesbury Vale Landscape
Character Assessment notes:

e “Encourage the retention and strengthening of the historic hedgerow
pattern by infilling gaps and establishing new hedgerow trees. Oaks are
a feature of hedgerows in this area.

e Maintain and improve the condition of existing hedgerows through
traditional cutting regimes.

e Maintain the condition and extent of existing woodland and promote the
establishment of new woodland.

e Maintain the condition and extent of unimproved and semi-improved
grassland. Encourage good management practices.
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e Promote the connectivity of habitats, particularly woodland.
e Maintain extent of parkland and broadleaved woodland.

e Promote the conservation and interpretation of rich historic
environment.

¢ |dentify key views to Claydon house and parkland and ridge top villages
from publicly accessible land and promote the preservation and
enhancement of these views.”

10.7.8.  Inrelation to LCA 9.1 — Finemere Hill, the Aylesbury Vale Landscape
Character Assessment notes:

e “Encourage the retention and strengthening of the historic hedgerow
pattern with new hedgerow trees, predominantly oak.

e Maintain and improve condition of existing hedgerows through
traditional cutting regimes.

e Maintain the distinctive pattern of historic routeways.

e Support and promote recreational access by footpaths and bridleways
to the hill.

e Promote information and understanding about the historic importance
and appropriate management of historic woodland features such as
irregular edges, assarts, banks and ditches.

e Maintain the sparsely settled remote character of the landscape.”
10.8. Assessment of likely effects (without additional mitigation)

10.8.1.  This section outlines the likely effects that have been identified in relation
to landscape and visual amenity during construction, operation (including
maintenance) and decommissioning, in the absence of additional
mitigation.

10.8.2. It should be noted that successful implementation and long-term
maintenance of the embedded mitigation outlined in Table 10.9 (which
comprises mainly of new hedgerow and structure planting) relies on
implementation of additional mitigation measures. The new planting
outlined in Table 10.9 would not establish or survive in the long term and
achieve its intended purpose without maintenance and management as
set out in the Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6]. Therefore, this section
presents a hypothetical worst-case scenario where the new planting does
not establish or achieve its intended purpose.

10.8.3.  Likewise, in the absence of additional mitigation measures during
construction/decommissioning, it is impossible to say with any certainty
what the impact on existing landscape fabric (including woodland, trees
and hedgerows) might be.
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Solar Farm

However, these are unrealistic scenarios as the additional mitigation set
out in Section 10.9 will be secured and therefore the assessment in this
section is brief with the more realistic and detailed assessment of likely
significant effects on landscape and visual amenity being presented in
Section 10.10 below.

Construction

10.8.5.

10.8.6.

10.8.7.

In the absence of additional mitigation, there would be potential for
significant effects to arise on landscape character and visual amenity
during construction.

Significant effects on landscape character would potentially occur to within
and up to 1km from the Site across LCA 5.7 — Hogshaw Claylands, LCA
7.3 — Claydon Bowl and LCA 9.1 — Finemere Hill.

Significant effects on visual amenity would also potentially be experienced
by residential receptors, users of roads and PRoW and visitors to local
recreational attractions up to 2km from the Order Limits.

Operation (including maintenance)

10.8.8.

10.8.9.

10.8.10.

In the absence of additional mitigation, there would be potential for
significant effects to arise on landscape character and visual amenity
during operation (including maintenance) due to the presence of new
structures and infrastructure associated with the Proposed Development.

Significant effects on landscape character would potentially occur up to
1km from the Site across LCA 5.7 — Hogshaw Claylands, LCA 7.3 —
Claydon Bowl and LCA 9.1 — Finemere Hill.

Significant effects on visual amenity would also potentially be experienced
by residential receptors, users of roads and PRoW and visitors to local
recreational attractions up to 2km from the Order Limits.

Decommissioning

10.8.11.

10.8.12.

10.8.13.

In the absence of additional mitigation, there would be potential for
significant effects to arise on landscape character and visual amenity as a
result of the decommissioning process.

Significant effects on landscape character would potentially occur up to
1km from the Site across LCA 5.7 — Hogshaw Claylands, LCA 7.3 —
Claydon Bowl and LCA 9.1.

Significant effects on visual amenity would also potentially be experienced
by residential receptors, users of roads and PRoW and visitors to local
recreational attractions up to 2km from the Order Limits.
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10.9. Additional mitigation
Construction

10.9.1.  Construction of the Proposed Development would be undertaken in
accordance with the principles established in the Outline CEMP
[EN010158/APP/7.2] and the Outline Construction Transport
Management Plan (Outline CTMP) [EN010158/APP/7.5].

10.9.2.  The Outline CEMP [EN010158/APP/7.2] would ensure that construction
is undertaken in a sensitive manner with regard to the existing landscape
fabric within the Site. It would ensure that all existing hedgerows, trees
and woodland would be retained and protected during construction as set
out in the ES Volume 4, Appendix 7.13: Arboricultural Impact
Assessment [EN010158/APP/6.4] (except where removal is indicated on
the vegetation removal plans shown in Appendix 3: Vegetation Removal
Parameters of the Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6]). It would also
ensure that Construction Compounds are maintained in a neat and tidy
appearance and that any temporary construction lighting is operated in
accordance with an agreed scheme.

10.9.3.  The Outline CTMP [EN010158/APP/7.5] would ensure that construction
heavy goods vehicle movements would be routed in accordance with the
strategy agreed with the Local Planning Authority and avoid landscape
and visual effects on additional receptors.

Operation (including maintenance)

10.9.4.  During the operation (including maintenance) phase of the Proposed
Development, existing and newly established habitats and planting would
be maintained in accordance with the principles established in the Outline
LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6].

10.9.5.  The Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6] would ensure, amongst other
things, that any defective planting is replaced during the establishment
period defined in the Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6] and that all new
planting establishes successfully by Year 10. It would ensure that existing
and new hedgerows (once established) will be maintained at heights of
between 3-3.5m for the duration of the operation phase of the Proposed
Development.

Decommissioning

10.9.6. Decommissioning of the Proposed Development would be undertaken in
accordance with the principles established in the Outline
Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan (Outline DEMP)
[ENO010158/APP/7.4].
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10.9.8.

10.10.

Solar Farm

The Outline DEMP [EN010158/APP/7.4] would ensure that
decommissioning is undertaken in a sensitive manner, providing root
protection as appropriate to the existing and retained vegetation within the
Site. It would ensure that existing and established hedgerows, trees and
woodland would be retained and protected during decommissioning
(except where removal is required to facilitate decommissioning). It would
also ensure that decommissioning compounds maintain a neat and tidy
appearance and that any temporary lighting is operated in accordance
with a scheme agreed with the Local Planning Authority.

The soil resource within the Site would be managed during
decommissioning in accordance with the principles established in the
Outline Soil Management Plan (Outline SMP) [EN010158/APP/7.7].

Assessment of residual effects (with additional mitigation)

Sensitivity of receptors

Landscape receptors

10.10.1.

10.10.2.

10.10.3.

10.10.4.

In order to inform the assessment of likely significant effects on landscape
character, a landscape sensitivity appraisal has been undertaken
considering the various landscape susceptibility and value criteria, which
combine to determine landscape sensitivity to the type of development
proposed. The appraisal draws upon observations contained within NCA
Profile 108 [Ref. 10-24], NCA Profile 109 [Ref. 10-25], the Aylesbury Vale
Landscape Character Assessment [Ref. 10-26], Defining the Special
Qualities of Local Landscape Designations in Aylesbury Vale District [Ref.
10-33], Steeple Claydon Neighbourhood Plan [Ref. 10-28], and North
Marston Neighbourhood Plan [Ref. 10-32]. These documents are
summarised in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from
Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4].

In addition to reviewing the published landscape character assessment
documents, field survey work was undertaken during the baseline
assessment.

Three of the eight LCAs considered in this assessment extend beyond the
study area. The conclusions regarding landscape sensitivity therefore
relate specifically to the tract of the LCAs within the study area.

The full landscape sensitivity appraisal is presented in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 10.3: Rosefield Landscape Sensitivity Appraisal
[ENO010158/APP/6.4]. The principal findings of the appraisal are
summarised below in Table 10.10.
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Table 10.10: Summary of landscape sensitivity

Character area

NCA 108: Upper Thames

Clay Vales

NCA 109: Midvale Ridge
LCT 5: Shallow Valleys
LCA 5.4: Twyford Vale
LCA 5.6: Claydon Valley

LCA 5.7: Hogshaw
Claylands

LCA 5.8: North Marston
Undulating Claylands

LCT 7: Wooded Rolling
Lowlands

LCA 7.3: Claydon Bowl

LCT 9: Low Hills and
Ridges

LCA 9.1: Finemere Hill
LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill

LCA 9.3: Pitchcott-
Whitchurch Ridge

Low

Low
Medium/low
Low
Medium/Low

Medium

Medium/Low

Medium/low

Medium

Medium

High/Medium
Medium

Medium/Low

Quainton-Wing Hills Area of Medium

Attractive Landscape

Visual receptors

10.10.5.

Susceptibility Value

Community/National

Community/Regional
Community
Community
Community

Community

Community

Community/Regional

Regional

Regional

Regional
Regional

Regional

Regional

/
o
Vo,
(7
x,,

Rosefiel

Solar Farm

Sensitivity

Medium/low

Low
Low
Low
Low

Medium/low

Low

Medium/low

Medium

Medium

Medium
Medium

Medium/low

Medium

For the purposes of this chapter, visual receptor groups (under the

headings of settlements, users of main roads, users of main transport
routes, users of recreational routes, users of other recreational receptors)
have been identified. Table 10.11 below identifies the sensitivity of the
visual receptor groups.
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Table 10.11: Summary of visual receptor sensitivity

Visual receptors Susceptibility Value Sensitivity
Settlements

Botolph Claydon, High Community High/medium
Granborough, North

Marston, Oving, Steeple

Claydon

Users of main roads

Orchard Way, Calvert Medium Community Medium
Road, Quainton Road,

Claydon Road, Winslow

Road, East Claydon Road,

Queen Catherine Road,

Botyl Road, Saint Mary’s

Road, Addison Road

Users of main transport routes

East West Rail Medium Community Medium
Users of recreational routes

NCN Route No. 51 High National High

Long distance trails: North High Regional High/medium
Buckinghamshire

Way/Matthew’s Way; The

Midshires Way; Swan’s

Way/Outer Aylesbury Ring;

Bernwood Jubilee Way

PRoW (SCL/12/1, SCL/12/2, High Community/ High/medium
SCL/13/1 and SCL/13/2) regional

between Calvert Road and

HS2 to within Parcel 1

Three Points Lane and High Community/ High/medium
PRoW (MCL/17/1, regional

MCL/18/1, MCL/18/2,

MCL/20/1, MCL/20/2,

MCL/30/1, GUN/28/1,

GUN/30/1 and GUN/33/1)

between Calvert Road and
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Visual receptors

Susceptibility

Rosefielc?

Solar Farm

Sensitivity

HS2 to the east of Parcel 1
and within Parcel 1a

PRoW (MCL/15/1,
MCL/16/1, and ECL/9/1)
between Three Points Lane
and Splash Lane (Three
Points Lane Bridleway)

PRoW (ECL/7/1 ECL/7/2,
ECL/8/1, ECL/9/2, ECL/10/1,
ECL/10/2 to ECL/10/5)
between Botolph Claydon
and Runt’s Wood

PRoW (ECL/8/2, QUA/38/1,
QUA/40/3, QUA41/1,
QUA/42/2 and MCL/22/1) to
Finemere Hill

PRoW (MCL/2/1, QUA/34/1,
QUA/35/1 QUA/36/2,
QUA/36/3, QUA/39/1,
QUA/38/2, QUA/40/1,
QUA/40/3, QUA/42/1,
GUN/34/1 and QUA/40/4)
between Finemere Hill and
HS2/Claydon Road

PRoW (ECL/3/1, ECL/3A/1,
ECL/3/2, ECL/4/1, ECL/4/2,
ECL/5/1, ECL/6/1) between
East Claydon Road/East
Claydon and Parcel 3

PRoW (HOG/6/1, GRA1/1,
GRA/1/2, GRA/2/1, GRA/2/2,
GRA/3/1, GRA/3/2, GRA/4/1,
GRA/10/1, GRA/11/1,
WIS/1/2) between East
Claydon Road/Parcel 3 and
Hogshaw
Road/Granborough

PRoW (SCL/7/1, SCL/7/2,
SCL/8/1, SCL/8/2, SCL/8/3,

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

Community/
regional

Community/
regional

Community/
regional

Community/
regional

Community/
regional

Community/
regional

Community/
regional

High/medium

High/medium

High/medium

High/medium

High/medium

High/medium

High/medium
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Visual receptors Susceptibility Sensitivity

SCL/8/4, SCL/9/1, SCL/9/3,
MCL/10/1, MCL/10/2) and
roads between Steeple
Claydon/Queen Catherine
Road and Calvert Road

Users of other recreational receptors

Claydon House High Regional High/medium
Hogshaw Farm and Wildlife High Regional High/medium
Park

10.10.6. Inthe PEIR, users of East West Rail were reported to be of low
susceptibility to change in views, to be of community value and therefore
to be of low sensitivity to the type of development proposed.
Buckinghamshire Council requested that this appraisal be reconsidered to
reflect the large number of people who use the route.

10.10.7. Railway passengers are often assessed to be of low susceptibility
reflecting the transient nature of the view and the high speed at which
views are experienced.

10.10.8. ltis acknowledged that East West Rail would carry a large volume of
passengers who would experience views of the Proposed Development in
Parcel 1. It is important to appreciate that the number of people using the
route does not influence the susceptibility of the individual receptor
travelling along it. Nevertheless, in response to the request from
Buckinghamshire Council, and in order to acknowledge the large number
of receptors who would experience views, the susceptibility of these
receptors has been increased in this assessment to be medium.

10.10.9. The view experienced by passengers is still assessed to be of community
value. There are no specific values attached to the route. It is not
recognised as a scenic route and does not pass through any landscape
designation. The route passes through a pleasantly agrarian landscape
but one which does not have any special qualities that elevate its value
above other rural areas in Buckinghamshire.

10.10.10. Therefore, the sensitivity of railway passengers in this chapter is assessed
to be medium.
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Viewpoint analysis

10.10.11.

10.10.12.

10.10.13.

10.10.14.

10.10.15.

10.10.16.

In order to inform the assessment of magnitude and significance of
residual effects on landscape character and visual amenity, Viewpoint
analysis has been undertaken for a total of 43 assessment Viewpoints.

As noted in Table 10.1, the assessment Viewpoint locations were agreed
with Buckinghamshire Council to represent the main landscape and visual
receptors found in the study area.

A plan illustrating the location of the assessment Viewpoints is presented
in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.6: Viewpoint Locations
[EN010158/APP/6.3]. The assessment Viewpoints are also illustrated on
all subsequent ZTVs figures.

Annotated baseline photographs are presented for each assessment
Viewpoint in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA Visualisations
[EN010158/APP/6.4] to illustrate the existing view and the likely extent of
the Proposed Development within the view. Year 1 and Year 10
photomontages have also been prepared for 11 of the Viewpoints. These
are presented in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.6: LVIA Visualisations
[ENO10158/APP/6.4].

A detailed analysis of the scale of landscape and visual change at the
assessment Viewpoint locations during the construction, operation
(including maintenance), and decommissioning phases of the Proposed
Development is presented in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.4: Rosefield
Viewpoint Analysis [EN010158/APP/6.4]. The assessment of effects
during the construction phase assumes a reasonable worst-case scenario
at the specific Viewpoint whenever that occurs during construction. The
effects during the operation (including maintenance) phase are assessed
in Year 1 after construction and again in Year 10 by when it is assumed
that all new mitigation planting (including hedgerows and trees) will have
established. A summary of the findings is presented in Table 10.12 below.

The Viewpoint analysis considers only the scale of landscape and visual
change at the assessment Viewpoints. The wider extent of landscape and
visual effects (beyond the individual Viewpoint considered), and its
duration, are not captured in the Viewpoint analysis (as a single fixed
Viewpoint cannot capture extent or duration). As detailed in ES Volume 4,
Appendix 10.1: LVIA Methodology and Assessment Criteria
[ENO10158/APP/6.4], scale, extent and duration are all factors in the
overall judgement on magnitude of effect. Therefore, judgements on
magnitude of effect and overall level of effect and significance are
provided in the subsequent description of effects during construction,
operation (including maintenance) and decommissioning.
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Table 10.12: Viewpoint analysis summary

Vpt Viewpoint name and  Visual scale of change Landscape scale of change
[\[o} LCA
Construction/ Year 1 Year 10 Construction/ Year 1 Year 10
decommissioning operational operational decommissioning operational operational
1 Calvert Cottages, Small Small Small/Negligible  Small Small Negligible
Calvert Road
LCA7.3
2 Catherine Cottages, Medium Medium Small/Negligible  Medium/Small Medium/Small  Negligible

Blackmorehill Farm
Cottages, Calvert
Road

LCA 7.3

3 Bridleway MCL/17/1,  Medium/Small Medium/Small Small Small Small Small
east of Knowilhill
Farm

LCA7.3

4 Footpath SCL/13/2 Medium Medium Small/Negligible ~ Medium Medium/Small  Negligible
LCA7.3

5 Bridleway MCL/17/1,  Medium/Small Medium/Small Medium/Small Medium/Small Small Small
Claydon House

LCA7.3
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Viewpoint name and  Visual scale of change Landscape scale of change
LCA

Construction/ Year 1 Year 10 Construction/ Year 1 Year 10
decommissioning operational operational decommissioning operational operational

6 Winters Tale Medium/Small Medium/Small Medium/Small Small Small Small
Farmhouse/Wedding
Venue

LCA7.3

7 Footpath SCL/9/1, Small Small Small Small Small Small
Steeple Claydon

LCA 7.3

8 Footpath ECL/9/2, Medium/Small Small Small/Negligible  Small Small Negligible
Botolph Claydon

LCA 7.3

9 Footpath ECL/8/1, Medium Medium Medium/Small Medium Medium Medium/Small
Bernwood Jubilee
Way, Botolph
Claydon

LCA7.3

10 Footpath ECL/8/1, Large Large Large/Medium Large Large Large/Medium
Bernwood Jubilee
Way

LCA7.3
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Vpt Viewpoint name and  Visual scale of change Landscape scale of change
\[o} LCA

Construction/ Year 1 Year 10 Construction/ Year 1 Year 10
decommissioning operational operational decommissioning operational operational

1 Footpath ECL/8/1, Large Large Large/Medium Large Large Large/Medium
Bernwood Jubilee
Way

LCA7.3

12 Bridleway ECL/10/2, Large Large Medium/Small Large Large Small
Splash Lane (Three
Points Lane
Bridleway)

LCA 7.3

13 Saint Mary’s Medium Medium Medium/Small Medium Medium Medium/Small
Road/Bernwood
Jubilee Way, Botolph
Claydon

LCA 7.3

14 Footpath ECL/9/1 Small Small Small Small Small Small
LCA7.3

15 Footpath QUA/38/1 Large Large Medium/Small Large Large/Medium  Small
LCA 9.1
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Vpt Viewpoint name and  Visual scale of change Landscape scale of change
LCA

Construction/ Year 1 Year 10 Construction/ Year 1 Year 10
decommissioning operational operational decommissioning operational operational

16 Bridleway GUN/34/1, Small Small/ Negligible  Negligible Small/ Negligible  Negligible Negligible
Finemere House

LCA 9.1

17 Footpath QUA/39/1, Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible
Bernwood Jubilee
Way

LCAT74

18 Claydon Large Large/Medium Small Large Large/Medium  Small/Negligible
Road/Granborough
Road

LCA 5.7

19 Footpath HOG/7/1, Large Large Medium/Small Large Large/Medium  Small
Hogshaw Farm and
Wildlife Park

LCAS.7

20 Granborough Road Medium Medium/Small Medium/Small Medium Small Small
LCA 5.7
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Viewpoint name and
LCA

Bridleway ECL/5/1,
North Bucks
Way/Midshires Way

LCAT7.3

Bridleway ECL/5/1,
North Bucks
Way/Midshires Way

LCA 5.7

Footpath ECL/4/1,
Sion Hill Farm

LCA 5.6

Winslow Road,
Footpath ECL/3/1

LCA 5.6

Footpath ECL/4/2
LCAS5.7

Footpath GRA/2/1
LCA5.6

Visual scale of change

Construction/

decommissioning

Large/Medium

Large/Medium

Large/Medium

Small

Large/Medium

Small

Year 1
operational

Medium

Medium

Large/Medium

Small

Large/Medium

Small

Year 10
operational

Medium/Small

Small

Medium

Small

Medium/Small

Small/Negligible

/
v
Rosefielty

Landscape scale of change

Construction/

decommissioning

Medium

Large/Medium

Large/Medium

Small

Medium

Small

Year 1
operational

Medium/Small

Medium/Small

Large/Medium

Negligible

Medium

Small/
Negligible

Solar Farm

Year 10
operational

Small

Small

Medium

Negligible

Small

Small/Negligible

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158

78



Rosefield Solar Farm

/
y
Environmental Statement H
Volume 2, Chapter 10: Landscape and Visual Roseflel

Solar Farm

Vpt Viewpoint name and  Visual scale of change Landscape scale of change
\[o} LCA

Construction/ Year 1 Year 10 Construction/ Year 1 Year 10
decommissioning operational operational decommissioning operational operational

27 Hogshaw Road, Medium/Small Medium/Small Medium/Small Medium/Small Medium/Small  Small
Bridleway HOG/6/1,
North Bucks
Way/Midshires Way

LCA 5.7

28 Footpath GRA/10/1, Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium/Small  Medium/Small
Granborough

LCA 5.8

29 Footpath HOG/1/2, Small/ Negligible  Small/ Negligible  Small/ Negligible  Negligible Negligible Negligible
North Bucks
Way/Midshires Way,
Outer Aylesbury Ring

LCA 5.8

30 Bridleway QUA/2/1, Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium
Outer Aylesbury
Ring, Conduit Hill

LCA9.2

31 Bridleway QUA/2/2, Medium Medium/Small Medium/Small Medium Medium/Small  Medium/Small
Swan’s Way, Outer
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Viewpoint name and  Visual scale of change Landscape scale of change
LCA

Construction/ Year 1 Year 10 Construction/ Year 1 Year 10
decommissioning operational operational decommissioning operational operational

Aylesbury Ring,
Quainton Hill mast
LCA 9.2

32 Footpath NMA/1/1, Small Small Small Small Small/ Small/Negligible
Outer Aylesbury Negligible
Ring, Brook Farm

LCA 5.8

33 Footpath OVI/20/1, Small Small Small Small/ Negligible ~ Small/ Small/Negligible
Oving Negligible
LCA 9.3

34 Footpath WAD/3/1, Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible
Outer Aylesbury
Ring, Waddesdon

LCA9.4

35 Footpath GUN/22/2,  Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible
Grendon Underwood
LCAT74

36 Footpath CHA/7/1, Small/ Negligible  Negligible Negligible Small/ Negligible  Negligible Negligible
Windmill Hill

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 80



Rosefield Solar Farm

/
y
Environmental Statement H
Volume 2, Chapter 10: Landscape and Visual Roseflel

Solar Farm

Vpt Viewpoint name and  Visual scale of change Landscape scale of change
N[o} LCA
Construction/ Year 1 Year 10 Construction/ Year 1 Year 10
decommissioning operational operational decommissioning operational operational
LCA 7.1
37 Footpath HIL/19/1, Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible Negligible
Hillesden Hamlet
LCA 4.2
38 Permissive footpath, Small Small Small Small Small Small
Steeple Claydon
LCA7.3
39 East West Rail Small/ Negligible  Small/ Negligible  Small/ Negligible  Negligible Negligible Negligible
overbridge, Addison
Road
LCA7.3
40 Saint Mary’s Road, Medium/Small Medium/Small Small Medium/Small Small Small

Bernwood Jubilee
Way, Footpath
ECL/11/1, Mushroom
Shelter

LCA7.3

41 Permissive footpath, Large Large/Medium Small Large Large/Medium  Small
Runt’'s Wood
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Vpt Viewpoint name and  Visual scale of change Landscape scale of change
N[o} LCA
Construction/ Year 1 Year 10 Construction/ Year 1 Year 10
decommissioning operational operational decommissioning operational operational
LCA 9.1
42 Footpath SCL/12/1, Large Large Large Large Large Large
LCA 7.3
43 Pygmy goat Large/Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium

enclosure, Hogshaw
Farm and Wildlife
Park
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Construction

10.10.17.

10.10.18.

10.10.19.

The overall construction period including commissioning would last up to
30 months although in most locations, active construction works would
only be visible for a much shorter duration than this, after which there
would be a period of much less intensive commissioning which would not
give rise to significant landscape or visual effects.

It is evident from the assessment presented in the subsequent sections of
this chapter that there is notable intervisibility between Parcels 2 and 3
and to the Interconnecting Cabling Corridor that runs between them.
Hence a number of static visual receptors identified in this assessment
would have a combined view of construction in and between Parcels 2 and
3. This is particularly the case for views from more elevated landscapes
within Parcel 2 and also to the wider study area to the east of Parcel 2,
again, particularly from more elevated locations.

As detailed in Table 3.20 of ES Volume 1, Chapter 3: Proposed
Development Description [EN010158/APP/6.1], for the purposes of
assessment it has been assumed that the construction works would be
undertaken across the 30 month period across the Order Limits, which is
temporary in nature. Although it is unlikely that any receptors would
experience continuous construction activity over this full duration, all
construction effects have been treated as medium term effects in the
assessment and identified as such where relevant in order to provide a
worst-case scenario.

Landscape fabric

10.10.20.

10.10.21.

The Proposed Development has been designed to avoid blocks of
woodland as per the Outline CEMP [EN010158/APP/7.2] and would
incorporate suitable root protection area buffers as per the Design
Commitments [EN010158/APP/5.9] to ensure that these important
features of the landscape fabric would remain unaffected during
construction.

Construction of the Proposed Development would require the removal of
various lengths of existing hedgerow including some which contain
hedgerow trees as illustrated and tabulated in Appendix 3: Vegetation
Removal Parameters of the Outline LEMP [EN010158/APP/7.6]. Where
vegetation removal or management is required, the works would be limited
to the required amount of vegetation removal, making use of existing gaps
and access points where possible, to achieve the necessary
accessl/Vvisibility. Pruning of vegetation would be preferred over removal
wherever possible. Full details of the hedgerows affected are set out in ES
Volume 4, Appendix 7.13: Arboricultural Impact Assessment
[ENO10158/APP/6.4]. The total length of hedgerow removal would be up
to a maximum of 2,060m, with actual removal minimised in the detailed
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design stage. The hedgerow removal would typically be in sections of 5m
to 30m and scattered throughout the Order Limits. Longer lengths of
hedgerow removal (over 30m in length) would be required to facilitate the
Site access points on Claydon Road and Three Points Lane and from two
field boundaries in Parcel 3. Whilst in total this is a notable length of
hedgerow, when considered in the context of the Order Limits as a whole,
it is a small proportion of the total length of hedgerows in the study area.

10.10.22. New hedgerows would be replanted in most of the locations where
removed, including alongside highways works and across cable corridors
(the exceptions would be where sight lines and operational access into
fields needs to be maintained and where the Rosefield Substation and
Main Collector Compound are located). In addition, extensive new
hedgerow and structural planting would be planted in accordance with
Outline LEMP, Appendix 1: Green and Blue Infrastructure Parameters
[ENO010158/APP/7.6]. The total length of new hedgerow (at least 3,420m)
and structural woodland planting (at least c. 8.5ha) proposed within the
Order Limits would far exceed the amount removed during construction. In
the short to medium term during construction however, there would be a
small scale of change to the fabric of the landscape in terms of hedgerow
and tree cover. The underlying pattern and structure of the landscape
would remain largely unchanged.

10.10.23. All of the fields impacted by the Proposed Development including
construction activities is currently farmland. There is no permanent
vegetation cover in these fields and as such there would be no effect on
permanent land cover within these fields during construction.

10.10.24. No other discernible features of the existing landscape fabric would be
affected during construction.

10.10.25. The sensitivity of the existing hedgerows in the landscape is variable
across the Site given that some are in better condition than others.
However, taken collectively the sensitivity of the hedgerows in the study
area is assessed to be high/medium. There would be a small scale of
change over a wide area and for a short duration resulting in a slight
magnitude of effect.

10.10.26. Therefore, there is likely to be a moderate adverse effect on existing
landscape fabric, which is considered to be not significant. In this case
the moderate effect has been assessed to be not significant as the
magnitude of effect has a determining influence on the overall significance
rating. In the professional opinion of the assessor, this tips the balance of
significance closer towards a moderate/minor effect than a
major/moderate effect, which is not significant.
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Landscape character

10.10.27. Effects during the construction phase on landscape character would arise
from:

¢ short-term change of farmland to a construction site including the
formation of temporary construction compounds (with associated
temporary night time lighting) and access tracks;

¢ increased vehicular movement and personnel in the landscape
delivering and erecting the component parts of the Proposed
Development;

¢ highways works and management;

e underground cable installation;

e temporary closure of footpaths;

e changes to landscape fabric resulting from vegetation removal; and

¢ the incremental increase in the infrastructure comprising the Proposed
Development.

10.10.28. Based on the Viewpoint analysis summarised in Table 10.12, the following
observations can be made regarding the scale of landscape change
across the study area during construction:

e Large scale change in landscape character would occur across all fields
in which components of the Proposed Development are being
constructed or installed. This is an unavoidable consequence of
construction as fields temporarily become a construction site.

e Large, medium and small scale change in landscape character would
also be experienced in various directions surrounding the fields in which
construction takes place. With distance from the construction activities,
the scale of change in landscape character would incrementally
decrease and in certain directions the screening effect of established
vegetation would reduce the distance over which effects would be
experienced. For example in Parcel 1, woodland along the southern
and western boundaries of the Site and to the east of Three Points
Lane would notably reduce the distance over which construction effects
on landscape character would be experienced to the south, east and
west of Parcel 1.

¢ In the vicinity of Parcel 2, large/medium scale change in landscape
character would be experienced up to approximately 0.5km to the east.
In the vicinity of Parcel 3, large/medium scale change in landscape
character would be experienced up to approximately 0.5km to the west.
Elsewhere large/medium scale change would be experienced from the
elevated landscapes up to approximately 2km to the east as a result of
the combined effects of Parcels 2 and 3.
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¢ Medium scale of change in landscape character would be experienced
up to approximately 0.75km to the east of Parcel 2 and to a maximum
of 1.2km to the east and west of Parcel 3; medium scale change would
extend to approximately 2km to the south east as a result of combined
effects of Parcels 2 and 3.

¢ In the vicinity of Parcel 1, small scale of change in landscape character
would extend to a maximum of 1.8km to the north as a result of
construction activity. In the vicinity of Parcel 2 and 3, small scale of
change in landscape character would not extend beyond a maximum of
2km from any construction activity with the exception of the combined
effects of Parcels 2 and 3 to approximately 2.5km to the east and south
east. Beyond these distances any effects on landscape character would
be at most small/negligible.

The following section provides an assessment of individual landscape
character areas from a national to local scale.

Upper Thames Clay Vales

A desk-based investigation of NCA 108: Upper Thames Clay Vales,
together with extensive site work, has established that none of the
identified key characteristics as listed in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2:
Rosefield Extracts from Published LCA [EN010157/APP/6.4] would be
impacted in any way by the Proposed Development with the exception of
the non-permanent loss of a small area of agricultural land.

In addition, extensive site work has established that the Proposed
Development is well contained within the NCA with small to negligible
scale effects at distances greater than 1.5km from the Order Limits. Any
large and medium-scale effects would be experienced over an extremely
limited extent of NCA 108: Upper Thames Clay Vales and would be
medium term in duration resulting in a slight/negligible magnitude of
effect.

The sensitivity of NCA 108: Upper Thames Clay Vales is assessed as
medium/low. Therefore, during construction, there is likely to be a
minor/negligible adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is
considered to be not significant.

Midvale Ridge

A desk-based investigation of 109: Midvale Ridge, together with extensive
site work, has established that none of the identified key characteristics as
listed in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from
Published LCA [EN010157/APP/6.4] would be impacted in any way by
the Proposed Development.

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 86



Rosefield Solar Farm

s

Ve

4(”‘,/
Environmental Statement H a
Volume 2, Chapter 10: Landscape and Visual Roseflel

Solar Farm

10.10.34. In addition, extensive site work has established that the Proposed
Development is well contained within the NCA with small to negligible
scale effects at distances greater than 1.5km from the Order Limits. Any
medium to small-scale effects would be experienced over an extremely
limited extent of 109: Midvale Ridge and would be medium term in
duration resulting in a negligible magnitude of effect.

10.10.35. The sensitivity of 109: Midvale Ridge is assessed as low. Therefore,
during construction, there is likely to be a negligible adverse effect on
existing landscape character, which is considered to be not significant.

LCT 5: Shallow Valleys

10.10.36. As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3], LCT 5: Shallow
Valleys includes the eastern fields of Parcel 2 and the whole of Parcel 3
together with the Interconnecting Cable Corridor between the two parcels.
The wider LCT extends in an arc from the north west boundary of Parcel 1
and to the east and south of Parcels 2 and 3.

10.10.37. The relevant extracts and observations relating to LCT 5: Shallow Valleys
is provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from
Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4] including key characteristics
relevant to the study area.

10.10.38. A desk based investigation of LCT 5: Shallow Valleys, together with
extensive site work, has established that three relevant characteristics
listed in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from
Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4] would be impacted by construction
of the Proposed Development as follows:

¢ Mixed land use with predominance of pasture in most areas;
e Strong hedgerow pattern; and

¢ Remote and tranquil away from roads.

10.10.39. Any large-scale effects on landscape character during construction within
LCT 5: Shallow Valleys would be experienced to within the Order Limits.
Effects would then diminish markedly outside of the immediate environs of
Parcels 2 and 3 within the flatter vale landscapes to the east of the Site.
Intermediate, generally medium-scale effects would be experienced to the
valley sides to the east and west of Parcel 3 up to a distance of 1.2km with
no more than small scale effects beyond this.

10.10.40. The effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site and associated with the Interconnecting Cable
Corridor, the Primary and Secondary Construction Compounds, the
incremental installation of new Solar PV modules, Main Collector
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Compound, BESS, Rosefield Substation and ancillary infrastructure such
as fencing and CCTV into fields which are currently in agricultural land
use. Any lighting would primarily be noticeable within the Construction
Compounds during the hours of darkness and consequently more so
during the winter months.

There would be intermittent periods of relatively intense human activity
and construction movements across the Site and therefore there would be
a short period with a relatively large impact on tranquillity experienced in
the landscape.

Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.

Wide, well-made, crushed stone access tracks are not an uncommon
feature of this tract of landscape and those introduced during construction
would not be notably different from those already present.

Whilst several breaks in hedgerows would be formed during construction
to accommodate access tracks, highway works and cable routes, most
existing mature broadleaf vegetation (including woodland, hedgerows and
trees) would remain undisturbed. The landscape pattern and underlying
landscape fabric would therefore remain largely undisturbed.

The construction activity would foreshorten some views across adjacent
fields but otherwise no skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance views
would be affected. In places, the sense of openness would be reduced
somewhat but all PRoW would have an appropriate offset.

The large to medium scale change identified above would be experienced
over a very limited extent of LCT 5: Shallow Valleys and would be medium
term in duration resulting in a slight magnitude of effect.

The sensitivity of LCT 5: Shallow Valleys is assessed as low. Therefore,
during construction, there is likely to be a minor adverse effect on LCT 5:
Shallow Valleys between East Claydon and Granborough, which is
considered to be not significant.

LCA 5.4: Twyford Vale

10.10.48.

10.10.49.

As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3] LCA 5.4: Twyford Vale
extends to the north and north west of Parcel 1. The LCA would
experience indirect effects as a result of the construction of the Proposed
Development.

A combination of gently undulating and low lying landform and a mature
established vegetation structure would serve to restrict the extent of
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effects during construction on landscape character within LCA 5.4:
Twyford Vale.

There would be a small scale of change to landscape character reducing
to negligible beyond a maximum distance of 1km from any construction
activity within the neighbouring LCA 7.3 Claydon Bowil.

The indirect effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site and the incremental installation of new Solar PV
development into fields which are currently in agricultural land use. This
activity would occur within a neighbouring LCA 7.3 Claydon Bowl and
would therefore have a commensurately reduced effect on the LCA 5.4:
Twyford Vale.

There would be intermittent periods of human activity and construction
movements which would be experienced within a neighbouring landscape
where tranquillity has already been reduced by HS2 and East West Rail
activity.

There would be no impact on skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance
views during construction and no impact on the character of the
surrounding villages (Steeple Claydon and Twyford).

The small scale of change identified above would be experienced over a
limited extent of LCA 5.4: Twyford Vale and would be medium term in
duration resulting in a negligible magnitude of effect.

The sensitivity of LCA 5.4: Twyford Vale has been assessed to be low.
Therefore, during construction, with reference specifically to the tract of
LCA 5.4: Twyford Vale as described above there is likely to be a
negligible adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is
considered to be not significant.

LCA 5.6: Claydon Valley

10.10.56.

10.10.57.

As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3] LCA 5.6: Claydon
Valley extends to the north of Parcel 3, with just one field of the Site (Field
E11) that would experience direct effects as a result of the construction of
the Proposed Development. Assessment Viewpoints 23, 24 and 26 all fall
within this LCA.

A combination of gently undulating and low lying landform and a mature
established vegetation structure would serve to restrict the extent of
effects during construction on landscape character within LCA 5.6:
Claydon Valley. Whilst there are some views from the upper valley sides
to the west, the valley bottom is very gently sloping, which, in combination
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with a generally intact hedgerow structure, results in a very limited extent
of effects on landscape character within LCA 5.6: Claydon Vale.

This is evidenced by the assessment Viewpoints which demonstrate that
beyond approximately 0.75km to the west of Parcel 3, there would be no
greater than a small or negligible scale of change on landscape character.

The effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site, the incremental installation of new Solar PV
modules within LCA 5.6: Claydon Valley. There would be indirect
construction effects arising from the construction, in neighbouring LCAs, of
the Primary Construction Compounds, Main Collector Compound, BESS,
Rosefield Substation and ancillary infrastructure such as fencing and
CCTV into fields which are currently in agricultural land use. Temporary
lighting would primarily be noticeable within the Construction Compounds
during the hours of darkness and consequently more so during the winter
months.

There would be intermittent periods of relatively intense human activity
and construction movements across the Site and therefore there would be
a short period with a relatively large, albeit very localised, impact on
tranquillity experienced in the landscape.

Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.

Wide, well-made, crushed stone access tracks are not an uncommon
feature of this tract of landscape and those introduced during construction
would not be notably different from those already present.

Whilst several breaks in hedgerows would be formed during construction
to accommodate access tracks, highway works and cable routes, most
existing mature broadleaf vegetation (including woodland, hedgerows and
trees) would remain undisturbed. The landscape pattern and underlying
landscape fabric would therefore remain largely undisturbed.

The construction activity would foreshorten some views across adjacent
fields but otherwise no skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance views
would be affected. In places the sense of openness would be reduced
somewhat but all PRoW would have an appropriate offset.

The large/medium and small scale change identified above would be
experienced over a limited extent of LCA 5.6: Claydon Valley and would
be medium term in duration resulting in a slight magnitude of effect.

The sensitivity of LCA 5.6: Claydon Valley has been assessed to be low.
Therefore, during construction, there is likely to be a minor adverse effect
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on existing landscape character extending to approximately 0.75km to the
north west of Parcel 3, which is considered to be not significant.

LCA 5.7: Hogshaw Claylands

10.10.67.

10.10.68.

10.10.69.

10.10.70.

10.10.71.

The eastern extents of Parcel 2 (Fields D8-9 and D18-19) and majority of
Parcel 3 (Fields E11 and E20-23), together with the Interconnecting Cable
Corridor between them, lie within LCA 5.7: Hogshaw Claylands, as
illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape Character
Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3]. Assessment Viewpoints 18 to 20
lie to the east of Parcel 2 whilst Viewpoints 22, 25 and 27 surround Parcel
3 but all fall within this LCA.

The low ground of the valley, including that of Parcel 3 is relatively flat
and, together with a relatively intact hedgerow network, hedgerow trees
and tree belts, tends to limit views to the environs of the Site to the north
and wider landscape to the east and south. The extent of Parcel 2 within
LCA 5.7: Hogshaw Claylands is also on relatively low lying land bordered
by strong hedgerows which limit views to the wider landscapes to the east.
The experience of the construction effects would therefore vary throughout
LCA 5.7: Hogshaw Claylands with relatively limited views from all but the
immediate west of Parcel 3 and east of Parcel 2, with even the more
elevated landscapes to the east and south largely screened by local
topography and field boundary vegetation.

Any discernible large to medium-scale effects on landscape character
during construction within LCA 5.7: Hogshaw Claylands would be
experienced to approximately 0.5km west of Parcel 3 and would quickly
diminish to medium scale beyond this, with no more than small-scale
effects from 0.75km. Medium-scale effects would also be experienced to
some 0.5km to the east of Parcel 2.

The effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site and associated with the Interconnecting Cable
Corridor, the Primary and Secondary Construction Compounds, the
incremental installation of new Solar PV modules, Main Collector
Compound, BESS, Rosefield Substation and ancillary infrastructure such
as fencing and CCTV into fields which are currently in agricultural land
use. Temporary lighting would primarily be noticeable within the
Construction Compounds during the hours of darkness and consequently
more so during the winter months.

There would be intermittent periods of relatively intense human activity
and construction movements across the Site and therefore there would be
a short period with a relatively large impact on tranquillity experienced in
the landscape.
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Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.

Wide, well-made, crushed stone access tracks are not an uncommon
feature of this tract of landscape and those introduced during construction
would not be notably different from those already present.

Whilst several breaks in hedgerows would be formed during construction
to accommodate access tracks, highway works and cable routes, most
existing mature broadleaf vegetation (including woodland, hedgerows and
trees) would remain undisturbed. The landscape pattern and underlying
landscape fabric would therefore remain largely undisturbed.

The construction activity would foreshorten some views across adjacent
fields but otherwise no skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance views
would be affected. In places the sense of openness would be reduced
somewhat but all PRoW would have an appropriate offset.

The large to medium scale change identified above would be experienced
over an intermediate (tending towards wide) extent of LCA 5.7: Hogshaw
Claylands and would be medium term in duration resulting in a moderate
magnitude of effect.

The sensitivity of LCA 5.7: Hogshaw Claylands has been assessed to be
medium/low. Therefore, during construction, there is likely to be a
moderate adverse effect on existing landscape character extending to
approximately 0.5km to the east and west of Parcels 2 and 3 respectively,
which is considered to be significant. In this case, the moderate effect
has been assessed to be significant as the magnitude of the effect
(particularly the extent of the effect) is judged to have a defining influence
on the overall significance rating. In the professional opinion of the
assessor, this tips the balance of significance closer towards a
major/moderate effect.

LCA 5.8: North Marston Undulating Claylands

10.10.78.

10.10.79.

As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3], LCA 5.8: North
Marston Undulating Claylands extends from 0.5km to the east of Parcel 2.
The LCA would experience indirect effects as a result of the construction
of the Proposed Development. Assessment Viewpoints 28 and 32 fall
within this LCA.

The gently elevated ridge of land which rises towards the western extents
of LCA 5.8: North Marston Undulating Claylands would serve to restrict the
extent of indirect effects during construction on landscape character to
distances of between 1 to 2.5km from the Site.
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Any discernible medium scale indirect effects on the landscape character
of LCA 5.8: North Marston Undulating Claylands during construction would
be experienced to at least 1Tkm to the east of Parcel 3 and would quickly
diminish to small scale beyond this, with no more than negligible scale
effects from 2.5km.

The indirect effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site and the incremental installation of new Solar PV
development into fields which are currently in agricultural land use.
Temporary lighting would primarily be noticeable within the Primary
Construction Compounds during the hours of darkness and consequently
more so during the winter months. This activity would occur within
neighbouring LCA and would therefore have a commensurately reduced
effect on LCA 5.8: North Marston Undulating Claylands.

There would be intermittent periods of human activity and construction
movements which would be experienced within a neighbouring landscape
which would have very limited effect on LCA 5.8: North Marston
Undulating Claylands.

There would be no impact on skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance
views during construction and no impact on the character of the
surrounding villages. The construction activity would not foreshorten any
views across adjacent fields and no skylines, horizons, vistas or long
distance views would be affected and the sense of openness would largely
remain.

The medium to small scale change identified above would be experienced
over a localised extent of LCA 5.8: North Marston Undulating Claylands
and would be medium term in duration resulting in a slight magnitude of
effect.

The sensitivity of LCA 5.8 North Marston Undulating Claylands has been
assessed to be low. Therefore, during construction, with reference
specifically to the tract of the LCA as described above there is likely to be
a minor adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is
considered to be not significant.

LCT 7: Wooded Rolling Lowlands

10.10.86.

As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3] LCT 7: Wooded
Rolling Lowlands includes the whole of Parcel 1 and the northern fields of
Parcel 2 together with the Interconnecting Cable Corridor between the two
parcels. The wider LCT extends some 3km to the north of Parcel 1 and to
the full extents of the study area to the west of Parcel 1 and to the south of
Parcel 2.
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The relevant extracts and observations relating to LCT 7: Wooded Rolling
Lowlands are provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield
Extracts from Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4] including key
characteristics relevant to the study area.

A desk based investigation of LCT 7: Wooded Rolling Lowlands, together
with extensive site work, has established that two relevant characteristics
listed in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from
Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4] would be impacted as a result of
the construction of the Proposed Development as follows:

¢ Mixed land use predominantly grassland in most areas; and

e Generally strong hedgerow pattern.

Any large-scale effects on landscape character during construction within
LCT 7: Wooded Rolling Lowlands would be experienced within Parcels 1
and 2. Medium-scale effects would be experienced to the immediate
environs of Parcels 1 and 2 and up to 1km to the west of Parcel 3. Effects
would diminish beyond this, with no more than small-scale effects beyond
1km to the north of Parcel 1 and west of Parcel 3.

The effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site associated with the Primary Construction
Compounds, the incremental installation of new Solar PV modules,
Satellite Collector Compounds and ancillary infrastructure such as fencing
and CCTV into fields which are currently in agricultural land use.
Temporary lighting would primarily be noticeable within the Primary
Construction Compounds during the hours of darkness and consequently
more so during the winter months.

There would be intermittent periods of relatively intense human activity
and construction movements across the Site and therefore there would be
a short period with a relatively large impact on tranquillity experienced in
the landscape.

Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.

Wide, well-made, crushed stone access tracks are not an uncommon
feature of this tract of landscape and those introduced during construction
would not be notably different from those already present.

Whilst several breaks in hedgerows would be formed during construction
to accommodate access tracks, highway works and cable routes, most
existing mature broadleaf vegetation (including woodland, hedgerows and
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trees) would remain undisturbed. The landscape pattern and underlying
landscape fabric would therefore remain largely undisturbed.

10.10.95. The construction activity would foreshorten some views across adjacent
fields but otherwise the majority of skylines, horizons, vistas or long
distance views would be unaffected. In places the sense of openness
would be reduced somewhat but all PRoW would have an appropriate
offset.

10.10.96. The large to medium scale change identified above would be experienced
over a very limited extent of LCT 7: Wooded Rolling Lowlands and would
be medium term in duration resulting in a slight magnitude of effect.

10.10.97. The sensitivity of LCT 7: Wooded Rolling Lowlands is assessed as
medium/low. Therefore, during construction, there is likely to be a minor
adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is considered to be
not significant.

LCA 7.3: Claydon Bowl

10.10.98. The entirety of Parcel 1 and the majority of the northern section of Parcel 2
(Fields D3 (South), D4, D7, D10 to 13 and D17), together with the
Interconnecting Cable Corridor between them, lie within LCA 7.3: Claydon
Bowl as illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3]. Assessment
Viewpoints 1 to 7, 38 and 39 surround Parcel 1 whilst Viewpoints 18 to 20
lie to the east of Parcel 2 and Viewpoints 13, 21, 22 and 40 lie to the west
of Parcel 3 within this LCA.

10.10.99. The landscape varies in openness due to its gently sloping landform and
relatively large woodland cover, which, combined with the limited vertical
height of the Proposed Development would result in the extent of
construction effects on landscape character primarily being experienced to
the north of Parcels 1 and 2 and to the west of Parcel 3 within LCA 7.3:
Claydon Bowl.

10.10.100. Any discernible large and large/medium-scale effects on landscape
character during construction within LCA 7.3: Claydon Bowl would be
experienced to the immediate environs of the Proposed Development and
within approximately 0.5km to the western boundary of Parcel 3. Medium-
scale effects would be experienced to the immediate environs of Parcel 1
and up to 1km to the west of Parcel 3. Effects would quickly diminish to
medium beyond this, with no more than small-scale effects beyond 1km to
the north of Parcel 1 and west of Parcel 3.

10.10.101.  The effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site associated with the Primary Construction
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Compounds, the incremental installation of new Solar PV modules,
Satellite Collector Compounds and ancillary infrastructure such as fencing
and CCTV into fields which are currently in agricultural land use.
Temporary lighting would primarily be noticeable to within the Primary
Construction Compounds during the hours of darkness and consequently
more so during the winter months.

10.10.102. There would be intermittent periods of relatively intense human activity
and construction movements across the Site and therefore there would be
a short period with a relatively large impact on tranquillity experienced in
the landscape.

10.10.103. Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.

10.10.104. Wide, well-made, crushed stone access tracks are not an uncommon
feature of this tract of landscape and those introduced during construction
would not be notably different from those already present.

10.10.105. Whilst several breaks in hedgerows would be formed during construction
to accommodate access tracks, highway works and cable routes, most
existing mature broadleaf vegetation (including woodland, hedgerows and
trees) would remain undisturbed. The landscape pattern and underlying
landscape fabric would therefore remain largely undisturbed.

10.10.106. The construction activity would foreshorten some views across adjacent
fields but otherwise the majority of skylines, horizons, vistas or long
distance views would be unaffected. In places, the sense of openness
would be reduced somewhat but all PRoW would have an appropriate
offset.

10.10.107. The large to medium scale change identified above would be experienced
over an intermediate (tending towards wide) extent of LCA 7.3: Claydon
Bowl and would be medium term in duration resulting in a moderate
magnitude of effect.

10.10.108. The sensitivity of LCA 7.3: Claydon Bowl has been assessed to be
medium. Therefore, during construction, with reference specifically to the
tract of the LCA as described above, there is likely to be a moderate
adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is considered to be
significant. In this case the moderate effect has been assessed to be
significant as the magnitude of the effect (particularly the extent of the
effect) is judged to have a defining influence on the overall significance
rating. In the professional opinion of the assessor, this tips the balance of
significance closer towards a major/moderate effect. Any effects on
landscape character beyond this tract of LCA 7.3: Claydon Bowl would be
not significant.
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LCT 9: Low Hills and Ridges

10.10.109. As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3], LCT 9: Low Hills and
Ridges encompasses the southern area of Parcel 2 to Finemere Hill and
then extends in discrete parcels to the eastern and southern extents of the
study area.

10.10.110. The relevant extracts and observations relating to LCT 9: Low Hills and
Ridges are provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts
from Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4] including key characteristics
relevant to the study area.

10.10.111. A desk based investigation of LCT 9: Low Hills and Ridges, together with
extensive site work, has established that one relevant characteristic listed
in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from Published
LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4] would be impacted as a result of the
construction of the Proposed Development as follows;

e Dramatic views.

10.10.112.  Any large-scale effects on landscape character during construction within
LCT 9: Low Hills and Ridges would be experienced to the area of Parcel 2
within which Solar PV modules would be located and would quickly
diminish beyond this, albeit some large/medium-scale effects would be
experienced up to 0.5km to the east of Parcel 2. Medium-scale effects
would also be experienced to some 2km to the east of Parcel 2 over a
very limited extent.

10.10.113. The effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site associated with the incremental installation of
new Solar PV modules and ancillary infrastructure such as fencing and
CCTV into fields which are currently in agricultural land use. Temporary
lighting would primarily be noticeable to within the Construction
Compounds during the hours of darkness and consequently more so
during the winter months.

10.10.114. There would be intermittent periods of relatively intense human activity
and construction movements across the Site and therefore there would be
a short period with a relatively large impact on tranquillity experienced in
the landscape.

10.10.115.  Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.
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10.10.116. Wide, well-made, crushed stone access tracks are not an uncommon
feature of this tract of landscape and those introduced during construction
would not be notably different from those already present.

10.10.117.  Whilst several breaks in hedgerows would be formed during construction
to accommodate access tracks, highway works and cable routes, most
existing mature broadleaf vegetation (including woodland, hedgerows and
trees) would remain undisturbed. The landscape pattern and underlying
landscape fabric would therefore remain largely undisturbed.

10.10.118.  The construction activity would foreshorten some views across adjacent
fields but otherwise no skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance views
would be interrupted. The sense of openness would be reduced to within
the flat ridge to Finemere Hill, but all PRoW would have an appropriate
offset, and the Proposed Development would not be oppressive or
overbearing within the landscape.

10.10.119. The large and medium scale change identified above would be
experienced over a very limited extent of LCT 9: Low Hills and Ridges and
would be medium term in duration resulting in a slight magnitude of effect.

10.10.120. The sensitivity of LCT 9: Low Hills and Ridges is assessed as medium.
Therefore, during construction, there is likely to be a moderate/minor
adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is considered to be
not significant.

LCA 9.1: Finemere Hill

10.10.121. LCA9.1: Finemere Hill extends to the southern section of Parcel 2 (Fields
D14, D16, D28 and D29) together with the Interconnecting Cable Corridor
in D27 as illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3]. Assessment
Viewpoints 11, 15 to 17 and 41 lie within and to the south east of this LCA.

10.10.122. LCA9.1: Finemere Hill is largely contained within the Quainton-Wing Hills
AAL which is a landscape locally designated for its scenic value. The
landscape varies in openness due to its gently sloping landform, flat ridge
and large woodland cover, which, combined with the limited vertical height
of the Proposed Development would result in a localised extent of effects
on LCA 9.1: Finemere Hill. Any discernible large and medium-scale effects
on landscape character during construction within LCA 9.1: Finemere Hill
would generally diminish to small and negligible outside of Parcel 2, albeit
large-scale effects would continue as a result of Solar PV modules located
in Fields D16 and D26 to the north of Runt’'s Wood.

10.10.123. The effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site associated with the Secondary Construction

Application Document Ref: ENO10158/APP/6.2.2
Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: EN010158 98



o
L
/|
Rosefield Solar Farm ;%//
Environmental Statement H

Volume 2, Chapter 10: Landscape and Visual Roseflel

Solar Farm

Compound, incremental installation of new Solar PV modules and ancillary
infrastructure such as fencing and CCTV into fields which are currently in
agricultural land use. Temporary lighting would primarily be noticeable to
within the Secondary Construction Compound during the hours of
darkness and consequently more so during the winter months.

10.10.124. There would be intermittent periods of relatively intense human activity
and construction movements across the Site and therefore there would be
a short period with a relatively large impact on tranquillity experienced in
the landscape.

10.10.125. Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.

10.10.126. Wide, well-made, crushed stone access tracks are not an uncommon
feature of this tract of landscape and those introduced during construction
would not be notably different from those already present.

10.10.127. Whilst several breaks in hedgerows would be formed during construction
to accommodate access tracks, highway works and cable routes, most
existing mature broadleaf vegetation (including woodland, hedgerows and
trees) would remain undisturbed. The landscape pattern and underlying
landscape fabric would therefore remain largely undisturbed.

10.10.128. The construction activity would foreshorten some views across adjacent
fields but otherwise no skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance views
would be affected. In places, the sense of openness would be reduced
somewhat but all PRoW would have an appropriate offset.

10.10.129. The large to medium scale change identified above would be experienced
over an intermediate extent of LCA 9.1: Finemere Hill and would be
medium term in duration resulting in a moderate magnitude of effect.

10.10.130. The sensitivity of LCA 9.1: Finemere Hill has been assessed to be
medium. Therefore, during construction, with reference specifically to the
tract of the LCA as described above, there is likely to be a moderate
adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is considered to be
significant. In this case, the moderate effect has been assessed to be
significant as the magnitude of the effect (particularly the extent of the
effect) and the locally designated nature of the LCA, is judged to have a
defining influence on the overall significance rating. In the professional
opinion of the assessor, this tips the balance of significance closer towards
a major/moderate effect. Any effects on landscape character beyond this
tract of LCA 9.1: Finemere Hill would be not significant.

LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill
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10.10.131. As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3], LCA 9.2: Quainton
Hill extends from 700m to the east of Parcel 2 and 1.8km to the south of
Parcel 3. The LCA would experience indirect effects as a result of the
construction of the Proposed Development. Assessment Viewpoints 30
and 31 fall within this LCA.

10.10.132. LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill is largely contained within the Quainton-Wing Hills
AAL which is a landscape locally designated for its scenic value. The
elevated ridge of land which rises to Quainton Hill, some 2km to the east
of Parcel 2 and 2.5km to the south of Parcel 3 enables panoramic views in
an arc to the north and west from LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill.

10.10.133. Up to medium-scale effects on landscape character would be experienced
during construction between 2 and 2.5km from the most elevated
landscapes in LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill. These effects would quickly diminish
to small scale at lower levels.

10.10.134. The indirect effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site associated with the Primary Construction
Compounds, the incremental installation of new Solar PV modules, Main
Collector Compound, BESS and Rosefield Substation into fields which are
currently in agricultural land use. Temporary lighting would primarily be
noticeable within the Construction Compounds during the hours of
darkness and consequently more so during the winter months. This
activity would occur within a neighbouring LCAs and would therefore have
a commensurately reduced effect on the LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill.

10.10.135. There would be intermittent periods of human activity and construction
movements experienced in the far distance and therefore there would be a
limited impact on tranquillity experienced in the landscape.

10.10.136. Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.

10.10.137. The construction activity would not foreshorten any views across adjacent
fields and no skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance views would be
affected and the sense of openness would largely remain.

10.10.138. The medium scale change identified above would be experienced over a
localised extent of LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill and would be medium term in
duration resulting in a moderate/slight magnitude of effect.

10.10.139. The sensitivity of LCA 9.2: Quainton Hill has been assessed to be
medium. Therefore, during construction, with reference specifically to the
tract of the LCA as described above, there is likely to be a moderate
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adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is considered to be
not significant. In this case, the moderate effect has been assessed to be
not significant as the effects would be experienced at distances of 2km or
more and would influence a relatively small area of LCA 9.2. This is
judged to have a determining influence on the overall significance rating
and in the professional opinion of the assessor, this tips the balance to a
not significant effect.

LCA 9.3: Pitchcott-Whitchurch Ridge

10.10.140. As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.4: District Landscape
Character Types and Areas [EN010158/APP/6.3], LCA 9.3: Pitchcott-
Whitchurch Ridge extends from over 3.6km to the south east of Parcels 2
and 3. The LCA would experience indirect effects as a result of the
construction of the Proposed Development. Assessment Viewpoint 33 falls
within this LCA.

10.10.141. LCA 9.3: Pitchcott-Whitchurch Ridge is largely contained within the
Quainton-Wing Hills AAL which is a landscape locally designated for its
scenic value. The elevated ridge of land which rises to Oving, at least
4.7km to the south east of Parcels 2 and 3 enables distant views in an arc
to the north west and west. No greater than small-scale effects on
landscape character would be experienced during construction from the
most elevated landscapes in LCA 9.3: Pitchcott-Whitchurch Ridge. These
effects would quickly diminish to negligible scale at lower levels.

10.10.142. The indirect effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials and vehicles
around the Site associated with the incremental installation of new Solar
PV modules, Main Collector Compound, BESS and Rosefield Substation
into fields which are currently in agricultural land use. Temporary lighting
would primarily be noticeable within the Construction Compounds during
the hours of darkness and consequently more so during the winter
months. This activity would occur within a neighbouring LCAs and would
therefore have a commensurately reduced effect on the LCA 9.3:
Pitchcott-Whitchurch Ridge.

10.10.143. There would be intermittent periods of human activity and construction
movements experienced in the far distance that would not impact on
tranquillity experienced in the landscape.

10.10.144. The construction activity would not foreshorten any views across adjacent
fields and no skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance views would be
affected and the sense of openness would largely remain.

10.10.145. The small to negligible scale change identified above would be
experienced over a limited extent of LCA 9.3: Pitchcott-Whitchurch Ridge
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and would be medium term in duration resulting in a negligible magnitude
of effect.

10.10.146. The sensitivity of LCA 9.3: Pitchcott-Whitchurch Ridge has been assessed
to be medium/low. Therefore, during construction, with reference
specifically to the tract of the LCA as described above, there is likely to be
a minor/negligible adverse effect on existing landscape character, which
is considered to be not significant.

Quainton-Wing Hills Area of Attractive Landscape

10.10.147. As illustrated in ES Volume 3, Figure 10.1: Landscape Study Area,
Context and Designations [EN010158/APP/6.3], Quainton-Wing Hills
AAL encompasses the southern area of Parcel 2 to Finemere Hill and then
extends eastwards to the full extents of the study area.

10.10.148. The relevant extracts and observations relating to Quainton-Wing Hills
AAL is provided in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts
from Published LCA [EN010158/APP/6.4] with key characteristics
relevant to the study area are summarised as follows:

o “Spectacular panoramic views from frequent vantage points;

e Strong sense of rural tranquillity, openness and a coherent landscape
character;

o Cultural features providing a sense of history;

e Public rights of way and road network which enable views of and
appreciation of the landscape;

e The importance of the hills in views from other areas of the district,
providing a backdrop and sense of enclosure to Aylesbury Vale; and

e Remaining ancient woodland in the west of the area that was once part
of the medieval hunting forest of Bernwood, irregular and assart fields.”

10.10.149. A desk based investigation of Quainton-Wing Hills AAL, together with
extensive site work, has established that the criteria listed in ES Volume
4, Appendix 10.2: Rosefield Extracts from Published LCA
[EN010158/APP/6.4] that could be impacted as a result of the
construction of the Proposed Development are summarised as follows:

e “Distinctiveness

Distinctive band of low, generally open limestone hills, ridges and
plateau to the north of Aylesbury Vale.

e Perceptual character

Strong sense of rural tranquillity, openness and sense of the dominance
of landscape... Views to the Vale of Aylesbury to the south from
vantage points and many of the villages perched on the ridge— e.g.
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Quainton Hill... with the landscape providing an attractive setting to
villages.

e [andscape and scenic quality

High scenic quality of the undulating hills and ridges from within the
area and within views from outside the area.

e Natural character

Ancient woodlands, with a particular concentration in the west of the
area — many of which are also SSSI/LWS.

e Cultural character

Strong sense of history — remaining ancient woodland in the west of the
area that was once part of the medieval hunting forest of Bernwood,
irregular and assatrt fields.

e Function

Good network of public rights of way including long distance trails — e.g.
the Bernwood Jubilee Way, North Buckinghamshire Way, Outer
Aulesbury Ring, Matthew’s Way.

10.10.150. Any large-scale effects on landscape character during construction within
the Quainton-Wing Hills AAL would be experienced to the area of Parcel 2
within which Solar PV modules would be located and would quickly
diminish beyond this. Medium-scale effects would also be experienced to
some 2km to the east of Parcel 2 over a very limited extent.

10.10.151. The effect on landscape character would arise principally from
construction activity including the movement of materials, vehicles and
personnel around the Site associated with the incremental installation of
new Solar PV modules and ancillary infrastructure such as fencing and
CCTV into fields which are currently in agricultural land use. This would
not affect the distinctive topography of the landscape which would remain
unchanged but up to medium scale changes would occur to the
‘spectacular panoramic views’ from vantage points on Conduit Hill and
Quainton Hill.

10.10.152. There would be intermittent periods of relatively intense human activity
and construction movements across the Site, including temporary lighting
which would primarily be noticeable to within the Construction Compounds
during the hours of darkness and consequently more so during the winter
months. Therefore, there would be a short period with a relatively large
impact on the special quality of rural tranquillity experienced in the
landscape, particularly to the small flat ridge to Finemere Hill.

10.10.153. Construction would result in some temporary stockpiles of soil and areas
of bare earth, but as this is arable farmland, which is cultivated typically on
an annual basis, this would not be out of character in this landscape.
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10.10.154. Wide, well-made, crushed stone access tracks are not an uncommon
feature of this tract of landscape and those introduced during construction
would not be notably different from those already present.

10.10.155. Whilst several breaks in hedgerows would be formed during construction
to accommodate access tracks, highway works and cable routes, most
existing mature broadleaf vegetation (including woodland, hedgerows and
trees) would remain undisturbed. The landscape pattern and underlying
landscape fabric, including the cultural character of the medieval hunting
forest of Bernwood, would therefore remain largely undisturbed.

10.10.156. The construction activity would foreshorten some views across adjacent
fields but the majority of skylines, horizons, vistas or long distance views
would be uninterrupted. The local sense of openness would be reduced to
within the flat ridge to Finemere Hill but all PRoW would have an
appropriate offset and the Proposed Development would not be
oppressive or overbearing within the landscape. All longer distance
panoramic views from the edge of the ridge at Finemere Hill would remain
uninterrupted. In addition, the sense of enclosure in views from other
areas of the district would generally be maintained as a result of retained
views to the distinctive low band of hills and ridges from other areas in the
Aylesbury Vale.

10.10.157. The visual amenity of users of the network of PRoW and long distance
trails is assessed in detail in Paragraph 10.10.212 onwards below. In
general, the construction would require very limited temporary closure of
local footpaths to Finemere Hill, over an approximate 6-month period.
Effects would vary from large at a very local level for users of the footpath
network to the flat ridge on Finemere Hill, to at most medium for walkers
on Conduit Hill and Quainton Hill. Effects beyond these areas would
reduce markedly and would be negligible for the vast majority of the
footpath network within the wider Quainton-Wing Hills AAL.

10.10.158. The large to medium scale change identified above would be experienced
over a very limited extent of the Quainton-Wing Hills AAL and would be
medium term in duration resulting in a slight magnitude of effect.

10.10.159. The sensitivity of the Quainton-Wing Hills AAL is assessed as medium.
Therefore, during construction, there is likely to be a moderate/minor
adverse effect on existing landscape character, which is considered to be
not significant.

Visual amenity

10.10.160. Effects during construction on visual receptors would typically arise from
views of:

e temporary Construction Compounds (with associated temporary night
time lighting) and access tracks;
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highways work and management;
e temporary closure of PRoW,
¢ the movement of vehicles and delivery of components to Site;

e the movement of plant and personnel within the Site installing the
Proposed Development; and

¢ the incremental increase in the infrastructure comprising the Proposed
Development.

The following section provides an assessment of visual receptors.
| properties

An RVAA has been undertaken and the detailed findings are presented in
ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.5: Residential Visual Amenity Assessment
[ENO010158/APP/6.4]. This focuses only on operation (including
maintenance) phase effects. The RVAA is discussed further below in
relation to the operation (including maintenance) phase. Where significant
operation phase effects are identified in ES Volume 4, Appendix 10.5:
Residential Visual Amenity Assessment [EN010158/APP/6.4] it can be
assumed that likely significant effects would also occur during
construction. This assumption has been made because of the proximity of
the residential properties to th