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1.0 Introduction 

1.1. IDP Landscape have provided landscape advice for Bellway Homes for this site previously and have been 

instructed to review this information in light of the recent consultation of the Long Itchington, Bascote & 

Bascote Heath Neighbourhood Plan. We have reviewed the Neighbourhood Plan and the proposed 

‘Viewpoint 7’ across our client’s land. 

1.2. In terms of the landscape character, the Site around Viewpoint 7 and shown within the Vision Document 

has a strong association with Long Itchington due to topography, vegetation structure and its location close 

to the village centre. The existing development edge to the north of the Site is prominent and visually 

exposed, and the A423 Southam Road forms a distinct boundary to the east, with a mature hedgerow 

alongside it. To the south is the Grand Union Canal and towing path which again forms a definite boundary, 

also heavily vegetated by trees and woodland to both sides and very well screened from the surrounding 

area. To the west is a mature field boundary formed of large trees, unkempt hedgerow and scrub, beyond 

which is a large plantation of broad-leaved woodland that will further enclose the site and provide a barrier 

to the River Itchen corridor to the west.  

1.3. This existing landscape structure creates a well-defined and enclosed piece of land that is well related to 

Long Itchington. The northern site is split into two parcels either side of the brook that runs across from 

Southam Road to link with the river, and is a narrow, naturalised watercourse and partly vegetated with 

scrub. The area to the north slopes down to the brook, and then the land levels out up to the Grand Union 

canal which is in a cutting approximately 2-3m lower. There is a public footpath (SM3) that cuts across this 

parcel, part of the Millennium Way, linking the Grand Union Canal to the south with the settlement. Views 

from this path offer views of the settlement edge most prominently of the northern edge of the site, as a 
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well as other filtered views of buildings within the village. The area south of the canal is divided into four 

fields separated by hedgerows and surrounded by mature trees and woodland.   

 

1.4. From the above landscape evidence it is considered that the Site is not a highly sensitive or valued landscape 

in accordance with the guidance set out within the Guidelines for Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment 

(3rd Edition 2013) for assessing value. This is set out on page 84 of the guidance and is known as Box 5.1 

which is as follows: 

 

FACTOR DESCRIPTION OF VALUE 

Landscape quality (condition) 
A measure of the physical state of the landscape. It may include the extent to which typical 
character is represented in individual areas, the intactness of the landscape and the 
condition of individual elements. 

Scenic quality 
The term used to describe landscapes that appeal primarily to the senses (primarily but not 
wholly the visual senses). 

Rarity 
The presence of rare elements or features in the landscape or the presence of a rare 
Landscape Character Type. 

Representativeness 
Whether the landscape contains a particular character and/or features or elements which 
are considered particularly important examples. 

Conservation interests 
The presence of features of wildlife, earth science or archaeological or historical and cultural 
interest can add to the value of the landscape as well as having value in their own right. 

Recreation value 
Evidence that the landscape is valued for recreational activity where experience of the 
landscape is important. 

Perceptual aspects A landscape may be valued for its perceptual qualities, notably wildness and/or tranquillity. 

Associations 
Some landscapes are associated with particular people, such as artists or writers, or events in 
history that contribute to perceptions of the natural beauty of the area 

 

1.5. The landscape quality of the Site is assessed as being low to moderate due to the limited condition of some 

elements, scenic quality is reduced by the surrounding urbanising elements, and the perceptual aspects 

consist of grazed paddocks in close proximity to residential development alongside a busy road corridor. 

The recreational value is present only due to the footpath routes, and in conservation terms the Site is not 

designated for its biodiversity value or cultural/historical interest. These factors combine to determine that 

this land has a broadly moderate landscape sensitivity and would not constitute a ‘valued’ landscape as 

protected in National Planning Policy Framework paragraph 170.  

1.6. The land to the north of Long Itchington has previously been identified as more sensitive to development 

as it was designated as a Special Landscape Area (‘SLA’) in the previous District Local Plan Review (July 2006) 

(Leam Valley SLA). The key reason why this land was not retained as an SLA in the adopted Core Strategy 

was because the neighbouring districts did not designate any SLAs which made the Leam Valley SLA limited 

in size, the technical considerations that supported the designated of the Leam Valley SLA have not changed. 
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It is considered that viewpoints proposed to the north of Long Itchington (Viewpoints 1 – 4) are justified 

and the landscape in this area should be protected. Land to the south of Long Itchington should not be given 

the same protection. 

1.7. Policy NE1 states that “development proposals should ensure that all important views of the valued 

landscape are maintained and safeguarded, particularly where they relate to heritage assets, village 

approaches and the green spaces around and between settlements”. Whilst this is not a valued landscape 

in policy terms, we acknowledge that there are some localised views that would be experienced by the local 

population and are a part of the character of Long Itchington. However, the definition of valued views set 

out in the Neighbourhood Plan is not supported by our analysis of the landscape setting.  

1.8. Naturally, routes along existing rights of way around the village will be enjoyed by local residents and these 

should be considered if any new development proposals are brought forwards. The development of the site 

could still allow for views towards the existing village along streets and formal open space areas, and 

planting could be utilised to filter and/or channel views in order to respond to local constraints.  

1.9. The Neighbourhood Plan goes on to state that the Site (Viewpoint 7) “forms part of the important open 

countryside that separates Model Village from Long Itchington village and maintains the rural setting and 

character of each settlement”. Model Village appears as an isolated commune in landscape terms, very 

distinct from Long Itchington and rather at odds with the urban grain of the other local villages by way of 

its linear and strained layout. There are several layers of landscape between Model Village and Long 

Itchington including the canal and the disused railway line with strong landscape structure and topography. 

Any development north of the canal would be well related to the existing village, and any development of 

the land between the canal and disused railway line would be limited (potentially for community use) and 

landscaped buffers could be provided to separate the development from Model Village. The development 

of the Site would be an integral part of the settlement of Long Itchington and would not erode any perceived 

gap in landscape and visual terms. As stated in our separate response to Policy H1, we therefore request 

that any reference to potential coalescence of the land in between Long Itchington and Model Village is 

developed in paragraphs 2.3 – 2.5 are deleted.  

1.10. In summary to our response to Policy NE1, we do not consider the land around Viewpoint 7 should be 

identified as a ‘valued landscape’ as there is no evidence to support the proposed locations of the ‘valued 

landscapes and views’ on Figure 9. However, we consider that the development of our client’s land should 

be able to maintain key views between the site and Long Itchington and Public Rights of Way could be 

provided across the site.  



 

                                  
Page | 4  

 

Kevin Charsley CMLI 

Director at IDP Landscape 

 


