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introduction

1:3

1.2

13

1.4

1.5

This technical report describes the existing baseline landscape and wvisual
receptors of the existing development infrastructure and proposed re-development
site at AWE Aldermaston. The repor describes the mitigation measuras and the
resulting residual landscape and visual effects associated with the HEFF
proposal.

The principal objectives of the landscape and visual impact assessment are:

To describe, classify and evaluate the existing landscape likely to be affected by
each of the construction and operational phases;

0 To identify visual receptars with views of the proposed re-development;

M To assess the significance of the effects on the landsrape and views taking
account of the measures proposed to mitigate any effects identified,

The assessment methodology is set out in Part 1 of the Appendices to this report.

This repert also considers the proposed development in the context of the 10 year
programme of redevelopment as set out in the Site Development Context Plan
(SDCP) November 20058 The SDCP identifies “the principle physical components
of the redevelopment programme and the way in which they are proposed to be
accommodated at the site” I provides the proposed context in which elements of
the programme will be brought forward over the next three years. The whole
programme is expected to be completed by 2015." (Extracts from the SDCP
Summary).

The averall approach to the redevelopment and modermisation prograrmme as set
out in the SDCP relavant to this report seeks 1o (para 2.1):

M Improve standards of design;
0 Enhance environmental performance; and

0 Reduce environmental impact.

RPS Planring & Development 1 June 2007
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Development Context

2.1

2.2

23

24

2.9

2.6

AWE Aldermaston lies whally within the district of West Berkshire and abuts the
Hampshire County border and lies approximately 15km south-west of Reading
and 13km soulh-easi of Newbury. It is situated immediately north of the
settlements of Tadley {separated by Tadley Common) Pamber Heath and Heath
End all within Hampshire and less than 1km south of Aldermaston Village within
Berksnire. The site forms part of Aldermaston Parish. The site is contained and
bounded by the A340 to the west and south; Reading Road to the south; Red
Lane to the east and the grounds assocated with Portland House and
Aldermaston Court to the north.

AWE Aldermaston |s the headquarters of AWE's operations. This site has long
been asscciated with defence. During World War I, an airfield was built on the
site, which was used by the United States Army Air Force for glider operations on
D-Day. Spitfire fighters were alsc assembled here. Today, the site is the centre
af design and research for AWE and also provides sophisticated manufacturing

facilities to produce a variety of defence components.

The site lies south of the Kennet Valley on a well-wooded east-west orientated,
broad gravel plateau at approximately 100-105m AQD. The topography drops
away from the plateau to the south and east and moere steeply to the north and
north-west. There are several pends within the eastern section of the site, which
relate to the sloping land ae described 2bove. The topography around 'Decoy
Pond' to the south dips southward and continues in a minor valley beyond the site
boundary. The eastemn part of the site also includes part of the ancient
earthworks known as Grim's Bank which continues off site to the east

A dense infrastructure of roads and buildings makes up the central and western
part of the site and contains large expanses of unrelieved hard surfaces dating
back to the 1950's, which are now worn and lack quality. The westam corner of
the site is used for recreational purposes. The easlern half of the site comprises
developmenl set within a landscape framework, some of which relates to the
original parkland associated with Aldermaston Court Estate. There are two
principal straight roads on the site, one extending east-west and the other north-
south. These are former runways and give an indication of the site's previous use
as an aiffield. Further information on the site’s development is contained in a
separate Heritage Report prepared by Atkins.

Tne existing vehicular site entrances are located on Reading Road (the main
gate); A340 (Western gate and a minor access opposite Youngs Business Park);
and Red Lane. There is an additional pedestrian only gale on Reading Road. The
entire site is bounded by high security fencing and is subject to stringent security
confrols.

The site lies within a predominantly rural location, within an area previously
accupied by the Aldermaston Court Estate, The site retains some of the original
landscape features associated with the eslale, including Decoy Pond and Fish
Pand. The =ite is surrounded by gravel plateau heathland and woodland with
some heathland pastures, with settlements adjacent and beyond. A large
percentage of the boundary is definead by mature dense vegetation. Further

RS Planning & Developmen 2 June 2007
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containment is provided by treebelts asscciated with the adjacent road corridors
and the adjoining woodland blocks beyond the site boundary. Some sections of
the boundary are more open in places due lo either intermittent mature boundary
vegetation or recent planting that has yet to establish and mature, These
woodland blocks and groups of trees, predominantly positioned around the
boundaries provide a well-treed setting to much of the site. (Refer to Part 2 of the
Appendices — Vagetation Appraisal).

2.7 There are several landscape features that are worthy of retention, conservation
and enhancement, including the two ponds and associated copses, a rémaining
saction of Gnm's Bank and a mature pine plantation. An nitial assessment of the
existing site wide vegetation has been carried out to identify its amenity value and
this is included at Part 2 of the Appendices,

RP3 Planning & Ceveloprent 3 June 2007
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Landscape Planning Policy Context

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

36

37

Intraductian

This section identifies the national, regional and local landscape policies that have
informed the baseline assessment and subsequent landscape impact assessment
for the re-development. The site lies wholly within the county of Berkshire and
administrative boundary of West Berkshire Council, the southem boundary of the
site abuts the Hampshire county boundary and the Basingsioke and Deane
Districlt administrative area.

The site does not fall within any nationally or locally designated landscape areas.
There are, however., several Areas of Special Landscape Imporiance and
Registered Parks beyond the site boundary to the north and north west. The
North Wessex Downs Area of Outstanding Matural Beauty lies approximately
2.5km beyond the site boundary to the north, 12km to the west (within Berkshire)
and 4km to the south west (within Hampshire), The various relevant
environmenial designations within the study area are shown on Figura 13.1.

National Context

The government publishes a series of Planning Policy Guidance Notes and
Planning Policy Guidance Statements which are intended to sel out nalional
policies on different aspects of land use planning in England and Wales.

Fianning Poiicy Statement 1. Delivering Suslainable Development (2005) states
that planning should “.__protect and enhance the natural and histonc environment,
the quality and character of the countryside and existing communities”. Planning
policies should seek to “... protecf and enhance the quality, character and amenity
value of the countryside and urban areas as a whote.” Planning autharities should
seek to "... enhance as well as protect biodiversity, natural habitats, the historic
environment and landscape and townscape characier.”

AONB

Areas of Qutstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) are designated (under the National
Parks and Access to the Countryside Act, 1949) in order to conserve and enhance
the country's finest landscapes. Government Guidance contained within PPST
‘Bustainable Development in Rural Areas’, 2004 reafiirms ADNB's as having “the
highest status of protection in relation to landscape and scenic beauty.

At its ciosest point, the North Wessex Downs AONB lies Just over 2.5km beyond
the site boundary to the north sweeping in an arc around the site to the north,
west and south and extends across the counties of Berkshire and Hampshire.

The North Wessex Downs AONB Parinership has prepared the 'Nordh Wessex
Downs Management Plan’ (January 2004) (Part 3 of the Appendices). The
document specifically deals with the AONB and its landscape character, but also
sets out objectives in relation to minimising in-direct effects on the AONB from
those areas outside it. Policy DP3, states: "Retfaining the quality of views from
and to the North Wessex Downs™ seeks “... to resist infrusive development within

RPS Flanning & Development & June 2007
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the main visws from and to the AONB." This policy is also reflected in the ‘Action
Plan’ document of the Management Plan which systematically sets out the policy
approach which will deliver the objectives for the North Wessex Downs AONB. It
provides a set of actions; components of actions; targets and responsibilities; and
considers direct and indirec! infiuences.

Whilst the site is outside of the AONB, the effects on views to and from the AONB
will be considered in line with the policies set out in the AONB Management Plan.

Registered Historic Parks and Gardens

The Register of Parks and Gardens is a national record maintained by English
Heritage. The main purpose of this register is to help ensure that features and
qualities of national importance are safequarded during on-going management or
if any change is being considered which coulc affect them. The sites on the
register are divided into three grade bands o give added guidance on their
significance. Most sites identified through the Register as being of a sufficiently
high level of inlerest to merit a national designation are designated Crade | or
Grade {l. There are several Regislered Parks or Gardens within the study area.
Those that are within 2km of the site are within the county of Berkshire and are
Grade |l. These include:

Aldermaston Court: Immediately abutting the northern site boundary. Remnants
of mid and late 19th centurv gardens within medieval parkland, at most extensive
260ha, now §5ha, considerably changed by extensive mic and later 20th century
building.

Wasing Park: Approximately 2km to the north-west of the site. 19th and 20th
Cenlury garden set within 2 larger estate comprising parkland, woodland and
agricultural uses.

Regional Context

Regional Planning Guidance for the South East (RPG 9) (March 2001) provides a
regicnal framewerk for the preparation of local authority development. plans. It
states that “Priority shouid be given to protecting areas designated at intemational
tevel either for their infrinsic nature conservation value, thewr landscape quality or
their cultural importance,” and that development plans should accord with the
guidance in PPG/PPS with regards to “protecting and enhancing existing and new
areas designated for their fandscape value... andlor . .cultural value."

The draft South East Plan (submitted to government 2006) which will reolace RPG
9 states that, under Policy C2, "Priority should be given to conservation and
enhancement of naturel besufy in the region’s Areas of Outstanding Natural
Beauty and planning decisions should have regard to their setting.”

Berkshire Structure Plan 2001-2016 (Adopted 2005)

The structure plan was prepared by the Berkshire Joint Stralegic Planning Unit,
which carries out the core strategic planning functions of the former Berkshire
County Council.

PSS Flanning & Davelopmant ‘5 June 2007
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3.13 Policy EN1: Landscape stales that "The distincliveness of counly and district ieve!
Landscape Character Types and Areas will be maintained inline with the strategy
opfion developed for each area... and thal...within the North Wessex Downs
AONB the primary aim of conservation of the natural beauly of the landscape will
be given griority over other considerations. Development which affects the AONB
will only be permitted where it would support the conservation ar enhancement of
the AONB..."

3.14 The Structure Plan makes reference to lhe Berkshire Landscape Character
Assessment (BLCA) and to the North Wessex Downs AONB Integrated
Landscape Assessment and states that the BLCA will act as “. . .the context for the
development of district-level assessments..., which themselves .. _should act as a
guide to local plans and development control by indicating the particular local
qualities of the landscape, which development proposals should respect.

Development proposals should be informed by and fully justified in terms of the
BLCA".

3.15 Policy EN4: Histcric Environment states that “.. historic features and areas of
historic importance and their settings will be conserved and where appropriate
enhanced. The Councils will only allow developmant if it has no adverse impact
on features or areas of historic importance. Proposals will be expected to have
regard to the wider historic environment and will only be permiied when they

would consarve or enhance the character or setting of Berkshire's historic and
built envirornment.”

Hampshire Structure Plan 1996 — 2011 (Adopted February 2000)

3.16 The environment chapter of the Hampshire Structure Plan sets oul the paolicies in
relation to the lancscape as follows:

Folicy EB

*To ensure that development maintains and enhances areas of distinct landscape
character, local planning policies will pay particular regard to:

a) the need to respect scenic qually, sense of remoteness and histonic
landscapes; -

b) the sense of place, including local character of buildings and setlifements; and
¢} the setting of sefflements,

in the whols of the countryside ™

RPE Planning & Development & June 2007
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Palicy E7 deals with Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and states:

“In determining proposals for development within or adjacent fo Areas of
Qudstanding Nalural Beauly, the conservalion of the matural beauly of the
landscape will be a major consideration whilst having regard to the econormic and
social well-being of the area.”

The site is not located within or adjacent fo the boundary ¢f the AONB. The
nearest boundary is some 2.5km from the site,

Tne subsequent review of the Structure Plan maintains the wording of these
policies.

Local Context
West Berkshire District Council Local Plan (Adopted 14 June 2002)

Policy OVS.2 states that development proposals should ...show a high standard
of design including landscape treatment which respects the character and
appearance of the area; and retain and profect important tandscape and nature
conservalion features and provide for further landscape treatment where relevant
to the safeguarding of local amenity...”

The key landscape aims of the Local Plan as set out in Chapter 2, Section A are
as follows:

() to sustain, conserve and enhance the landscape diversily, character and
quality of West Berkshire's countryside;

a) to protect and enhance the natural beauty and special landscape qualities of
the North Wessex Downs Area of Qutstanding Natural Beauty ...

b 1o protect important landscape, nature conservation and heritage features from
damage due lo the adverse effects of development and to encourage their

proper management where approgriate;

¢) to provide for development and change that would benefit the rural economy
while protecting and enhancing the landscape and overalf environmen! of the
area."

Policy ENV.1 states that "The Council in considering proposals for development
will seek to conserve and enhance lhe special features and diversity of the
different 'landscape character areas’ found within West Berkshire,” Details of the
landscape character arsas can be found in the Newbury District-Wide Landscape
Assessment, '

The Local Plan also includes two tracts of land beyond the site boundary to the
north, as Areas of Special Landscape Imporlance, This designation ‘promoles the
principles of landscape conservation, enhancemeant and crestion '

RPS Planming & Development 7 dung 207
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Folicy ENV. 3 relating to this designation states; "The Council recognises the __
areas shown on the Proposals Map to be of special landscape importance and will
not permit any development which would detract from their rural characier or
special landscape qualities.”

Policy ENV 5 states that “The Council will balance development proposals against
the criterie for settings in the District-Wide Landscape Assessment and against
their effects on the open or rural appearance or character, in the areas listed
befow which are of special significance in maintaining the selting or individual
character of sefflements._ locations to which this poiicy will be applied are. .. c) the
northem edge of Tadley and Pamber Heatn.”

Key conservation aims of the plan include:
(i) to have special regard lo the preservation of listed buitdings;

fiv) to preserve and enhance the Conservation Areas in West Berkshire, Any
new development in Conservation Areas negd (o be appropriate and
sympathetic fo the special character of the area. It must alsc address the
quality of the lownscape as well as the protection of individual buildings and
preserving a sense of place;

{v)] to suppor the preservation, resforation and management of historic parks
and gardens including their settings:

{vi] to support the preservation and management of historic landscapes and
batllefiald sites. ..

A series of Conservation Areas are present throughout Berkshire and Hampshire.
In particular, those within 2km of the site includes one within historic core of
Aldermaston village to the north-west of the site within Berkshire and several in
Hampshire, at Tadley and Silchester, south of the sile. Policy ENV 33 slates:
“The Council will not permit development which would harm or prejudice the
special character or appearance of a Conservation Area.”

Policy ENV.35 states thal “The Council will normally refuse deveiopment which
would have an adverse effect on the site, selling or character of any part of the
grounds of historic parks and gardens. The locations to wiuch this policy will apply
include.. Aldermaston Court.. Wasing Placs."

Basingstoke and Deane Borough Adopted Local Plan 1996-2011 (Adopted
2006)

As the proposed HEFF project site is located outside the Borough boundary, the
policies contained within the Local Plan are not directly applicable to the proposed
development. The most relevant policies are set out below to inform and add
context.

RPE Platinirg & Davelopmant & June 2007
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Policy E3 states that “Development within Conservalion Areas, or on sifes oulside
where development would affect the sefting of the Conservaftion Area, will be
permitied provided that the proposals preserve or enhance thelr sgecial character
or appearance...”

Policy EG states that "Planning permission will only be granted where it is
demonstrated tha!l the proposais will be sympathetic to the landscape character
and quality of the area concermned...Development proposals should...respect and
improve...the particular qualities of the relevant Landscape Characler Area as
defined in the Basingstoke and Deane Landscape Assessmenl visual amenity
and scenic quality...the setting of a seftlement, Including important views to,
across and out of sefflements. _ the local character of buildings and settlernents,
including important open areas...trees, hedgerows, water features and other
landscape elements and features..historic landscapes, ({ealures and
elements__ Consideration will also be given to the impact that development would
have on a sense of place, sense of remoteness or tranquillity, and the guiet
enjoyrent of the fandscape from public rights of way...applications for
development in the AONB will be determined in accordance with the policy in
PPS7 also having regard fo the sefting of the AONB "

RFS Planmng & Developmeni g Jure 2007
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4 Methodology

4.1 The methodology adopted in the preparation of this landscape and visual impact
assessment is set cut in Part 1 of the Appendices to this report.

APS Pianning & Development 1 Jume 2007
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Existing Baseline Conditions
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8.7

2.8

Topography and drainage (refer to Figure 13.2)

The landform of the area is closely related lo the underiying geology. The local
area is characteristic of the London Basin sequence. comprising of a sequence of
mudstonss, |Imestones and sandstones, with fluvial gravel deposits. The basin is
bounded by higher ground created by chalk outcrops which dominate the area
topographically giving rise to the prominent escarpments.

The study area is dominated by the series of wesi-east ridges and escarpments
forming the watershed catchmenis to the nver valley floors, which are also
characteristic features of the local landscape. The valleys are associated with the
River Kennet in the north of the study area, broadly flowing west (through
Newbury and Thalcham) to east. The River Loddon lies to the east of the study
area, flowing from the south at Basingstcke north-eastwards. Both flow towards
the settlement of Reading in the norti-sast of the study area 1o Join the River
Thames beyond and are set within valleys of less than 75m ACD.

The Kennet Valley is characterised by a series of walercourses, including the
Kennet and Avon Canal, together with 2 series of waterbodies and associated
valley floor activities. These are all set within a relatively broad valley floor, with
locally incised valley sides, which form a complex, undulating landform to these
slopes.

The river valleys are defined by a series of ridgelines both to the north (between
130 and 155m ACD) and south (between 175 and 260m ADD) of the study area.
The site is based on a local ridgeline, forming a broad plateau at approximately
105m AOD which provides the watershed between the River Kennet and River
Lodden corridors, broadly running south-west to north-east.

Land cover (refer to Figure 13.3)

The predominant land use in the study area is that of agricultural land, including
farmsteads, arable and pasture, together with land associated with equestrian
uses such as land dedicated to gallops and racing studs with paddocks. The
significant blocks of woodland are shown on Figure 13.3. The wooded heathland
biocks throughout the area are a combination of both heathland and woodland
and are difficult to map precisely. Many contain commons.

Topography and vegetation pattemn broadly correlate, with large, often mixed,
woodland blocks associated wath the ridgelines and with smaller deciduous
woodland blocks associated with the valley sides. Decicuous freebelts {including
poplars) are characteristic features of the River Kennst valley.

Heathland is generally associated with the large mixed woodland blocks in the
cantre of the study area.

Along Ihe Kennet valley floor agricullure and mineral extraction are both clearly
evident. A senes of past and present sand and gravel extraction areas are

RP3S Flanning & Development 11 Junz 2007
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scattered along the valley, with past extraction evident in the presence of large
water bodies, some of which are now used for recreation, or have been restored
for wildlife conservation. The area also has extensive brick-clay, cement making,
silica sand, chalk and limestone resources, all of which are actively extracted. In
contrast, fanc uses associated with the River Loddon to the =ast are intensively
managed for agricultural purposes.

Pockets of recreational land, beyond the Common land, include tha golf courses
al Woaolhampton and Baughurst (o the north and ceniral sections of the study
area) together with the Rugby Pitches of Tadley Football Rugby Club immediately
east of the site. A serigs of public rights of way criss-cross through the area and
contribute to informal recreation and access to the countryside A series of other
non-agricultural land uses are also evident within the study area, such as the sites
forming part of AWE, both al Aldermaston and Burghfeld and the motorway
seryice areas and the M4 and A4 transport comidors.

Settlement pattern

There (s a broad correlation between topography and setflement pattern. The
large settiements of Newbury and Reading have developed around the river
valleys of the Kennet and Thames Rivers at the confluence of rivers and slong the
river valley sides, wilh Basingstoke hawving dsveloped around the slopes
associated with the head of the River Loddon.

The smaller settlements, such as Tadley, Morimer and Burghfield Comman, have
developed on local ridgelines and valley sides. A series of small. nucleated
settliements and individua!l properties are scattered throughout the study area —
often related to agricultural holdings and estates or race horse studs.

Historic Landscape Characterisation

West Berkshire District Councll have recently commenced work on the historic
characterisation of the district landscape, werking with the AONB Partnership.
This is a desk based study being verified by feldwork and is currently @ working
document for review and consultation. (The draft Characterisation Plan is
contained in Part 4 of the Appendices).

The historic categonsation of the landscape is based on a GIS sieve analyss of
both current and past land uses. The current land uses immediately arcund AWE
Aldermaston display a mosaic of re-organised fields; new fields; ancient and
replanted ancient woodland; other managed woodiand: tree plantations; restored
land; areas of modem built growth; paddocks; and rough grazing. Beyond the
immediate setling of the site, thess land uses continue but also include a number
of amalgamated fields. together with some areas displaying evidence of
parliamentary field systems and designed landscapes (those identified spacifically
relate to Wasing Park). AWE has been identified as military and therefore remains
unclassified in historic terms.

RPS Planning & Developmenl 12 Jung 2007
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AWE Site Description {refer to Figure 13.4)

AWE Aldermaston lies to the south of the Kennet Valley on the flat gravel plateau,
between 100 to 105m AOD, sloping to 85m in its far north-eastern comer. Some
of the landfarm within the site has been modified by human intervention to create
both individual and groups of mounds. It is surrounded by gravel plateau
heathland and woodland with some heathland pastures. To the north, the site
abuts the parkland estate of Aldermaston Park, whose influence once extended
into the north-eastern section of the site itself. This is evidenced by the exislence
aof groups of mature parkland trees and individual exctic specimen trees, which
are still located in this sector of the site. The south-eastern sector of the site
contains remnant heathland with some fine groups of trees, which are typical of
the local heaths — Birch, Pine and Oak. Where the grassland has bean left
unmown, ncticeable heathland regeneration is occurring with a wvariety of
heathland flora visible. The norh-eastern comer changes in character and
topography to provide an area dipping to a large pond and watercourse
surrounded by a rhododendron dominated shrub layer with Birch, Oak, Willow and
Pine. To the east of this corner, on the opposite side of the local highway forming
part of the site, lies an area of heathland woodland, dominated by Spanish
Chestnut, Oak and Birch.

The large-scale central areas are rather urban |n scale and contain very little
vegetation of any stature. That which exists is characterised by standard clear-
stemmed trees and low-level grass or shrubs. The hard surfaces are also poor In
quality. This lends an air of sterility to the site landscape.

The site is generally well contained in the local landscape by extensive layers of
vegetation. The scale of the site is significant in the local landscape and the
developed zunes are large in scale and at times in mass. Whilst the site is set
witnin a well wooded plateau, it is important to note that the larger buildings and
stacks are visible in middle o long distance views from local scarps or ridgelines
above the tree canopy. Existing views of the site are described in the Visual
Assessment Schedules in Appendix Part 6. Refer fo Figure 13.13 for Visual
Effects Summary of the Existing baseline situation, Figure 13.16 for Photo
Location Plan and photegraphs Figure 13.7).

Application Area Description (Refer to Figure 13.4)

The HEFF application boundary contains the contractors site entrance via the
West Gate to the AWE site and construction workers car park.: The layoul of
these areas is already approved by West Berkshire District Council for temporary
use as contractors access and parking. Access belween this zone and the
construction site and compounds in the eastern sector of the site would be via a
network of existing roads and tracks. These run along the northern boundary of
the site which in places abuts the A340. This access rouie joins the northern end
of Grifin Road. Although these areas are within the proposed HEFF red line
application boundary they already have planning consent andfor are existing site
access routes. They are therefore not assessed in detail as part of this landscape
and visual impacl assessment.

RFS Planning & Development 13 June 2007
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518 Griffin Road was formerly @ runway and it bisects the AWE site north south. The
proposed red line boundary includes two proposed contractors compounds which
abut Griffin Road to the east and west.

518 The site compound to the west of Gnffin Road is visually contained to the north by
a large mounded and vegetated area separated from the compound by a tence
line. To the south and west this compound is contained by the central urban
developed zone comprising large scale industrial buildings and hard unrelieved
paved areas and perimeler fencing.

5.20 To the east of Griffin Road lies the eastern sector of the AWE site. This sector
contains many concrete and grass mounds (which are approximately 10m tall) set
in a large area of grassland with low singie and two storey brick built fiat roofed
buildings which are scattered and in groups on the bouncaries. There are
scattered pine, birch and oak trees and a network of access tracks fence lines and
various services infrastructure throughout the area. The proposed HEFF
development site and a second associated contractors compound and site access
lie within this zone. The proposed HEFF site lies centrally within this sector of the
AWE site which 1s bordered to the north by Aldermastcn Court, to the east by the
Red Lane and to the south by Reading Rcad. A description of the proposed
construction works is included in Chapter 6 and a description of the proposed
development is included in Chapter 5 of the Environmental Statement Volume 1.

521 The proposed HEFF site comprises grassland with services and access tracks
and scattered deciduous trees. These trees are predominataly mature birch with a
few semi mature to mature caks. In many cases the birch are reaching the end of
their useful life and several nave suffered damage or been knocked over by recent
storms. They are very characteristic of this heathy landscape area and may be a
remnant parl of the Aldermaston Park which would have been associated with
Aldermaston Court to north. However this "parkiand’ has been significantly altered
by manmade development relating to it$' past uses as an airfield and more recent
uses as part of the AWE complex.

National and Regicnal Landscape Character Context

5.22 The term “landscape’ commonly refers to the view or appearance of the |and.
However, the landscape is a combination of both cultural and physical
characteristics or components, which give rise to patterns that are distinctive to
particular localities and help to define a 'sense of place’. The landscape is not
therefore simply a visual phenomenon but relies upon other influences including
topography, land use and managemenl, ecology and historical and cultural
associations.

523 Landscape is not only a rural phenomenon as it encompasses the whole external
environment, including cities, towns and small settlements. The character of the
urban environment can be defined as 'townscape’ and Is also relevant to this
particular assassment in light of the urban nature of much of the site. Physical
characteristics include urban structure and grain and the spaces between
buildings which together combine to create the layout of the urban environment.
Other physical characteristics include the height and mass or scale of buildings
and therr appearance in terms of both construction materials and detailing or
decoration. The social charactenstics of a lownscape are determined by how

RFE Flanning & Develgpment 14 Jure 2007
JSLIRRRILVIANZKRAR Tadley Site A; HEFF



524

525

5.26

5.27

5.28

Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment

these physical characteristics are used and it is the interrelationship of these
characteristics that give a place its character and distinctive identity.

A desktop study was initially undertaken to identify the national. county and district
wide landscape character areas within which AWE Aldermaston sits o understand
the landscape character context to the site.

The following sections set out the landscape character framework of the study
area from the national and regional level through to county and district scale
based upon existing characler assessments undertaken and pubiished by the
Countryside Agency, Berkshire and Hampshire Courty Council, West Berkshire
District Council and Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council. The boundaries of
the County and District Wide Landscape Character Areas are shown on Figures
13.5 and 13.6 respectivealy.

National Landscape Character Assessment

The general character of the English countryside has been described at a national
level in the Countryside Agency publication 'Countryside Character. Of which
Volume 7 covers the South-East and London (1999). The site is set entirely within
national Character Area 129: Thames Basin Healhs

The Thames Basin Heaths extend from the south-westerm suburbs of London to
the south of the Thames Valley to beyond Newbury to the west. They form a
diverse landscape thal is lyoified by the high incidence of forestry and heathland,
often unenclased, with the largest heaths being on MoD training areas or large
commons. The area includes extensive areas of development and substantial
transpert corridors, particularly in its eastern half. The central part of the area, in
which the site lies, is less populated with extensive areas of cak, hirch, pine
plantation woodland, as well as the wide grazed floodplain of the Kennet Valley
west of Theale. Arable pasture farmliand is typically enclosed in relatively small
and irregular fislds, divided by hedgerows and small woodiands.

County Landscape Character Assessment (refer to Figure 13.5)

The site lies wholly within the county of Berkshire, with its southern boundary
abutling Hampshire. The site lies on the southern edge of the H5 Burghfield
(Woodland and Heathland Mosaic) character area, as set out in the Berkshire
Landscape Character Assessment (November 2003) the key charactenstics for
this arza are:

An undulating landscape south of the Kennel Valley;

Large scale pasloral and arable field pattern;

Large interlinked woaodiand blocks, dominated by mixed and formal coniferous
geometric plantation woodlands:

Heathland pockets;

Settlement of Tadley straddling the southern character area boundary,

Large areas of Ministry of Defence controlled land;

Parklands of Aldermaston Park and Wasing Park;

Numerous prehistoric features of barrows and earthworks, including Grim's
Bank.

N |
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The neead to restare the declining heathland and deciduous woodland habitats s
identified, along with enhancement of the boundaries of the Ministry of Defence
controlled land.

5.29 The site's scuthern boundary abuts the Hampshire landscape character area
number 5. - North Hampshire Lowland and Heath (as determined in The
Hampshire Landscape — A Strategy for the Future’). The key characteristics of
this area are:

Predominance of farmland comprising arable and grazing,
Undulating;

Well wooded;

Irregular field patterns and winding lanes;

Heathlands and unimproved meadows.

i i G |

North Wessex Downs Landscape (April 2002) (Refer to Part 3 of the
Appendices for excerpts from the Plan)

5.30 A further tier of landscape character assessment for the north Wessex Downs
AONB has been carried out by The Countryside Agency.

53 The area of AONB which lies 2.5km to the north of the site within Berkshire is
identified as Lowland Mosaic Type and ‘Hermitage Lowtands and Heath' Area.
The most relevant key characteristic of which are:

m A low-lying, undulating area enclosed by the chalk to the north, south and
west and forming part of the Thames Basin Heaths which extend lo the east
of the AONE;

o A mosaic of landcover including fragments of remnant heathiand, extersive
woodlands and pasture, as well as mare open areas of arable land,

r Varied field pattern with irregular fields, interspersed with parcels of woodiand
and commons indicative of medieval and post medieval assarts. Fields with
sinucus boundaries predominate ... plus large regular fields of Pariiamentary
enclosure;

o One of the most censely setfled landscape types, with a diverse range of
setlements ranging from large manor houses, villages. numergus hamlals
and lines of houses along tha roads and lanes;

o An intricate network of wooded rural lanes, plus a large number of footpaths,
bridleways, and byways.

5.32 Within Hampshire the AONB area which lies over 5km away, south west of the
site iz divided in to Downland with Woodland type (which contains the Hannington
Downs, Litchfield Dowris, Waltbury ( Watership Down Scarp character areas), The
key characteristics of the Dewnland and Woodland Type are:

0 A strongly rolling landform with domed hill tops, dry valleys and scarps;

RFS Flanning & Deyaiapmant 16 June 2007
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Enclosure provided by hedgerows and mosaic of woodland cover, notably on
the col summits and as sinuous hangers along steep slopes;

A diverse range of woodlands, including wooded pasture, parkland, plantation
and shelterbelts

A wide range of field patterns, assarted fields, large, wavy sided fields and
field bounced by tracks and roads, all typical medieval enclosure, set against
a more open landscape dominated by Parliamentary enclosure fields.

-Small villages nestled in sheltered valleys or strategically located on ridgetops

with widespread scattered farmsteads and hamiets.

An intricate network of rural lanes, including characteristic sunken lanes
overhung by deep grassy banks and woodland,

Recreational opportunities characterised by a high density of footpaths.
bridleways and byways.

A peaceful and tranquil rural landscape.

District Wide Landscape Character Assessment (refer to Figure 13.6)

533 Whilst the majarity of the site lies within the West Berkshira District Council
administrative Area. the southern boundary of the site abuts Basingstoke and
Deane District Council. A district wide landscape assessment of these
administrative areas was carried out in 1993 and 2001 respectively. The foliowing
paragraphs describe the district wide landscape character areas.

Newbury (West Berkshire) District Landscape Character Assessment (1853)

534 Over 50% of the area of lhe sile i= unclassified In the character assessment.
However, lhe site is sel within the following areas;

13. Gravel Plateau Woodland with Pastures and Heaths

This character area bounds the site on its eastern, south-eastern and western site
boundaries and also extends in to a small section of the site on its western edge.
Its key characteristics are:

1 Intimate scale, fiat o undulating plateau with abrupl escarpments and small
Incised valleys with streams;

11 Complex pattern of landscape dominated by woodland;

1 Pastures, paddocks, remnant heathland and commons;

0 Linear settlements with wooded areas and some sub-urban areas;

1 Large private houses and educational establishments;

| Straight ridge top roads and complex winding lanes.
RFE Planning & Development 17 June 2007
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14. Plateau Edge Transitional Matrix

This area bounds the sile on its north-eastern boundary and has the following key
characteristics:

O

A smail to medium scaled complex landscape;

Transition between the Plateau Woodlands and lower open farmiands;
Gradation of deciduous and mixed woodland to pasture and arable land;
Many parklands and large private estates;

Clustered farmsieads, privale residences and small villages marked by
churches.

0= Bd

18. Parkland

This character area bounds and extends into the site on its northern side. lts key
characteristics are;

O Well established pastures with mature free standing trees;
Ll Associzted with large privale estates;

0  Often sited on hillside slopes;

01 Located between wooded ridges and lower open farmland

Basingsloke and Deane District Landscape Character Assessment (2001)

Settlement: 2 - Tadley / Baughurst / Pamber Heath bounds the site on its
southernmost edge. lts key characleristics are.

d Small seftlements located along winding lanes interspersed with patches of
commaon,

m Set within a mixed fammland and woodland landscape with heathland

comman,

Jse of fraditional materials, predominantly brick and plain clay tile;

7 Mosily modem residential development;

1 Linear character;

1 Some heath and woodland remains within the built-up areas.

Local Landscape Characler (refer to Figure 13.7)

A more detailed assessment of the local landscape character areas sel within the
regional and district character area assessments has been carried out on the
basis of desk studies and field survey work by Atkins (September 2005).

The AWE site sits primarily within two areas as follows:

Aldermastan Park West — Principally the more densely developed half of the site,
which contains many buildings of industrial and office character, including several
that are substantial. The quality of the buildings varies. The road system refiects
the former use of the site as an air force base. Heating pipes that run above the
surface also add to the cluttered nalure of the site. Tree cover is generally limited
to the boundary plantations and some small copses. The area includes some
adjacent developments to the west of the site.

RFS Fanning & Develnpment 18 June 2007
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Aldermaston Park East — Principally the less densely developed sector of the site,
where most buildings are contained within concrete and earth mounds, apart from
some industrial buildings near the eastern boundary. The heating pipes are again
apparenl. Tree cover scattered but is more extansive than on the western part of
the site and creates an open heathland wooded characler to the ceniral and
northern parts of the area.

The site is contained within the context of three identified landscape character
areas:

Aldermaston Park Pasiure and Woodland Fringe — An area of parkland, heath
associaled paddocks, plantations and woodland on and around the boundaries of
AWE with a flat to gently undulating topography. This area includes part of the
Grade || registersd Park of Aldermaston Court. Historical landscape slements
include Grim's Bark and the course of 2 Roman Road. Occasional urban fringe
land uses such as offices, garden certres and business parks are also typical.
Small ponds and lakes have been created in some of the valleys, set amongst
attractive woodlands and marginal planting. The ponds and trees refect the
area's parkland origins. Views tend to be constrained by vegetation. This is an
area of good Iandscape quality; medium tc high lancscape value and moderate
sensitivity to change.

Tadley Urban Area — The setilement of Tadley, which contrasts sharply with the
surrounding agricuitural and heathland landscapes. The town has predominantly
developed since the 1850's although there are scattered thatched cottages dating
from the 17" century. Historically, the area supported a brick industry at Tadley
Common, The development is generally one and two storeys and suburban in
character. with views restricted by the buill form. This is of low landscape quali ty
value and sensitivity to change.

Haughurst Hill Heath-associated Pasture and Woodland — lying to the wesl of the
site this character areas comprises mixed agricultural, residential and wooded
area ranging from the local hill tops at Brimpton Common and Ashford Hill to the
south-facing hillside at Inhurst. The area is structured by relatively straight roads
with paddocks and the low-density linear settiemenl patterns typical of heathland
enclosure. Mature oak and pines are common along roadsides, restricting hiltop
views. This area is of good landscape guality, of medium value and moderate

sensitivity to change

Site Wide Landscape Character (refer to Figure 13.8)

A more detailed site based character survey was carried out by RPS in June 2005
to determine the broad character areas across the site. The character areas have
been classified in relation to current land-use, landform and vegelation cover
together with other landscape characteristics within each area. The Information
collected in the field was recorded on survey sheets providing the opporiunity to
record both the objective elements within the landscape and lhe subjective
impressions of the viewer (Refer to Part 5 of the Appendices). A representative
photograph was also taken from each survey point wherever possible and an
assessment made as to the quality, value and sensitivity to change of the
character area in question in accordance with the guidance provided in the GLVIA
publication (2002). This baseline informatian was then used to describe the

RPS Planning & Development 19 June 2007
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character of the landscape / townscape within the site in order to help assess the
relative local significance. This baseline assessment has been updated to take
account of the NOA redevelopment which was granted planning permission early

in 2007.

5.40 The proposed HEFF apphication site lies within or adjacent to the following
landscape character areas, which are described in lerms of their key landscape
characteristics, their landscape guality, value and sensitivity to changs.

Table 5.1 Site Landscape Character Areas

Landscape Key Characteristics Landscape | Landscape | Sensitivity

Character Area Quality Value to Change

1. Contained Area of concenirated industrial buildings; | Poor | Low Low

Intensiva Chimneys, lighting columns, floodlights

industrial and double fencing;

Plateau =  Flat topcgraphy;

=  QOccasional small isolated tress

2 Disturbed = Area of disturbed ground, Poor Low Low

plateau = Series of car parks and coniractors

cabins

*  Flat topography;

= Minimal vegetation

3. Urban Core | = \Wige road with on street parking Ordinary fedium Low

' (One, two storey and three storey office
bsildings with Nl roofs, interpersed wilh
car parks:

= Lighting columns;

*  Flat topography;

»  Occasional street trees:

= Vvide verges contaiming pedestnan paths

7 Plaeau = Alarga open area containing grass Ordinary Medium Moderate

Formal Open pitches;

Space » Large expanse of car parking with a

cluster of small buiidings and portacabing
contained by formal hedges;
*  Flat topography;
= Framed by lasligate tree lines.
8 Coniained * Open hard landscape area conlainmng Ordinary Medium Moderate
Open Space roads, car parking and a helipad;
*  Flaticpography;
»  Caontained by significant birch and nak
woodland belt

9, Intimate » Temaced office buildings and car park set | Good Medium Woderate

Enclosed within a landscape dominated by heath

Parkiand woodiand species and rhododendron;

=  Sunken topoaraphy with steep slopes
containing the area:
*  Parkiand landscape associated with the
local area;
* Large pond fealure.
RF3 Planrdng & Davalopment 20 June 2007
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Landscape | Key Characteristics Landscape | Landscape | Sensitivity
Character Area Quality Value to Change
10. Open * Exlensive area of heathy grassiand; Ordinary/ Medium Moderate
Grassy Haath *  Mounds and low grouped scattered good
Plateau single storey flat roofed buildings;
=  Sporadic groups of mature irees,
including a few more omamental
EpPECies;
s Landscape features include Grm's Bank
contained by low fence, a pine plantation
and a large pond and assaciated
woadland;
=  Single track roads, steam pipelines,
fencing;
= Predominantly fial topography.
11, Wonoded *  Man-made mound and water treatment Ordinary/ Medium Moderate
Plateau Edge warks contained by dense treebelts; good
* Roads, fencing,
=  Steeply undulating topography.
12, Wide = Wide road with on strest parking — former | Poor Low Loy
Plateau Tunway.
Cormridar s Coniainec by high fencing on either side.

5.4

5.42
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5.44

Night-time Landscape Character

The dusk and night-time landscape character within the wider study area is
influenced by the existing sky-glow above Newbury, Thatcham and Reading. The
lit A4 also has an influence upon the landscape character, with road lighting and
vehicle headlights visible where roadside vegelation is sparse. The landscape
beyond these settlements, especially that designated as AONB, are
characteristically dark landscapes, with an occasional isolated light indicating a
dwelling, tarmstead or hamiet.

The main sources of light iccally around the site includes the setilement of Tadlsy
to the south, which contains both high pressure and domestic scale sodium street
lighting to the main roads and residential streets, together with lighting of
individual buildings and road junctions, such as roundabouts, together with the car
parks associated with the town cenwre uses, which all contribute ta the night glow.

Lighting in the village of Aldermaston is limited to that associated with individual
properties and the Post Office along the main street, together with the up lighting
of the Hinds Head Public House. The plant nursery to the north of the village is
also lit with a series of low level sodium lighting.

The AWE Aldermaston site is currently lit by a high percentage of sodium lighting.
together with occasional white lights associated with replacement or naw lighting
provisions. Lighting is generally concentrated to the western, more developed
section of the site, clearly idenlifying the routes through the site. Mare sporadic
lighting is alzo evident on the sastern section of the site, with the lighting of the
perimater fence and the main entrance areas extending the perception of the site
o the boundaries. Much of the lighling is non-directional and domestic in scale.
The scdium lighting is interspersed with the white ghting contained within
individual buildings, which provides the lighting to stair wells, office spaces and

RP5 Planring & Devatopran! 2
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the upper floors of the larger industrial scale buildings scattered throughout the
site and which all contributes to sky glow in the area. The edges of the site are
more evidant at night in the immediate local landscape through the lighting of the
penmeter fence. However, due to the extensive layers of woodland blocks in the
area, the effects of the lghting on the wider counfryside are reduced ta its
immediate setting.

545 The application area is generally lit with boundary fence and street |ighting and
domestic scale lighting, which forms part of the site wide lighting and contributes
fo the effects on the night sky. The lighting of the perimeter fence is clearly
evident at night.

5486 In views from the AONB ta the north, the whale site forms par of a Iit ridgeline
associaled with settliement of Tadley, together with the white lighting of Portland
House at Aldermaston Park clearly evident in this view. and a series of individual
sodium lights set in the wider landscape. Individual lights asscciated with the
application area are nol discernible from the ANOB, as these are set below the
existing treed horizan or in the context of the wider lit area

RFS Planning & Developmeant 22 June 2007
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Landscape Evaluation

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

The various |andscape, archaeological and ecological designations which help 1o
define the value placed upan the existing landscape within the study area are
shown on Figure 13.1.

There are no national or regional landscape designations, such as National Parks,
Areas of Quistanding Natural Beauty (AQMNB) or Areas of Special Landscape
Interest covering the site. However, the North Wessex Downs AONB lies 2 5km
to the north and approximately 4km to the south west of the site. The closest

boundary of the AONB is located north of the A4 adjacent to the settlement of

Woolkampton. The North Wescex Downs AONB “.. reaches across the south
west and south easi of England in a broad arc... encirciing Newbury, Io
encompass the northem reaches of the rolfing chalk hifls of the Hampshire
Downs...” (Extract from p5 of The North Wessex Downs Landscape: A landscaps
assessment of the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, The Countryside Agency,
April 2002). There is no direct landscape impact on the AONB that would arise
from the proposed development. The impact of the proposed development on key
views from the AQONE is assessed and included in the Visual Impact Schedules in
Part 6 of the Appendices to this repont,

In relation to historic landscape features, Figure 13.1 illustrates a number of
Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM's) designated for their national importance
throughout the study area. In particular, it identifies a series of linear SAM's
relating to the remaining sections of an ancient earthwork, which extends from the
north-easl inta the south-eastern corer of the site known as Grims Bank. Some
of the surrounding villages contain Conservation Areas designaled by the Local
Authority for their special architectura! or historic interest. Cultural Heritage issues
are dealt within Chapter 14 of the Environmental Statement Volume 1.

The parkland and garden associated with Aldermaston Court norh of the site
boundary has been identffied on English Heritage's Regisier of Parks and
Gardens. Historically, the parkland associated with Aldermaston Court extended
it's influence in lo the eastem section ol the AWE site, although it has now been
significantly alterad by built and infrastructure developments.

A number of sites have been designated as Sites of Special Scientific Interest
{SSSI1) within the study area for either their national ecological or geological
interest. Further description on these is included in the Ecology Chapter of the
Envircnmental Statement, Volume 1.

In order to assess the relative significance of the landscape effects associated
with the proposed redevelopment, sach landscape characiter area has heen
evaluated in relation to its quality, value or importance and sensitivity to change in
accordance with the criteria contained within Tables 1.1 and 1.2 in Part 1 of the
Appendices (Assessment Methodology). In accordance with the guldance
provided in the GLVIA (2002), the sensitivity of the landscape is a reflection of the
degree or capacity to which the particular landscape character area is able to
accommedate change of the type and scale proposed.
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JEL1SERILVIAD MR Tadley Site Az HEFF



Langscape & Visual Impact Assassment

6.7 An initial site wide vegetation appraisal of the existing vegetation was carmied out
in June 2005. This was not based on a topographic survey and tharetore does
not illustrate the actual locaton/number and canopy spread of the frees but
provides @ broad assessment of the existing groups of trees, categorising the
stock in terms of amenity value from A — Retention most desirable. 1o D -
Removal. This appraisal therefore, does not provide an assessment of the
amenity value and condition of individual trees, it reflects the general amenity
value of groups of trees in the site landscape.

Visual Analysis

6.8 The methodclagy for the visual assessment is set out in Part 1 of the Appendices.
A summary description of the existing views together with an impact assessment
for each of the receptors is set out in the Visual impact Schedules in Part 6 of the
Appardices, and shown on Figure 13.13.

RPE Planning & Development 24 dune 20407
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Mitigation Proposals

71

7.2

73

7.4

7.2

/.6

The AWE Aldermaston site s located on a plateau al approximately 100-105m
AOD. It benefits from the location and content of the woodland belts, copses and
plantations which surround the site and frame the plateau for visual confainment,
In future some commercial plantation management and the importance attributed
to heathland habilals may lead to some loss of tree cover in the arsa where
blodiversity takes precedence.

Implementing new tree and native shrub planting to ensure future continuity of
cover is therefore important for both the landscape and biodiversity of the site.

Mitigation measures have been developed as part of an iterative design process
to help avoid or reduce the potential adverse landscape and visual effects of the
proposed redevelopment. The location of the proposed buildings and access on
praviously developed land, the position and arrangement of the new buildings and
their height, form and colour will have a considerable influence upon the potential
impact of the proposed redsvelopment. The new buidings and associated
construction compounds would be wholly located within the existing site boundary
within the eastern part of the site.

The proposed construction activities are described in Chapter 6 and the praposed
development is described in Chapter 5, Volume 1 of the Environmental Statement.
The main building would site centrally in the eastem sector. It would be
approximately 42.5m x 90.1m with an east west orientation. Tha height of the
proposed cperational buildings has sought to be as low as possible at 8.0m and
11.975m in terms of satisfying the operational requirements of the development.
The HEFF facility would be flanked by sight 28m tall lightning towers of a light
weighl metal lattice structure, The style and form of the buildings has allowed
some functions to extend beyond the basic rectangular plan form, so that the
building sides are broken up and the roofline |s varled. The proposed temporary
contractors construction facilities are to be limiled to single storey height 1o
minimise visual intrusion.

The landscape mitigation proposals for the redevelupment ol the site are shown
on the Landscape Strategy Plan Figure 13.8. They accord with the broad
landscape principles illusirated on the Site Development Context Plan Figure
13.19. The redevelopment proposals take into consideration the location of the
existing groups of trees, plantations and individual mature trees, as identified in
the vegetation appraisal prepared in June 2005. Whilst around 40 number trees
would be removed to enable the construction, the retention of adjacent groups of
trees and the existing AWE site boundary vegelation would ensure a mafture
framework within which the redevelopment sits. The proposals for new tree and
native shrub pianting reinforce this framework in the immediate vicinity of the
HEFF and eastern sector of the site and would contribute to reducing the
landscape and visual impact of the redevelopment on the local landscape and for
visual receptors within and immediately beyond the site boundary.

The landscape proposals in the central section of the application area seex (in
accordance with the A Site Landscape Strategy 2008), to re-establish a landscape
structure around the existing and proposed buildings through the reinforcement of
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the mixed birch, cak and pine tree groups which are characteristic of this area of
the AWE site.

The majority of the trees to be removed are mature and over mature birch. Whilst
the loss of thess trees will have an initial adverse effect, their replacement by a
mix of new birch, oak and pine lrees planted in copses and individually will
ultimately improve the planting structure and provide future generations of ree
cover and continuity of screening. The trees would be planted as mixed informal
groups of feathered and heavy standard trees.

In addition to free planting swathes of native understorey shrub plantng would
also be introduced to both provide additional screening and site containment and
to add to the biodiversity of this area of the site. This will comprise a mix of
hawthomn, willow, dogwaod, field maple and hazel which can be managed with a
rotational coppicing regime.

The grassland management in the eastern sector of the site would also be
corsidered to encourage some limited additional areas of heathland regeneration
through reduced mowing regimes.

The Sustainable Urban Drainage (SUDS) ponds are designed to attenuats the
surface water drainage. They would also be landscaped to provide an attractive
context to the development and will planted with marginal vegetation for improved
biadiversity.

A further miligation measure under consideration is the removal of detracting
features. As such the sequential removal of the redundant steam pipelines which
rum through the site area.

Topsoil stripping and site storage will be associated with the construction to
protect this resource. Once the development is complete the topscil would be
reused and reseeded to reinstate the lemporary contractors compound and
conslruction area east of Griffin Road.

tarthworks generated by the axcavation of the building foundations and SUDS
ponds will be reused to form mounds which are characteristic of the eastern
sector of the AWE site.

The choice of colour for the proposed buildings is important for the iong distant
elevated views from the AONB (light coloured buildings tend to reflect more in
these views), Mid to darker colours which reflects the natural colours and tones
found in the local landscape such as mid greys and browns would ensure the
buildings blend into the landscape in the longer distance views particularly from
the AONG 1o the south west.

Whilst & lighting design for the proposed redevelopment has not been prepared,
this section sets out the requirements in order fo reduce the night-time effects of
lighting within the application area. Due 1o the unique operaticnal requirements of
the site, lighting of the proposed development is key to maintaining site security
dunng the hours of darkness.
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7.16

7.7

Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment

The lighting of the new buildings and security fencing has the potential to increase
light levels, affecting the night-time perception of the site. The use of floodlighting
and up-lighting to the buildings will sought to be minimised wherever possible. The
guidance set out in ‘Lighting in the Countryside: Towards Good Practice' by the
institute of Lighting Engineers (1996) should be used ta inform the lighting design.
The use of fiat—glass and hooded directional lanterns for the building and access
circulation would reduce the night-time effects of light pollution. The number of
ighting celumns should be restricted wherever possible to minimise street clutter
The height of the columns should be limited to below the existing tree canopy to
ensure that incividual lights do not appear above the tree line, which would have
an effect on the views from the AQNB to the north of the site. These factors are to
he considered in arder to reduce the night-time effects.

Much of the site and the perimeter fence are currently lit with a range of different
types of lighting, to aid site security, The existing perimeter fence will continue to
be lit threughout the construction and operational phases. The design of the
lighting will seek to minimise lighting impacts wherever possible.
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Landscape & Visval Impact Assessment

Assessment of Effects

8.1

8.2

83

8.4

8.5

The proposed HEFF construction is programmed for @ period of 24 months.
Temporary Effects

Temporary effects are associated with construction works and would include the
canstruction of the two contractors compound areas, associated welfare facilities
together with construction vehicles access, materials, topsoil and subsoil starage
and any cranage used to construct the buildings.

Permanent Effects

The longer term effects would include the operation of the completad HEFF facility
buildirgs, together with access. Night-time effects upon landscape character and
visual amenity are also considered in order to assess the likely effects of lighting
elements of the proposed developmenl

The assessment of landscape and visual effects takes inlo consideralion the
mitigation measures described in Section 7 to avoid, reduce and where possible
remedy adverse effects.

Cumulative Effects

The assessment considers the proposed re-development in the context of the
construction of the New Office Accommodation (NOA) which was granted
planning permission in early 2007. It also considers the polential impact of HEFF
in ralation to the Site Development Context Plan (SDCP).
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9 Landscape Effects

Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment

91 The landscape effects upon the local and site character areas during the

constructicn arnd operational

phases of

the proposed development are

summarised in Table 9.1 and further described and assessed in the [ollowing
paragraphs.

Table 3.1 Landscape Effects

JEL1EEEILVIADZIKRSD

' Local Landscape Nature of Effects Scale of | Duration | Significance of
Character Areas Change Landscape Effecis
Type Direct/Indirect
Ajdarmaston Parik Consiruction Indiract Temparary | Minar adverse
Pasture and Operation Indirect Minor = Negligible! neutral
Woodland Fringe Night-i ndirect srmanent N egligible! neutral
[H me ndirgc H &l feu
Tadley Urban Area Construgtion Indirect Neutral Temporary | Neutral
| Operation Indirect Permanent | Neutral 7
Nfﬂht—ﬂme Indirect MNIA NIA, /A
Haughurst Hill Heath | Construction Indirect Temporary | Neutral
Associated Pasture Operation Indiract MiA Farmanent | Neutral
and oot Night-time Indirect N/A NIA
Site Landscape Nature of Effects Scale of | Duration Significance of
Character Area - Change | Landscape Effects
Type Direct/indirect .
1. Cantained Construction Direct ?Bmpﬂ]"ﬁf‘f Meutral
Intensive [ndustrial erafion Direct Megligible Meutral
Plateau E‘rght-ﬁme Direcl Permanent -2 tral
2. Disturbed Plateau Consiruchon Direct | Temporary | Neutral
Operation Direct Neutral | .0 NIA
Nightutimﬁ MiA, M/A
3. Urban Core Caonstruction Indirect Khne | Temporary | Mincr Adverse
Dperation Indirect F P Miricr Adverse’ Neutral
Night-time Indirect Negigible | Negligible
7. Plateau Formal Canstruction Indirect Neutral | Temporary | Neutral
Open Space Cperation MIA NiA
Niﬁi‘it—ﬁme MNIA _WA NI M4
B. Contained Open Construction Direct Temporary | Neutral
Spaca Operation MIA NiA NIA MIA
Night-time MIA NIA
4. Intimate Enclosed Construction Indirect Minor Temporary | Negliglble
Parkland Operation Indirest b Megligible/ neutral
NE;hi-lime Indirect Negiglible | Permanent Neﬁ'r%t
10, Open Grassy Construction Direct Moderate | Temporary | Moderste adverse
Heath Plateau Operation Direct Minor adverse becoming
light bensficial
Minor | Pemarent | B0 etanishes
-'\.I[ghi—tlme Direct Negliaihlrs
11 . Wooded Pisteau Construction Direct Minor Temporary | Minor adverse
Edge Cperation indirect Permanent Negligible adverse/meautral
Nighi-time Indirect Negligible Neutral N
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Landscape & Yisual Impact Assassmant

Site Landscape Mature of Effects Scale of | Duration Significance of
Character Area Change Landscape Effects
Type Direct/indirect
12. Wide Plateau Construction | Direct & Indirect | Negligible | Temporary | Negligible adverse
Garridor Operalion ingirect Minor Negligible adverse
Parmanent | PESOMING neutral to slight
beneficial
Night-time Indirect Negligible Neutral

Significant landscape effects are shown in italics (ie. those deemed moderate or above).
Aldermaston Park Pasture and Woodland Fringe

9.2 This character area contains part of the Grade || registered Park and Gardens of
Aldermaston Court. It is wooded to the north and south of the AWE site and
provides a wooded backdrop and containment to the site. AWE has little influence
over the wider part of the character area to the north east as it dips away from the
plateau towards Padworth. There are no direct effects on the landscape of this
character area.

Construction Effects: The urbanising presence of construction traffic, construction
compounds and a tower crane on the adjacent characler area would have a
temporary, indirect, minor adverse lancdscape effect on the margins of this
character area.

Operational Effects: There is some very limited intervisibility between this
character zone and the relatively amall scale development ate.  Eventually
however the slightly adverse effects of the development and loss of trees would
be mitigated by the proposed new tree and woodland copse planting which would
be in keeping with the character of the area. There would therefore be an initial
temporary indirect, negligible adverse sffect which would become neutral in 10
to 15 years when the planting establishes.

Might-time Character Effect: would also be negligible initially becoming neutral in
10 to 15 years as the tree planting matures and screens much of the additional
light impact from this character ares.

Tadley Urban Area

8.3 This urban character area borders the AWE site to the south west. It is separated
from the proposed HEFF deveiopment area by the existing more urban western
sector of the AWE site. It does however abut the scuthern edge of the Westemn
Gale where HEFF conslruction traffic and contraclors car parking would use the
areas already provided fo service the redevelopment of office accommaodation on
the site. This has been assessed for the NOA Environmental Impact Assessment.
The proposed HEFF development would not change the character impacts of the
proposals (or the assessment).

Construction Effects: Indirect, permanent and neutral.

Operational Efects: Indirect, permanent and neuﬁal.

RFS Planning & Development an June 2007
oL V2B LVIADZIKRAp Tadiey Site A; HEFF



9.4

9.5

9.6

9.7

9.8

Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment

Haughurst Hill Heath Associated Pasture and Woodland

This character area which frames the AWE site to the west and north west and
cantains significant areas of woodlands is physically separated from the proposed
HEFF development site by the western more urban sector of the AWE site and by
development which abuts the A340. It contains some of the original features of
the Wasing Park parkland/woodland landscape. The HEFF development would
have no landscape character effects on this area.

Construction Effects: Indirect, temporary and neutral.
Operational Effects: Indirect. permanent and neutral.
1. Contained Intensive Industrial Plateau

This character area is primarily defined by the concentration of industrial buildings
and flat topography. The bulldings are interspersed with a range of harc spaces
which include car parxing, set behind an inner security fence and roads.

This area has intervisibility with the contractor's access and compound and car
parking which has been assessed for the NOA, Environmental Statement. The
HEFF project would utilise thess provisions but would not change the character of
appearance of the propesals which have already been assessed.

The area accommodates part of the contractors access and proposed
construction compound for the HEFF development to the east. There would also
be inlervisibility with the proposed HEFF development area. However, the
buildings in this part of the site are very large industrizl scale with fittle or no
outiook and this low quality, low sensitive area can accommodate the proposed
changes without any negative effect.

Construction Effects: Temporary, neutral landscape effect.
Operational Effects: Permanent. neutral landscape effect.
2. Disturbed Plateau

This arsa comprises vacant plots, temporary parking and construction related
activities for the current site redevelopment projects. The HEFF development
would make use of the contractor's access and parking areas but would not
change any of the proposals, landscape character or the assessment of effects
considered for the NOA Environmental Statement. The HEFF built development is
separated from this arez by the intensive industrial plateau area so no operational
landscape affects would occur,

Construction Effects: Direct temporary, neufral landscape effects.

Operational Effects: NIA

RFS Planning & Developmend 31 Juna 2607
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9.8

9.10

9.1

9.12

Langdscape & Visual Impac! Assessmant

3. Urban Core

The Urban Core character area lies adjacent to the areas where the proposed
HEFF development and the contractors temporary compounds would be located,
These aspects of development would be some distance away and separated from
the edge of the urban core by other low rise (up lo 10m) development and
scattered mounds and trees in grassland. The contractor's compounds would
have a temporary urbanising influence which would be reinstated after use. The
development would be perceived as additional industrial building introduced into
the adjacent large scale grass and heathy tree scatlered area. The urban core is
ordinary guality and would have a low sensitivity to the proposed change,
additional lighting introduced by the development would be perceptible but in the
context of the already it site. The propesed planting would in time contain the
new development and mitigate any adverse effects.

Construction Effects: Temporary, indirect minor adverse landscape effect.

Operational Effect: Indirect minor adverse effect becoming neutral in 10-15
years with the nlanting mitigation.

7. Plateau Formal Open Space

This character area abuts the contractor's access and car parking which has
already been assessed in the NOA Environmental Statement. During the HEFF
development the facility would be used but there would be no further landscape
effects and no change to the assessment given in the NOA Environmental
Statement. The area is remote from the HEFF cperaticnal development and

. construction compounds.

Construction Effacts: Indirect temporary neutral landscape effect,
Operational Effects: NVA
8. Contained Open Space

This characler area at the western corner of the AWE site would be used for the
contraclor’s sile access from the local highways. This would already be provided
for the NOA development and has been assessed in the NOA Environmental
Statement. During the HEFF construclion phase the facilily would be used, but
there would be no additional landscape effects and no change 1o the assessment
given the NOA Environmental Statement.

The contractor's compounds and opergtional developmeant for HEFF would be
remote from this area and would therefore have no effects on its landscape
character.

Construction Effects: Direct temporary neutral landscape effect.

Cperational Effects: N/A

RFS Flanning & Developmen 3z Jure 20T
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9.13

9.15

Land=zcape & Visuzl Impact Assessment

9. Intimate Enclosed Parkland

This character area is enclosed by quite dense parkland and woodiand
vegetztion. lis topography falls steeply away from the main site plateau to the
north east corner and therafore its aspect s away from the main site area. |t has
8 good landscape quality and a moderate sensitivity to change however it is wall
protected from the effects of the proposed development by the existing vegetation
and it's topographic aspect, There is limited intervisibility from this area to the
proposed development however, there would be no direct effects. The operational
development would have little effect on it's character and thare may ultimately be
beneficial effects from the mitigation planting once established. The construction
effects would be temporary and barely perceptible.

Canstruction Effects: Indirect, temporary negligible adverse effect.

Operational Effects: Indirect, permanent negligible adverse effect becoming
neutral as the planting matures in 10-15 years.

10. Open Grassy Heath Plateau

This large area of the sile comprises open grassland with some heathland,
scattered trees, mounds and low rise buildings. During construction one of the
conlractors compounds and the site development would be accommodated within
the area with the second compound and accass in the adjacent areas to the west.
The propased development would introduce a modern industrial scale and style
puildings into this slightly less intensively developed area of the site, however it
would be seen in the context of the major industrial and office development areas
to the west and the larger industrial buildings situated on the eastem adge of the
gastern sector ol the AWE site. The new buildings would be relatively low in
neight and would relate to the height of the existing mounds and low rise buildings
scattered through this character area. The eight lattice metal lightning towers
would introduce taller elements which are less in keaping with the character area,
however at 28m these would be much shorter and less intrusive in mass than the
chimneys stacks (some up to 49.5m) immediately to the east and west of this
area. Any lighting associated with the contractors compounds and the proposed
new buildings would intensify the amount of lighting in this part of the site
however, this would be perceived in the conlext of the wider lit site and it
perimeter fences.

Whilst the loss of trees to accommodate the development would add to the initial
agverse landscape impact on this area, the proposed mitigation plariting would in
time more than replace that losl. | would provide the eastern sector with a
stronger landscape context which would have longer term benefits when
compared to the existing over mature birch trees which would be remaved.

Construction Effects: Direct, temporary, moderate adverse landscape effects.

Cperational Effects: Direct, permanent, initial minor adverse effect becoming
neutral after 10-15 years and continuing to improve to slight beneficial in the
longer term.
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11. Wooded Plateau Edge

9.16 This area is contained with mounding and significant areas of vegelation. The
cantractor's access would pass through the area on established roads and one of
the contractor's compeounds would lie adjacent o the scuthern boundary of the
area. There wouid be no significant change in it's character as a result of the
construction of the HEFF development.

a17 The operational development would be separated from this area by exisling
development, roads and car parking. The scale and the effects of change would
be insignificant in the context and characler of this area. The proposed planting
once established would have a beneficial effect on the sefting of the site.

Construction Effects: Direct, temporary, minor adverse effacts,

Operational Effects: permanent, negligible adverse becoming neutral landscape
affect

12. Wide Plateau Corridor

8.18 This area was a former runway and now comprises roads and large expanses of
car parking and compounds. It divides the more urban and densely developed
western sector from the relatively less densely developed eastern seclor of the
AWE site. During construclion this area would be used for construction access
and construction vehicular movements would be perceived. The contractor's
compounds and development site would be located primanly to the west but a
small construction compound would also exist temporarily to the east of the area.
This area has a poor landscape quality and low sensitivity to change. The
construction effects would not be out of character and would lead to a negligible
adverse effecl. The operational development would have no direct effect on the
area out would be perceplible in the context of the landscape to the east. It would
have an initial negligible adverse effect becoming neutral to slight beneficial in
time as the proposad mitigation planting estadlishes and matures to reinforce the
landscape framework in the adjacent area to the east.

Construction Effects: Direct, temporary, negligible adverse effect.

Cperational Effects: Indirect, permanent negligible adverse becoming neutral in
10-15 years and then slight beneficial as the free planting becoms mature.

Effects on Landscape Resources

9.19 Topsoil would be siripped, stored and reused cn the development site. Around 38
mature birch trees and a couple of oak trees would be removed to make way for
the development and access for construction. These would be replaced by
significant areas of new tree and native shrub planting which would ultmately be
beneficial to this part of the site as over malure birch stock is replaced by a mix of
birch, pine and oak to provide an enhanced landscape structure in keeping with
the heathy woodland character of the plateau, for the future.
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9.20

9.21

§.22

8.23

9.24

Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment

Whilst there would be an initial slight adverse impact on the tree stock this would
ultimately be more than replaced by an improved tree structure leading to a slight
beneficial impact in the longer term,

Night Time Effects

A hghting scheme has not been prepared for the proposed construction and
operational phases. A broad outline assessment of the likely effects has therefore
bzen based on additional access, building and security fencing lighting within the
applicaticn area, in order lo [acilitate health, salely and sile securily reguirements.

The proposed new buildings are located in a lit site, which extends to the edges of
the whole AWE site (as a result of the secunty reguirements of lighting the
perimeter fence). Any new lighting will therefore be viewed in the context of the
existing lit site. The introduction of lighting to these areas is likely to result in the
overall net increase of lighting in this sector of the AWE site. However, the uss of
flat glass lanterns for road areas and directicnal cown lighting, together with
limited inclination, would help minimise light spill in 1o the night sky.

The proposals would intensifying the lit areas of the site in the east. Qverall, the
effects of lighting wifl be minimised wherever possible and it is considerad that the
proposed lighting will have a negligible adverse impact on the siie and local
landscape.

Considering the mitigaticn measures described in section 7, lighting the site would
be unlikely 1o result in any change to the character of the views from within the
ACNB.
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10 Visual Effects

10.1 The Zone of Visual Influence (ZV!) for the existing site is shown on Figure 13.10.
The ZVI for the proposed HEFF development is shown on Figure 13.11. They
madel the topography with areas of significant screening vegetation assumed at
15m and settiements at 9m above ground level. The HEFF bulldings are
modelled al 11.975m with the lighting lattice towers at 28m above ground level,
The zone of visual influence whare both elements of the buildings and the lighting
towers may be visible is illustrated by radiating dark blue lines. The areas where
only the uoper parts of the lightning towers may be visibie above the surrounding
vegetation is illustratad by pale blue radiating lines.

10.2 When the proposed ZVI Is overlzid with the existing baseline ZVI for the existing
AWE site buildings Figure 13.12 it can be seen that the HEFF development would
nol increase the polantial area of visibility of the AWE site. The buildings would sit
below the level of the vegetation that contains the site. They would generally only
be visible from within the AWE site and the immediate vicinity of boundaries of the
site with the exception of the very slevated distant view points beyond Kingsclere
lo the soulth west. The upper parts of the lattice metal lightning towers have a
more extensive ZVI, howsver this is well within the ZVI for the exisling tallar
buildings and chimney stacks that aiready exist on the site. The lattice towers
wou'd be a much lighter form of construction than the existing site chimney stacks.
Their visibility and influence would therefore be less extensive in reality than
indicated by the ZV1. They would be difficult {o see much beyond the Bkm radius
views whereas the existing chimneys can be perceived from elevated views 10 to
15km beyand the site in daylight, in good clear weather conditions.

10.3 The summary of visual effects of the development during construction and for
Operation Year 1 are illustrated on Figures 13.14 and 13.15 respectively. These
plans are to be read in conjunction with the baseline Existing Visual Effects Figure
13.13 and the visual impact schedules at Part B of the Appendices.

104 The following sections summarise the potential visual effects of the proposed
developmenl upon each visual receptor group and considers the potential night-
time effects of lighting the site.

10.5 Views of the buildings within the application area and that of the wider site, are
largely containsd by the nature of the lopography and intervening mature
vegelation from many of the settlements, recreational paths, other public righte of
way and transport corridors within the study area. The assessment of the visual
effects of the proposed development upon all receplors relates to those effects
likely to occur during the winter manths for the worst affected receptors within any
identified group i.e. the worst-case scenario. The effects have been assessed for
the construction phase and the first year of operation, where the effects of planting
mitigation have not been considered. The effects have also been considered at
year 10 of operation where appropriate, when the proposed mitigation: planting
would be assumed fo have established a minimum heighl of Bm, and this
assessment is included in the schedules at Part 6 of the Appendices.
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Settiements — Construction Visual Effects

10.6 From Raghill (receptor no. 1), Old Warmen {nc. 2), Tadley Hill (no. 13}, Broomhill
(no. 20, Beenham (no. 22), Woolhamplon (no. 18) and Upper Woulhampton (no
19} the tallest elements of the existing buildings and/or chimney stacks can be
seen above the tree line. Itis feasible that the upper part of any tower crane used
for the comstruction would also be visible seen in the context of the existing
structures with a resultant temporary, negligible adverse visua! effect.

07 One property (ref no. 7) The Old Kennels would have views of construction traffic
using the access route with views south east from upper storey windows and east
from the garden. The traffic would been seen in the context and backdrop of the
axisting site development and infrastructure (refer ta photograph Figure 13.18,
view poinlt 13). The effect would be a temporary minor adverse visual effect
during construction only. There are no views of the proposed HEFF buildings or
construction compounds from this propenrty.

Settlements — Operational Visual Effects

10.8 From Raghill, Old Warren, Tadley Hill, Woolhampton and Upper Woolhampton,
Broomhill and Beenham. There may be glimpsed views of the upper parts of the
lightening towers above the tree line. These would be less Intrusive in the views
then the existing site chimney stacks (being shorter, narower and of an open
lattice metal conslruction) but would be perceived as additional vertical elements
on the skyline on a clear day. This would result in a permanenl negligible
adverse visual effect.

Settlements Night-Time Effects

10.9 The AWE site is already well lit for security. Whilst the development may
introduce additional lighting in the eastem sector of the site it would be perceived
in the cantaxt of an already well lit area with both perimeter fencing, site roads and
buildings lit at night. Lighting associated with this development would be barely
perceptible and a negligible adverse visual effect at worst.

FPublic Rights of Way and Recreational Paths

10.10 There are no views of the applicalion site and views of the proposed development
would generally be limited from these receplors due to the extensive layers of
vegelation andfor built form and topography containing the development from
wider views. There are 5 number nights of way (ref nos. 36, 38, 40, 41 and 42)
with short to middle distance views of the top of the existing tall builldings and/or
chimney stacks above the tree ling, (refer to photographs Figure 13.17 key view
points C and E). These may &fford glimpsed views of any tower cranes used for
construchon and of the upper part of the 8 ightning towars. These weula introduce
additional vertical elements which would be seen in the context of the existing
views of the chimney stacks resulting in negligible adverse visual effects during
both construction and operational phases.
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10.11 Long distance elevated views of the AWE site can be obtained from the Wayfarers
Walk {ref no. 24), Cottingtons Hill and Stubbington Down (ref no. 43) to the south
west of Tadley (refer to photograph Figure 13.17 key view peint A). These are
within the AONB. The application site and the proposed new bulldings and
lightning lowers would be difficult to distinguish from the existing bulldings from
these very elevated areas. The lattice towers would be barely perceptible from this
distance on a clear day and the buildings can be further camouflaged due to their
low height and form if appropriate colours are chosen for the extemal built
elevations and roofs (1le. mid to dark natural colours). At worst negligible
adverse visual impacts may be experienced on a clear day from these views.

Public Open Space

10.12  The Green at Tadley Hill {receptor number 47) has short cistance views to the
existing tall buildings and chimneys on the AWE site although the application area
is not perceptible. As a result of the proposals, the lightning lowers would be
visible above intervening buildings and vegetation but when considered against
the backdrop at AWE as a whole, the visual effect would be negligible.

Night Time Effects

10.13  The effects of introducing lightning within the development weould be imperceptble
in the views from the rights of way and open space. The lights would be
indistinguishable in the context of an already well |it site and the Tadley urban
area on the plateau. There would therefore be no change in night time visual
effects.

Registered Parks and Gardens

10.14 There are very narrow existing views south fo the construction site from the end of
the avenue to the south wing of Aldermaston Court (receptor relerence 49 refer to
photographs Figure 13.8 local view points 11 and 12). The tallest of the existing
AWE sile buildings and chimneys are also glimpsad above the trees and
intervening woodland. No views of the proposed HEFF buildings would be
experenced due to intervening vegetation. Given the very narrow and filtered
nature of the view, a temporary negligible visual impact would be experienced
during the construction phase only.

Formal Sports User Groups

10.15 From Tadley Rugby Club (ref no. 51) and Wessex Downs Golf (ref no. 53) course
shod distance views of the top of the lightening towers may be glimpsed above
the intervening buildings and vegetation. These would however, be less intrusive
than the exisling site chimney stacks and as such only 2 negligible adverse
visual impact would be experienced.
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10.16

1047

10.18

10.19

10.20

10.21

10.22

10.23

Landscape & Visual Impac! Assessment

Transport Corridors — Baseline Views

Receptors using the local roads network would have a medium sensitivity to
changes in the views and the views experienced from the roads would be dynamic
{ie changing as the viewer travels by car, rides, walks or cycles). There are
significant areas of planting on the road boundarnes so views to the site are
intermittent.

Views of the application area are glimpsed from short sections of Red Lane (to the
east of the site, refer to photograph Figure 13.18 local view point 10) between
existing vegetation, buildings and mounds.

Transport Corridor Construction Visual Effects

Construction traffic may be seen from the A340 Paices Hill (ref no. 61) as it runs
parallel to the development access routs leading to a temporary negligible visual
effect.

The construction compounds, tree removal and development construction site
may be perceptible from Red Lane (ref no. 54) resulting in temporary minor
adverse visual effects.

From the Reading Road (refl no. 55) the upper paris of any lower crane would be
visible above the intervening buildings and vegetation resulting in a temporary
negligible adverse visual effect.

Transport Corridors — Operational Effects

From Red Lane narrow views of the proposed buildings would be experienced.
These would be partially screening by the intervening buildings, mounds and
vegetation, Similar narrow views of the lightening towers would also be gained.
By Operational Year 10 the mitigation planting proposed and the existing young
planting on the perimeter of the site would have estaolished to form screening and
landscape structure to the development. The resultant visual effects would be
Minor adverse in Year 1 reducing to negligible in Year 10 and continuing to
develop to neutral to slightly beneficial as the landscape structure planting
matures.

From the Reading Road views of the development would primarily consist of the
upper parts of the ightening towers above tha intervening vegetation resulting in a
ncgligible adverse visual cffcct,

Employment Sites
These are considered to be low sensitivity receptors and non would experience

significant visual effects. They are included in the Visual Impact Schedules in
Appendix Parl 6.
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Statement of Effects

11

11.3

11.4

Landscape Planning Policy
National landscape designations
AONB

The effects of the proposed HEFF development on the quality of views from
several footpaths on the southern edge of the North Wessex Downs ACONB to the
north of the site and from elevated view points to the sauth west will be of
negligible significance, where the proposed development would form a small part
of the existing developed wooded ridgeline. The proposed development therefore
meets the requirement of Policy C2 of the draft south east plan and of Policy DP3
sel out in the ‘North Wessex Downs Management Plan' {January 2004):
“Relaining the quality of views from and to the North Wessex Downs"seeks "...{o
resist intrusive development within the main views from and fo the AONB.”

Registered Parks and Gardens

Tha development proposals are located outside of the areas identified as
registered parks and gardens, as a result there will be no direct effects on either
Wasing Park ar Aldemaston Court The boundary of the registered park and
garden associated with Aldermaston Court immediately abuts the northern

boundary to the eastern seclor of the AWE site. It is separzated from the HEFF

application area by woodland and parkland vegetation and low rise buildings and
mounds. There will be no adverse landscape impact on this site. There is a very
narrow view from the southern avenue in the grounds of Aldermaston Court to the
contractor's compound which may give rise to a temporary negligible adverse
visual effect during the construction phase, there would however, be no long term
visual effects. The proposed redevelopment would therefore accord with palicy
Eh4 of the Berkshire Structure Plan and Policy ENV.35 of the West Berkshire
Local Plan in relation to registered parks or gardens.

County Policy Context

This assessment has taken account of the various published National, County
level and North Wessex Downs AONB landscape characler assessments lo
inform the landscape assessment and design of mitigation for the project in
accordance with Policy EN1 of the Berkshire Structure Plan and ES of the

Hampshire Structure Plan.
Local Pelicy Context

The landscape character methodology and approach has considersd the local
landscape character and detalled character assessments have been undertaken.
The proposals seek to mitigate the landscape and visual impacts of the HEFF
development The prolection of topsoil resources, propnsad tree planting, natve
structure planting and guidance with regard to the colour of the proposed buildings
would reduce the visual impact and in the longer term provide an improved and

RPS Planning & Coveloprant 40 Jung 2007
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more diverse landscape structure to this section of the site in keeping with the
heathland woodland landscape character of the local area. The proposals would
therefore accord with OVS.2, ENV.1 and ENV.5 of the West Berkshire District
Council Local Plan in conserving and enhancing the special features and diversity
of the different landscape character areas found within West Berkshire and Policy
EG of the Basingstoke and Dean Barough Local Plan.

The proposals have no direct or indirect landscape effects on the character of any
of the local conservation areas and would therefore accord the Policy ENV.33 of
the West Berkshire Local Plan and Policy E3 of the Basingsicke and Dean Local
Plan.

Tha proposad development would not have an impact on the designated Area of
Special Landscape Importance as there is limited intervisibility between the
proposed development and the area and therefore accords with Policy ENV.3 of
the Wesl Berkshire Local Plan.

RPS Planmng & Development 51 durme 2607
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12 Summary of Residual Effects

Landscape Effects

12.1 The only significant (ie. moderate and above) landscape effect identified by this
assessment is the temporary moderate adverse landscape effect on the eastern
sector of the AWE site — ref 10 Open Grassy Heath Plateau; a result of the
removal of existing trees and the Impact of both the temporary contractors
compound and construction development site. Once the construction phase is
completed this would reduce to a minor adverse sffect in Year 1, as the new
indusirial style buildings would sit within the large grassy heath plateau amongst
the various other existing mounds and bulldings and the confractors compound
would be restored to grassland and planting. In time the proposed mitigation
planting would eslahblish and mature to provide an enhanced landscape structure
and context to this sector of the AWE site. The residual effect would be neutral
once the planting establishes in 10 years becoming slight beneficial in the longer
term as the planting matures.

12.2 The remaining residual landscape effects on the local and AWE site landscape
character areas would be negligible/neutral as indicated in Table 8.1.

Visual Effects

12.3 In Operational Year 1 the visual effects of the proposed development would
generally be negligible for affected receptors with the exception of a short length
of Red Lana {ref. No. 54) where a minor adverse effecl may be perceived.

12.4 By Year 10 the residual visual effects of the operation of the proposed
development taking inlo account the implementation of the proposed mitigation
measures (as set out in Section 7), would be negligible as set out in the Visual
Impact Schedules in Part 6 of the Appendices. This Is primarily as a result of the
existing built development and existing vegetation which contain the proposed
development application area. However, the vegetation containment would be
reinforced and improved by the planting mitigation proposals which would also
ensure a continuity of caver in the longer term.

HF3S Planning & Developmen 42 Jurne 2007
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Cumulative Effects

13.1

13.2

133

134

13.5

13.6

13.7

13.8

Introduction

The assessment of cumulative effects considers the landscape and visual effects
of HEFF with the New Office Accommeodation {(NOA) which was granted planning
permission early in 2007.

It also considers HEFF in the context of the Site Development Contexl Plan
(S8DCP).

NOA and HEFF

NOA is located in the western sector of the site and is to be constructed on
previously developed lands. |t will extend the Urban Core character area of the
site to the west and north. Asscciated areas of new car parks are to be
implemented in the southern part of the westermn sector and will replace the
Plateau Hangers Character Area with a Wooded Plateau Car Park area. These
developments are located in areas of existing poor or ordinary landscape quality
with low to medium value and sensitively to change.

The proposals seeks to arrest the decline of the western edge of the sita and
provide a coherent infrastructure and framework for the redevelopment with a
robust and sustainable landscape structure which in time would improve the
landscape and the day and night time perception of this area of the site.

Whilst NOA would have initial adverse landscapa and visual effects relating to tree
loss and construction operalions covering large areas of the western sector of the
site, the quality of the new built development and the significant new landscape
infrastruciure which would be implementad would make a positive contribution.
Once established and matured the overall long term landscape and visual impact
is likely to be of moderate benefit to the local area.

The HEFF project would utilise and share the construction access and car parks
in the westarn sector implemented for NOA. There would be no change to the
landscape or visual impact of these temporary construction facilities assessed in
the NOA Environmental Statement. The HEFF development wouid introduce a
rew industrial style develooment! in the eastern seclor of the sile which is remote
from the NOA development as the two are separated by the densely developed
Contained Intensive Industrial Plateau character area.

HEFF would result in initial minor adverse landscape effects which would reduce
to neutral and become slight beneficial in the longer term once the proposed

‘planting and landscape structure establishes and then matures.

The cumulative impact of these twa areas of development would not increase the
overall Zone of Visual Influence of the AWE site, however the pattern of building
profiles in middle 1o distant sky line views would alter with some minor to
negligible acverse visval effects. Local views to the siles from residential
properties and transport corridors are already quite well contained by existing

RFS Planning & Devalopment 43 Jung 2007
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13.12

13.13

13.14

1215
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planting and buildings, however where there are views these would benefit in the
longer term from the proposed landscape struclure planting to be implementad.

sSDCP

The SDCP is shown on Figure 13.19. The plan identifies a series of areas lo
accommodate redevelopment in the western section of the site and In the eastern
section of the AWE site. The plan also illustrates the location of site wide
structure planting to reinforce the existing, to enhance the sites character and to
maximise the longevity of the sites lree stock

This cumulative assessment therefore considers the bropad principles of
developing these areas in the context of the proposed new landscape structure.

Effects on landscape character

There wifl be a change on the landscape character of the western section of the
site during the construction and operational phases associated with NOA (plot 16
on the SDCP) and Orion (plot 8). There will be a temporary transition and
disturbance of landscape / townscape characler areas occurring during the
construction phase.

The opearation of the new Orion buliding will extend the perception of the adjacent
Contained Intensive Industrial Plateau area further to the west, replacing the
northern section of the Contained Disused Plateau character. The operational
stage of the proposad NOA building will also extend the Urban Core character
area further to the west. The operation of the development plols proposed within
the core of the site will not affect the character of the existing Cortained Intensive
Industrial Plateau area or the existing area of Urban Core.

The areas of new car park proposed on the southem boundary will replace the
south-eastern part of the Plateau Hangers character area with a new character of
Wooded Plateau Car Park. The car park on Griffin Road running north to south in
the centre of the site, continues 1o form part of the Wide Plateau Corridor.

The proposed developmeni areas in the eastern section of the site including the
HEFF proposals would create individual and separate development pockets within
the Open Grassy Heath Plateau during both the construction and operational
phases. The development of plot 4, adjacent to the south-sastern edge of the
Urban Core characier area, will extend this character area further north into the
Open Grassy Heath Plateau area, resulting in the loss of a small parl of this
character area. The proposed HEFF cevelopment and plots 8 and 10 would
increase the perceived development density in the eastern sector of the site,
howaver, thesa would be seen in the context of the larger scale developments
which already exist to the east and west.

Visual effects
Despite the site’s large scale and its position on a ridgeline plateau, the majority of

the site buildings are generally well contained visually in the immediate local
landscape due to the extensive areas of mixed plantation woodland and layers of

RPS Plarning & Development ’ 44 June 2007
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internal and roadside vegstation. There are views, however, of the large-scale
buildings and stacks on the eastern edge of the site and the large-scale mass of
buildings- and assodiated stacks in the centre portion of the site above the rough
wooded horizon. This combined effect makes the site readily Identifiable from the
wider landscape.

The future removal of the boiler house and associated stacks would reduca tha
visual extent of the site from the AONB. The ongoing removal of visually
detracting features, such as the steam pipelines following the decommissianing of
the boiler hause would have beneficial effects on the local views of the site.

Assuming that the future development, as identified on the SDCP, does not
encroach substantially above the treed horizon, there would be no significant
impacts on the existing views of the site from the surrounding wider landscape
and in particular those views from within the North Wessex Downs AONB to the
north anc south west. There are existing fragmented views of the site from the
residential properies, road comdors and employment areas immediately
bounding the site. These will diminish as the boundary structure planting
astablishes.

The cumulative effect of the future development as sat out on the SDCP, which
lies wholly within the sile boundary, should not extend the existing degres of
visibility of the site.

There is limited intervisibility between the Registared Park and Garden associated
with Aldermaston Court and the AWE site. The tops of the tallest buildings and
stacks appear intermittently above the tres line. The eastem section of the AWL
site originally formed the wider parkland associated with Aldermaslon Court, an
area of land which has subsequently been subject to develooment. Very filtered
views of the sastern section of the site occur through intervening woodland and
parkland, over the Open Grassy Heath Plateau character area, and included
views of the mature parkiand tress within the context of the edges of the Central
Industrial Plateau area. Views of the wider AWE site from Aldermaston Court and
its grounds would be curtailed by the proposed development and would be further
enclosed through the implementation of the new landscape structure planting to
tnis north edge.

Night Time Effects

The AWE site is cumently lit at night and is visible in the context of the |it
residential areas of Tadley. The existing perimeter fence is also lit, defining the
sile edge in the immediate local landscape. In views from [he southern edge of
the North Wessex Downs AONB to the north, the site is set within the existing
right-time glow related to Tadley.

The deveiopment proposals, as set out on the SDCP, will increase the number of
lights within the site, such as lighting to the buildings, new intermnal security fencing
and car park areas, which will be evident from those receptors immediately
bounding the site. However, consicering the implementation of mitigation
measures to reduce might glare, such as restricting up lighting of buildings,
installing heoded and directional lighting columns and implementing the landscape
proposals, the effects on the night sky will be imited.

RPS Planning & Development
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Summary

1322 Thers would be limited impact on the landscape character areas outside of the
site boundary as a result of the development proposals. There would be changes
to a limiteg number of site landscape character areas as a result of construction
and operatianal activities associated with the proposed developments.

13.23 The cumulative visual effect of the proposed developments would not extand the
existing visual envelope of the site, but would change the character of the views.
In the longer term, the implementation of decommissioning of the boiler houss, its
stacks and the steam pipeline, together with the establishment of the proposed
landscape structure planting, would when combined, further reduce the visibility of
the more unattractive buit infrastructure elements in the local and wider

landscape.
%
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Glossary

Assessment A collective term for description, classification anc analysis of 1andscape and
townscape.

Capacity The degree io which a particular landscape, townscape or seascape character
type or arga is able to accommodate change without detrimental effects on its character.
Capacity is likely to vary according to the type and nature of change being proposed.

Character The distinct and recognisable pattern of elements that cccurs consistently in a
parlicular type of landscape, townscape or seascape and how this is perceived by people. It
reflects particular combinations of geolagy, landform, sails, vegetation, land use and human
settlement. It creates the particular sense of place of different areas.

Characler Type A landscape, townscape or seascape type will have broadly similar
patterns of geology, |andform, soils, vegetalion, land use, settlements and field pattern
digscernibla in maps and field survey records.

Classification A process of sorling the landscape, townscape or seascape into different
types using selected criterta but without attaching relative values to the different kinds of
landscape, lownscape or seascape.

Combined Effects The overall effect on character areas which contain more than one
element of a development or the overall effect on visual receptors with a3 view of more than
one element of a developmant.

Condition {or Quality) is based on judgements about the physical state of the landscape,
lownscape or seascape and about its intactness, from visual, functional, and ecological
perspectives. |t also reflacts the slate of repair of individual features and elements which
make up the character in any one place,

Cumulative Effects The summation of effects that result from changes caused by a
development in conjunction with other past, present or reasonably foreseeable development.

Element A component part of the landscape, townscape or seascape (for example, roads,
hedges, woods),

Enhancement Landscape, lownscape or seascape improvements through restoration,
reconstruction or creation.

Envirenment Our physical surroundings including air, water and land.

Environmental Impact Assessment The evaluation of the effects on 1he environment of
particular davelnpmﬁ nt proposals.

Feature A prominent eye-catching element, for example, wooded hilltop or church spire,
Heritage Historic or cultural associations.

Land use The prmary use of the land, including both rural ard urban aclivities.

RPS Pianning & Development = ar June 2007
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Landform/Topography Combinations of slope and elavation that produce the shape and
form of the land.

Landscape Evaluation The process of attaching value (non-monetary) to a particular
landscape, townscape or seascape usually by the application of previously agreed criteria,
including consultation and third party documents, for a particular purpose (for example,
designation or in the context of the assessment).

Landscape/Townscape Effects Change in the elements, characteristics, character and
qualities of the landscape, townscape or seascape as a result of development. These effects
can be positive or negative.

Magnitude A combination of the scale, extent and duration of an effect.
Methodology The specific approach and techniques used for a given study.

Mitigation Measures, including any process. activity or design to avoid, raduce, remedy or
compensate for adverse landscape, townscape or seascape and visual effects of a
development project.

Perceplion The psychology of sesing and possibly attaching value and/er meaning 1o
landscape, townscape or seascape.

Receptor Physical landscape, townscape or seascape resource, special interesl or viewer
group that will experience an sffect.

Sustainability The principle that the envirorunent should be pratected in such a conditiocn
and to such a degree that ensures new development meets the needs of the present without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.

Value The relative value or importance aftached to 2 landscape, townscape or seascape
(often as a basis for designation or recognition) which expresses national on focal
consensus, because of its qualily, special gualities including perceplual aspects such as
scenic beauty, tranguillity or wildness, cultural association or ather conservation issuas.

Visual Amenity The value of a particular area or view in terms of what is seen.
Visual Effect Change in the view/appearance of the landscape or townscape as a result of
development. This can be positive (i.e. beneficial or an Improvement) or negative (i.e.

adverse or a detraclion).

Visualisation Computer simulation, photomontage or other techrique to llustrate the
appearance of a dsvelopment.

Zone of Visual Influence The theoretical area from which part or all of the project site or
propesal is potentially visioke and may have an influence or effect on visual amenity,

RFS Planning & Development 48 Jure 2007
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