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1 INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

1.1 Huskisson Brown Associates (HBA) is a firm of Chartered Landscape Architects, 

established in 1987 (as David Huskisson Associates Ltd) and registered since then with 

the Landscape Institute. HBA has been a member of the Institute of Environmental 

Management and Assessment since 1992. The Practice is Quality Assured to BS ISO 

9001:2008. All directors of the Practice are Chartered Members of the Landscape 

Institute. 

1.2 The Practice has undertaken a range of environmental planning and landscape and 

visual assessment and design work for many clients including public bodies, private 

companies and individuals on projects including commercial, industrial, retail, 

recreational, healthcare, agricultural, infrastructure and residential schemes. HBA has 

undertaken assessment work in Conservation Areas, in National Parks and in Areas of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty and other environmentally sensitive areas. The Practice 

also has extensive experience of providing development control and strategic planning 

advice to Local Planning Authorities. HBA has significant experience in presenting 

landscape and visual evidence at planning appeals and Local Plan examinations.  

1.3 HBA is now retained by Brixworth Parish Council to provide landscape advice in 

connection with the draft consultation version of the Daventry District Settlements and 

Countryside (Part 2) Local Plan (referenced in this Statement as the emerging Local 

Plan), in particular relating to the assessment of land within the parish in the evidence 

base documents which support the emerging Local Plan. The emerging Local Plan 

proposes that much of the countryside within the parish (specifically to the west of 

Brixworth village) is removed from the Hemplow Hills, Cottesbrooke and Brington 

Special Landscape Area (HHCB SLA), under which it has been defined since the first 

Northamptonshire County Structure Plan in 1980 and is currently protected by Saved 

Policy EN10 of the Adopted Daventry Local Plan 1997. 

1.4 This Statement supports representations made by Aitchison Rafferty on behalf of 

Brixworth Parish Council to the emerging Local Plan. It provides a critical appraisal of 

the relevant landscape evidence base documents, primarily the various studies forming 

the Daventry Landscape Character Assessment, May 2017, commissioned by Daventry 

District Council (Daventry DC) to provide evidence to inform the emerging Local Plan. 

These studies are reported in separate documents forming parts (also referred to as 

‘core tasks’) of the ‘Daventry Landscape Character Assessment’ dated May 2017. 

These are: 

▪ Part A (Core Task 1) – Daventry Landscape Character Assessment, May 2017 

A review and update of the existing landscape evidence (comprising the 

Northamptonshire Environmental Character and Green Infrastructure Suite 2005; 

Daventry Infrastructure Studies – Green Infrastructure and Landscape Technical 

Report 2008 and the Northampton Landscape Sensitivity and Green Infrastructure 

Study 2009) and the ‘Northampton Current Landscape Character Assessment’ 

prepared by LDA in 2003.   

▪ Part B (Core Task 2) – Special Landscape Area Study, March 2017 

A “review of the Special Landscape Area (SLA) forming part of the saved Policy EN1 
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from the Local Plan (1997). As part of this core task, justification for the potential 

for a high quality landscape designation was required, including the definition of 

boundaries”  

▪ Part C (Core Task 3) – Considering the Case for AONB Designation, May 2017 

This considers whether any part of the District would be appropriate for 

designation as an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, based upon the findings of 

Parts A and B. 

▪ Part D (Core Task 4) - Daventry Landscape Character Assessment Core Task 4 

report, May 2017 (Fringe Assessments) 

This considers the pressure for development to the fringes of Daventry and 

Northampton (and the smaller settlements near to the urban fringe) and the 

potential impact on recreational land and harm to character by urban expansion 

or coalescence. 

▪ Part E (Core Task 5) – CT5 Planning Policy Formulation, May 2017 

Wording for criteria based policy and policies against which to consider proposals 

affecting valued and sensitive landscapes. 

▪ Part F (Core Task 6) – Daventry Site Assessments 

Landscape Capacity Assessment of five potential site allocations to the fringes of 

Daventry. 

▪ Part G – Daventry Landscape Capacity Assessment Toolkit, June 2017 

A framework “for making decisions relating to specific development proposals, to 

help identify the landscape’s sensitivity to the proposed change and whether the 

landscape has the capacity to accept the change without adverse impact”.  

1.5 Of the above documents, Part A (Landscape Character Assessment, May 2017) and 

Part B (Special Landscape Area Study, March 2017) are addressed throughout this 

Statement. 

1.6 Our comments generally relate to the soundness of the documents in so far as they 

relate to the Special Landscape Area and other landscape and visual matters in 

Brixworth parish.  

1.7 This work has been informed by desktop studies and a site visit carried out by a 

chartered landscape architect during January 2018.  

1.8 Figure HBA 1 (at Appendix 1) shows the location of the parish along with relevant 

landscape character areas and the existing and proposed boundary to the Special 

Landscape Area on Ordnance Survey mapping. Photographs are provided within the 

Statement text and their locations indicated on Figure HBA 1.  
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2 LANDSCAPE PLANNING POLICIES 

County Structure Plan 

2.1 Special Landscape Areas (SLA) were originally protected in the County Structure Plan 

under Policy AR1, which placed a requirement for Local Plan to identify “Landscapes 

that are distinctive in terms of their special character and quality”.  

2.2 Policy AR1 required that “the special character and quality of each area which will be 

defined by:  

▪ Scenic quality;  

▪ Sense of place including the local character and setting of buildings and 

settlements;  

▪ Unspoilt rural landscapes free from urban intrusion, with a sense of remoteness and 

tranquillity; and  

▪ Landscapes particularly representative of a type, having a fragile condition or 

scarcity value, or with ancient landscape characteristics.  

2.3 The landscape to the west of Brixworth parish was identified as meeting the above 

criteria and duly included within the Hemplow Hills, Cottesbrooke and Brington Special 

Landscape Area (HHCB SLA) defined in 1980, supported by the Secretary of State 

through his approval of the Structure Plan in 19 and subsequently taken forward under 

Saved Policy EN1 of the Adopted Daventry Local Plan 1997. 

Adopted Daventry Local Plan 1997  

2.4 Saved Policy EN1 of the adopted Local Plan was saved in September 2007 (published 

November 2010) and states that SLAs are designated “in recognition of their special 

environmental qualities”. 

Brixworth Parish Council Neighbourhood Development Plan 2011-2029  

2.5 The Brixworth Parish Council Neighbourhood Development Plan 2011-2029 (BNDP) 

was made in December 2016. It is part of the Local Plan and its policies should 

therefore be used alongside other policy to determine planning applications. The BNDP 

builds upon the policies in the Adopted Local Plan and therefore does not include 

specific policy relating to the SLA. Policy 2 (Development in the Open Countryside) and 

Policy (Assessing the Impact of Development on the Setting and Views around 

Brixworth) are however of relevance to the landscape and visual setting of Brixworth.  

2.6 Appendix 5 of the BNDP includes a Landscape Character Assessment prepared by 

Lockhart Garratt in August 2014 to provide evidence to the BNDP. This also considers 

the sensitivity of the landscape to development. The preamble to BNDP Policy 2 states 

that “They should be used to assess the impact of proposals on the setting of the village, 

local distinctiveness including specific features and the intrinsic value of the landscape”. 

2.7 Proposals Map 1 of the BNDP (copied below) indicates the landscape to the west of the 

parish as ‘High Sensitivity’ and also indicates a number of ‘Important Views’ which are 

protected under Policy 3 of the BNDP on account of the views and vistas being 

“important to the unique character of  the village and its rural feel”.  
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2.8 The made NDP provides a clear indication of the high value placed upon the 

landscape and rural setting to the village by the community of Brixworth, paragraph 

3.17 noting that “This surrounding landscape is highly valued by residents due in part to 

the magnificent far reaching views and associated tranquillity. This is particularly true on 

the western and southern sides of the village” and paragraph 3.19 recording that 

“During the Public Consultation the residents of Brixworth expressed their desire to 

maintain its village atmosphere and rural landscape”.  

Daventry District Settlements and Countryside (Part 2) Local Plan  

2.9 Emerging Policy ENV2 relates to the four SLAs in the district: 

ENV2 – Special Landscape Areas 

A. The Council gives priority to protecting the special qualities of the District’s areas 

of high quality landscape which are designated as Special Landscape Areas, 

including their landscape and heritage features and cultural associations. The 

Council will support proposals that make a positive contribution to their special 

qualities and will resist proposals that would have a harmful effect on their special 

qualities.  

B. The Council will take into account the cumulative impact of development 

proposals on the special qualities of the Special Landscape Areas.  

C. Where the Council identifies that a proposal is likely to have an 

adverse impact on a Special Landscape Area, applicants will be 

required to assess the likely impacts of the development on its special 

qualities. The level of detail of the assessment will be proportionate to 
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the nature and scale of the proposal.  

The Special Landscape Areas are identified on the Policies and Inset Maps 

2.10 By definition, a Special Landscape Area needs to be ‘special’ in the context of the 

district. It is clear in the policy wording that the driving factor of the designation is to 

protect the “special qualities” of “areas of high quality landscape…” in the district. 

Neither the designation itself nor the policy wording reference value or valued 

landscape, however case law has established that the special qualities of a landscape 

can contribute to a ‘valued’ landscape under NPPF.  Daventry DC appears to have 

confused the concept of a landscape with ‘special qualities’ and a ‘valued’ landscape. 

A landscape can possess just one special quality and still be considered to be valued or 

indeed can possess many special qualities and also be valued.  

2.11 Notwithstanding this, the supporting evidence for Policy ENV2 is based predominantly 

upon an analysis of the landscape value of the SLAs using fixed criteria lifted from 

Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Third Edition, by the 

Landscape Institute and Institute for Environmental Management and Assessment 

(GLVIA3). GLVIA3 provides industry-recognised guidance for considering landscape 

value in relation to the assessment of development proposals. This is not identified as a 

purpose of the SLA Study.  

2.12 The justification of alterations and removal of areas from the designation is based 

wholly upon an assessment against the same GLVIA3 landscape value criteria. Further 

consideration is given to the appropriateness and soundness of the criteria used and 

how they are applied under our critique of the SLA Study in Section 3 below.  

2.13 The preamble to emerging policy ENV2 states (paragraph 9.1.07) that: 

“the NPPF makes it clear that the planning system should take local character into 

account but that this should not be a reason to exclude sustainable development. 

When looking to conserve and enhance the natural environment, it states that 

planning should concentrate on ‘valued’ landscapes although it does not explicitly 

suggest that local landscape designations are appropriate.” 

2.14 This would appear to make reference to NPPF paragraph 109 which states that the 

planning system should “contribute to and enhance” the natural and local environment 

by (amongst other things) “protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, geological 

conservation interests and soils...”.  

2.15 The NPPF does not state that planning should concentrate on valued landscapes. 

Indeed one of the 12 principles of planning set out in the NPPF (paragraph 17) is to 

‘”take account of the different roles and character of different areas, promoting the 

vitality of our main urban areas, protecting the Green Belts around them, recognizing 

the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside and supporting the thriving rural 

communities within it...” (HBA emphasis). 

2.16 This is reiterated in the National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) which supports the 

NPPF which highlights that: 

“One of the core principles in the National Planning Policy Framework is that 

planning should recognise the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside. 



Landscape Statement – Huskisson Brown Associates 
 Supporting representations by Aitchison Rafferty to the Daventry District emerging Local Plan Consultation 

January 2018 
 

 
Huskisson Brown Associates is the trading name for David Huskisson Associates Ltd. Registered in England No 2797095 Registered Office as above 

Registered Practice of the Landscape Institute and member of the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment 
BS EN ISO 9001:2008 – Certificate No 39708-2008-AQ-GBR-UKAS 

 
Page | 6 

Local plans should include strategic policies for the conservation and enhancement 

of the natural environment, including landscape. This includes designated 

landscapes but also the wider countryside.” 

2.17 The NPPG then refers to the preparation of landscape character assessments to 

“complement” the National Character Area profiles and as a tool to help understand 

“the character and local distinctiveness of the landscape and identify the features that 

give it a sense of place”, with a link to the Natural England document 'An approach to 

landscape character assessment', NE579. No emphasis is drawn to valued landscape 

in the NPPG. 

2.18 The underlying premise of the emerging policy ENV2 is incorrect in that national policy 

does not require planning to concentrate on valued landscapes. Furthermore national 

policy does not define ‘valued landscapes’ and is silent overall about local landscape 

designations such as SLAs.   

2.19 Paragraph 9.1.08 of the preamble to emerging Policy ENV2 notes that Part 2 of the 

Daventry District Landscape Study 2017 (The SLA Study) “examined whether the SLA 

areas are sufficiently distinctive and have clearly apparent special qualities that set them 

apart from other landscapes in the District that would warrant a specific designation”. 

Paragraph 9.1.09, stating that “The SLA Study focussed on identifying ‘valued’ 

landscapes, taking the existing designations as a starting point.”  

2.20 The policy context to the emerging Local Plan appears to be confused in terms of 

whether the policy and evidence base is addressing valued landscape or the special 

landscape qualities it seeks to protect. The specialness of a landscape is part of what 

can also be valued in a landscape, however, some of the other features that contribute 

to landscape value may not necessarily be special. As noted above, a landscape can 

possess just one special quality or indeed can possess many special qualities and also 

be valued. Designation of a SLA should be driven by the key special qualities of an 

area in its district context.   

2.21 Whilst we agreed that the continued use of a local landscape designation, such as the 

SLA, is an appropriate approach in Daventry district, the supporting policy context and 

evidence base approach needs to robustly support both the designation and the 

proposed boundary amendments. From a landscape perspective, the information 

submitted as part of the emerging Local Plan consultation process falls short of 

achieving either.     

3 CRITIQUE/REVIEW OF LANDSCAPE EVIDENCE BASE 

Daventry Landscape Character Assessment (Part A) 

3.1 In the vicinity of Brixworth, the updated Daventry Landscape Character Assessment 

(updated DLCA) uses the same landscape character areas as defined in the 2005 

Current Landscape Character Assessment of Northamptonshire (CLCA).  

3.2 The 2005 CLCA assessment forms part of the “Northamptonshire Environmental and 

Green Infrastructure Suite” a wider environmental characterisation study which 

incorporates a number of other studies including historic landscape characterisation, 
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environmental character, Green Infrastructure and biodiversity character. The Suite has 

won a number of planning and environmental industry awards including from the 

Landscape Institute and the Royal Town Planning Institute.     

3.3 Brixworth is a hilltop village located almost centrally within the parish and lies on a 

broadly north-south ridge, the land falling away from the village quite steeply in all 

direction and with a rolling landform reflecting the overarching vale and upland 

character of this part of Northamptonshire.   

3.4 At the western edge of the village, the landform falls to the Brampton Valley, the 

majority of this landscape lying within Landscape Character Type LCT 4 Rolling 

Ironstone Valley Slopes (Landscape Character Area LCA 4D Hanging Houghton) as 

defined in the updated DLCA.  

3.5 The updated DLCA describes the key landscape character features of LCT 4, including:  

▪ “Broad valley slopes dissected by numerous tributary streams that provide a surface 

expression of the diverse drainage network and its interrelationship with the variety 

and complexity of this landform” 

▪ Rolling landform, extensive views and sense of exposure on some prominent 

locations creates an expansive and open character in contrast to lower and more 

secluded areas 

▪ Steep slopes adjacent to more elevated landscapes provide diversity 

▪ Water bodies ….provide focal features, and enrich the diversity of the landscape… 

▪ “Where broadleaved woodlands and mature hedgerow trees combine, these impart 

a sense of a well-treed landscape” 

3.6 The description of LCA 4D highlights that ‘the north western edge of Brixworth is 

distinguished by the All Saints Parish Church spire appearing above mature trees to the 

church yard” and that “where the road network follows the ridge, there are some 

extensive views across the undulating neighbouring landscape character areas”.  

3.7 The description of LCT 4 is essentially unchanged from the 2005 landscape character 

assessment, a reflection that little has changed across this landscape since then. With 

regard to LCA 4D however, some notable amendments have been made to the LCA 

description, which ignore the BNDP context and present a changed emphasis that is not 

supported by evidence or apparent on the ground. These include: 

▪ “long distant panoramic views” were recorded in 2005, from the “upper valley 

slopes” and  “over the surrounding landscape, including views over the River Valley 

Floodplain towards the Undulating Hills and Valleys” – establishing a clear visual 

relationship between LCA 4D and the surrounding landscape within the SLA. In 

2017’ the availability and extent of such views has been somewhat diluted, being 

described as “where the road network follows the ridge, there are some extensive 

views across the undulating neighbouring landscape character areas as the roads 

follow the highest ground compared with the wider area. However there are places 

where these views are screened by tall hedgerow boundaries to the A508.” This is a 

peculiar observation given that there are also panoramic views available from 

other local roads within and at the edge of LCA 4D as well as views from the 
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Northamptonshire Round byway (Merry Tom Lane and a promoted recreational 

route), including several identified as ‘Important Views’ and protected by policy 3 

in the Brixworth Neighbourhood Development Plan.  

Photographs 1 to 4 below demonstrate some of the panoramic views available 

from both the A508 and the local roads and public rights of way network.   

Photograph 1 - from the A508 south of Brixworth looking west across LCA 4D and the adjoining 
character areas to the west. This is Important View 5 in the BNDP. 

Photograph 2 - from the A508 north of Brixworth looking southwest across LCA 4D and the 
adjoining character areas to the west. This is Important View 1 in the BNDP.  

Photograph 3 - from Northamptonshire Round (Merry Tom Lane), to the south of Brixworth looking 
northwest across LCA 4D and the adjoining character areas to the west 
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Photograph 4 - from Woodsfield/Frog Hall at the western edge of Brixworth village/eastern edge of 
LCA 4D looking west across the surrounding landscape. The proposed SLA boundary is marked for 
reference. Important View 2 in the BNDP. 
 

▪ In 2005 the settlement of Brixworth was considered to be “visually important due to 

its prominent position on the upper slopes”, despite lying outside of the LCA. The 

2017 description of LCA 4D describes that “the north western edge of Brixworth is 

distinguished by the All Saints Parish Church spire appearing above mature trees to 

the churchyard” but does not consider the relationship between the village and 

topography. Clearly the village still remains in a prominent position on the upper 

slopes and is therefore visually prominent, so this would seem a peculiar omission.   

▪ In 2005, woodland was noted to be “limited”, however “the small deciduous 

copses combine with the many hedgerow trees and woodland in the surrounding 

types to give the impression of a well treed landscape”. In 2017, the impression of 

a well-treed landscape is not discussed despite further woodland planting having 

taken place to the south-west of the village.      

3.8 The above alterations may appear subtle but they are notable as they essentially dilute 

many of the positive features that are apparent in LCT4D. This is despite there being 

relatively limited changes within the landscape since 2005, particularly when 

considered against other areas where developments such as wind farms have taken 

place in the interim. This is also important as it raises doubt about the balance of the 

assessment. Landscape character features have fed into the subsequent SLA Study upon 

which landscape value judgements have been made and areas such as LCA 4D 

proposed to be excluded from the SLA designation on the basis of those judgements.  

3.9 At the western edge of the parish, the Brampton stream and low lying valley bottom lie 

in LCT 17 River Valley Floodplain, within Landscape Character Area LCA 17C 

Brampton Valley Floodplain, which essentially follows the valley floodplain of a number 

of tributaries which dissect and emphasise the undulating landform of the surrounding 

area. This area includes a long distance cycle and pedestrian route ‘the Brampton 

Valley Way’ and ‘Midshires Way’ which spans the entire character area.  Key landscape 

character features described for LCT 17 include “flat floodplain landscape that varies in 

width, surrounded by gently rising valley sides that contain and clearly define the low 

lying linear landscape, and strengthen its separate identity” with views out of the 

Brampton Valley Way and Midshires Way noted as occasionally allowing views to the 

rising ground to the neighbouring character areas. Despite the separate character of 

the low-lying floodplain, there is a noted degree of intervisibility with the upland areas.  
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Photograph 5 - from the Brampton Way and Midshires Way at the western edge of 

Brixworth parish, looking east across LCA 17C and LCA 4D towards Brixworth. Note the 

ridgetop location of Brixworth and landmark church spire in trees on the skyline. This is 

Important View 9 in the BNDP 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photograph 6 - from the Brampton Way and Midshires Way at the western edge of 

Brixworth parish, looking west across LCA 17C and LCA 13C/1B towards Spratton. Note 

the similarities to the landscape on the eastern side of the Valley (LCA 4D/Photograph 5 

above) in the landform, tree cover and the church spire and vegetation on the skyline. 

3.10 The western valley slopes to the Brampton valley, overlook Brixworth and lie within the 

neighbouring parishes of Creaton and Spratton. This landscape falls within LCT 13 

Undulating Hills and Valleys and LCA 13C Long Buckby (southeast of Creaton)  and 

LCA 13C Cottesbrooke and Arthingworth (north-east of Creaton) as described in the 

updated DLCA. Further afield, LCA 1b covers the villages of Creaton and Spratton.  

3.11 Similar to the nearby LCTs, little has changed on the ground since 2005 however some 

minor additions and amendments have been made to the ‘Key Landscape Character 

Features’ including: 

▪ The reservoirs and “manmade” lakes previously recorded as “conspicuous 

features” in the local landscape are now more appealingly described as 

“designed” and being “distinctive features”.  

▪ In LCA13C, woodland cover was described in 2005 as “relatively limited within the 

character area and confined mainly to broadleaved copses” and “although 

woodland is generally limited, well treed stream courses….and mature hedgerow 

trees….contribute to the overall tree cover”. In 2017 however, the LCA is described 

as “well wooded” and with “large woodlands”. 
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▪ In 2005, “noise intrusion” from the A428 and M1 motorway was noted in LCA 

13C, whilst the main line railway cutting through the area was “intrusive in a 

number of views despite the presence of screening vegetation” and other 

“prominent features that often contribute urbanising elements into the landscape” 

included high voltage pylon lines and telecommunication masts east of Long 

Buckby. In 2017 the M1 and A14 are described as “not visible but audible 

features”, whilst the railway line is described as “only locally visible”. The power 

line is now recorded as a “tall structure” with wind turbines in the west of the 

character area (not present in 2005) “a notable addition and exert an urbanising 

influence on the landscape”. 

3.12 Whilst these may appear subtle changes to the LCA descriptions, there is no evidence 

provided to support a noticeable increase in woodland cover or the more positive 

consideration of the manmade water bodies and detracting features noted in 2005. 

This is important as it raises doubt about the balance of the assessment given that such 

refinements have not been made for other LCTs and LCAs which include similar 

features. Furthermore these features have subsequently fed into the SLA Study 

consideration of special qualities of the SLA upon which landscape value judgements 

have been made (for example in considering ‘perceptual aspects’ and scenic quality’) 

and LCTs excluded from the SLA designation on the basis of not meeting the same 

criteria.   

The SLA study 

Approach 

3.13 The SLA Study records at paragraph 1.6, that it’s recommendations for amendments to 

SLA boundaries derive from work undertaken during the review of the existing 

character assessment, carried out during autumn and winter 2016/2017. In this 

regard, it is noted that the SLA Study was published some two months before the 

Landscape Character Assessment upon which its findings are based. Attention is also 

drawn to the discrepancies raised above relating to the altered descriptions for LCA 4d 

and 13c.  

3.14 The planning policy context is described in Section 2 of the SLA Study for which we 

raise the same observations as noted in our Section 2 above.  

3.15 Defining criteria for reviewing the SLA designation are discussed in Section 3 of the SLA 

Study. This is based upon the incorrect preposition stated at paragraph 3.1 that the 

NPPF “is clear that the focus of policy should be on the protecting and enhancing 

valued landscapes”. This assertion is wrong, for the reasons noted in our Section 2 

above and appears to have skewed the focus of the SLA Study.  

3.16 Paragraph 3.2 of the SLA Study notes that current Landscape Character Assessment 

guidance for England (Natural England, NE 579, 2014) defines landscape value as: 

“The relative value or importance attached to landscape (often as a basis for 

designation or recognition), which expresses national or local consensus, because 

of its quality, special qualities including perceptual aspects such as scenic beauty, 

tranquillity or wildness, cultural associations or other conservation issues.” 
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3.17 In this regard, it should be noted that the eastern boundary of the HHCB SLA has 

extended up to the western edge of Brixworth and the Northampton Road and A508 in 

the south and Harborough Road in the north for over 35 years, since being established 

in the first County Structure Plan in 1980. The special qualities and sensitivity of this 

part of the district are also addressed in the made BNDP and its supporting landscape 

assessment, which forms part of the statutory Development Plan. The BNDP records 

that the landscape surrounding the parish is of high sensitivity and “is highly valued by 

residents due in part to the magnificent far reaching views and associated tranquillity” 

and includes policies to protect the landscape and visual setting to the village.   

3.18 Both the longstanding presence of the SLA designation and the BNDP findings show 

that to date there has been a high degree of consensus as to the perceived value or 

‘specialness’ of this landscape. Little consideration is given to consensus in the SLA 

Study, despite this being cited in the definition of ‘landscape value’ adopted. 

3.19 Despite providing the NE 579 definition of landscape value, the SLA Study identifies 

landscape value using criteria taken from GLVIA3, as identified in Box 5.1 of GLVIA3 

as “the range of factors that can help in the identification of valued landscape”. This is 

surprising given the specific purpose of the landscape value judgement within the SLA 

Study is based upon a landscape character assessment (such as the NE 579 guidance 

informs) and is intended to inform the SLA designation. It does not form part of an 

impact assessment of development proposals such as GLVIA3 informs.  

3.20 Paragraph 3.6 of the SLA Study states that “In the review of boundaries to SLAs, the 

need to ensure that boundaries follow key features that can be defended will be 

considered…..This may require that boundaries extend marginally into an adjacent 

landscape character type in certain locations”. 

3.21 The boundary review therefore appears to be based upon the underlying assumption 

that it would be exceptional for differing landscape character types to be included in 

the same SLA designation. Whilst the NPPG refers to the need for landscape character 

assessment to complement the National Character Area profiles, there is no 

requirement for a designated landscape to have the same character as the NCA or 

indeed for a designation to cover an area with the same character or type of 

landscape.   

3.22 It is noted that although the SLA Study states that defendable boundaries are proposed, 

this is not considered to be the case in the vicinity of Brixworth (see below). Other 

practical judgements such as the vulnerability of the landscape to development 

pressure and views into and out of the selected SLA boundaries also do not appear to 

have been considered but could clearly bear significant weight on the future protection 

of the special qualities of the SLA.  

Defining criteria 

3.23 Unlike landscape character assessment and landscape and visual impact assessment, 

there is no specific formal guidance available in England to inform the assessment and 

designation of locally designated landscapes. There are a number of documents 

available that help to inform issues of landscape character and the consideration of 

landscape in relation to development proposals: 
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▪ An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment (NE 579) Natural England, 

2014; 

▪ Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 3rd Edition (GLVIA3). 

Landscape Institute and IEMA, 2013. 

3.24 Natural England have their own paper setting out the approach to considering 

landscapes to be designated Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and National Parks 

whilst Scottish Natural Heritage and Historic Scotland have also prepared “Guidance 

on Local Landscape Designations” (2006) both of which also provide useful 

background to current techniques and alongside the NE 579 document have often 

formed the basis for local landscape designation reviews in other local authority areas.  

3.25 The SLA Study is based predominantly upon an analysis of the landscape value of the 

SLAs using fixed criteria lifted from GLVIA3. Furthermore, the justification of alterations 

and removal of areas from the designation is based wholly upon an assessment 

against the same landscape value criteria.  

3.26 This is problematic, not least because landscapes can be valued by different 

communities for many reasons as is clear in the standard criteria applied. A lack of any 

one or more of the value criteria does not automatically mean that the landscape is not 

valued for the purposes of SLA designation, or indeed that it does not have special 

qualities. A landscape can be valued on the basis of one special quality alone or have 

many special qualities. Equally some of the criteria that can help to identify landscape 

value may not be relevant, when considered in isolation, to the specific purpose of the 

SLA designation to protect the special qualities of this part of the Daventry landscape. 

For example, recreational value on its own is of little relevance to the noted key 

characteristics of the SLAs and neither is any landscape in this part of England likely to 

be considered truly ‘wild’ as recorded as a factor under perceptual aspects. Despite 

this, the landscape value criteria are seemingly given equal weighting in the evidence 

base.  

3.27 No information is provided in the SLA Study to identify how or whether the value criteria 

are disaggregated, for example whether all of the criteria are equally 

weighted/whether a landscape needs to meet all of the criteria to remain in the SLA. 

This is important as landscape is not read in isolation with many of these factors being 

interrelated. A landscape could be considered ‘valued’ on the basis of any one of the 

GLVIA3 criteria when considered separately and not necessarily on having all of those 

feature. Equally an adjoining landscape may share certain ‘valued’ aspects but not 

others but that does not mean that that landscape does not contribute to the special 

qualities overall. The SLA Study assessment approach is therefore not considered to be 

robust or transparent in this regard. 

3.28 Policy ENV2 places an emphasis on the SLA protecting areas of “high quality” 

landscape, which would seem surprising given the change of focus in landscape 

assessment away from landscape quality (or landscape condition) and the fact that the 

quality of a landscape can to a degree be readily altered by a changed management 

regime. The methodology is not clear on how much weighting is given to the condition 

criteria within the assessment, particularly when the policy emphasis is upon ‘high 

quality’ landscape.  
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Consideration of the HHCB SLA in relation to Brixworth Parish 

3.29 Section 4 of the SLA Study provides a review of the four existing SLAs in the district. The 

Hemplow Hills, Cottesbrooke and Brington SLA (HHCB SLA) is addressed at 

paragraphs 4.14 to 4.27 of the SLA Study, with recommended areas for removal from 

the SLA outlined in Appendix 1, page 1-4. 

3.30 The SLA study provides “Justification of Need” at paragraph 4.19 which notes that the 

SLA designation will support criteria-based policies through safeguarding, managing 

and promoting particular special attributes of the landscape, which are noted as being:  

▪ Characteristic upland landscape forming a backdrop to views from the 

surrounding lower lying farmland and vales; 

▪ Distinctive rounded copses of woodland on high ground that emphasise landform 

and provide reference points through the landscape; 

▪ Frequent vistas towards village churches often prominent on high ground with 

farmland or parkland providing a setting to the views; 

▪ Limited development reinforcing rural character particularly through the intact 

parkland estates and the smaller hamlets and villages 

SLA boundaries 

3.31 The HHCB SLA boundary is proposed to be altered to remove LCA 4D and the broadly 

west facing valley slopes to the west of Brixworth from the SLA.  The proposed 

boundary would in part follow the parish boundary and in part follow both field 

boundaries and the main tributary along the Brampton stream. 

3.32 The justification for removing this part of the landscape from the HHCB SLA is provided 

in Appendix 1 of the SLA Study. This considers that LCT 4 does not demonstrate 

“sufficient distinctiveness to warrant designation as an SLA” and that its inclusion would 

“diminish the credibility and ‘brand’ of the SLA as a designation”. No information is 

provided in the SLA Study to clarify the weighting used or qualify what “sufficient” 

distinctiveness equates to. The policy is not sound in this regard. 

3.33 The SLA Study essentially updates SLA boundaries to remove Landscape Character 

Areas that are “not so representative” of distinctive character or “have been influenced 

by urbanising features or agricultural intensification”. This approach is broadbrush and 

fails to properly recognise the special qualities of the landscape. As a general principle, 

a landscape designation can span areas of varying landscape character or type – it is 

the special qualities and interrelationship between areas that creates distinctiveness. 

Influence from urbanising features might be a less valuable landscape trait but it does 

not automatically exclude a landscape from having other special qualities. The fact that 

a landscape provides relief or contrast to the urbanising features could be a special 

quality in its own right and could also suggest that for example, the scenic quality or 

perceptual characteristics of the landscape may be vulnerable to further erosion and 

could warrant protection. This sort of consideration is not taken into account in the SLA 

Study.  

3.34 The boundary review recommends removal of whole landscape character types and 

landscape character areas from the SLA on the basis that they do not “demonstrate the 
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distinctive characteristics of the SLA”. This is a very crude and broadbrush approach 

that fails to respond to the special qualities of the underlying geology and physiology of 

the Northamptonshire uplands and adjoining vales and the relationship between the 

two. It is the tributaries which dissect the landscape that create and emphasise the 

rolling and undulating landscape – this is acknowledged in the landscape character 

assessment but the SLA Study fails to properly consider this.  

3.35 The broadbrush nature of the SLA Study boundary judgements would result in the low-

lying areas of the district no longer affording protection despite their frequently intrinsic 

physical and perceptual link to the upland areas. In the case of the HHCB SLA at the 

edge of Brixworth, the tributary floodplain and valley slopes that are proposed to be 

removed from the SLA are inextricably linked to the undulating rolling nature of the 

landform and share a visual connection between each other.  

3.36 In justifying the removal of LCT 4 from the SLA, the SLA Study summarises that the 

perceptual aspects of the LCT in terms of landscape value are the proximity of the 

A508 and A428 which “undermines the tranquillity of the LCT” and the “extensive areas 

of arable fields” which “could not be considered wild”. This is inaccurate when 

considered against the Landscape Character Assessment description of LCT 4 which 

describes other perceptual qualities such as the strong sense of connection with 

underlying geology and the patchwork of contrasting colours and textures and contrast 

between lower more secluded areas and prominent elevated areas and also the noted 

flaws recorded in paragraphs 3.6 – 3.7 and 3.10-3.11 of this Statement. The 

consideration of lack of wildness is spurious – could any landscape in Daventry district 

be considered to be genuinely wild?  

3.37 These kinds of considerations are also imbalanced when considered against the 

characteristics that are summarised for the opposite valley slope proposed to remain 

within the SLA and located within LCT 13.  

3.38 For example, the SLA summary description for perceptual aspects makes no mention of 

wildness and despite mentioning the intrusion from wind turbines and seemingly 

playing down intrusion from infrastructure including a main motorway and railway 

corridor, does not consider any of these “undermine tranquillity”. Perceptual aspects for 

LCT 13 include consideration of views noting “outline and profile of ridge on the skyline 

with the patchwork effects created by the combination of frequent trees, hedgerows 

copes and woodland” – the ridge upon which Brixworth sits features in views in the 

same way but is not mentioned in the SLA Study. This can be seen in the photographs 

below (and in the previous photographs within this Statement).   

3.39 Photographs 7 and 8 below are long distance views from the A5199 at Brampton Hill 

(south of Spratton) and from Grooms Lane at the edge of Creaton) and show the 

defined ridgeline upon which Brixworth sits (and which currently marks the SLA 

boundary), the patchwork of farmland below (within LCT 4 and LCA 4D). The 

landscape of LCT 4/ LCA 4D can be seen to clearly play an important role in its 

contribution to views and distinctive character, essentially defining the skyline to such 

views.    
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Photograph 7 looking north-east from Brampton Hill on the A5199, towards Brixworth and across 
LCA 13C (foreground and within proposed SLA boundary), LCA 17C (middleground and beyond 
edge of proposed SLA boundary) and LCA 4D (background and outside of proposed SLA 
boundary). Note the ridgeline upon which Brixworth sits forming a defining line and limit of 
containment in the landscape and the skyline profile created by the church spire and vegetation. 

Photograph 8 from Grooms Lane in Creaton (at edge of LCA 1B and LCA 13D) looking east 
towards Brixworth. Note the ridgeline upon which Brixworth sits forming a defining line and limit of 
containment in the landscape and the skyline profile created by the church spire and vegetation. 

 

3.40 The proposed SLA boundary is illogical both in terms of the way the landscape is 

perceived but also from a practical perspective. The HHCB SLA boundary would 

essentially follow the valley floor and separate the opposite valley sides so that the 

broadly western facing valley slopes which rise up to the typical ironstone hilltop village 

of Brixworth would be removed from the SLA whilst the eastern facing valley slopes 

(which have intervisibility with Brixworth) would remain in the SLA despite the intrinsic 

connection between the two. Photographs 7 and 8 above illustrate the arbitrary nature 

of this when perceived in the landscape rather than as a line on a plan.  

3.41 Other photographs are provided below from both sides of the valleys slopes and in 

proximity to the valley floor/floodplain and demonstrate the physical and visual 

connection between the two valley sides and the shared characteristics of both. The 

proposed SLA boundary is indicated to demonstrate where this line would ‘sit’ in the 

landscape: 
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Photograph 9 looking south-east towards Brixworth from Station Lane (near Watsons Fuels) and 
across LCA 13C (foreground and within proposed SLA boundary), LCA 17C (middleground and 
beyond edge of proposed SLA boundary) and LCA 4D (background and outside of proposed SLA 
boundary) 

Photograph 10 looking north-west towards Spratton and the south-western edge of Brixworth from 
Northamptonshire Round (Merry Tom Lane) southwest of Brixworth and within LCA 4D. LCA 13C 
and more distant LCA 1B provide the ridgeline backdrop on the east facing valley slopes which is 
perceived to extend into the ridgeline on the opposite valley side upon which Brixworth sits (and LCA 
4D). This is Important View 7 in the BNDP. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Photograph 11 looking north-east towards Brixworth from Merry Tom Lane (Northamptonshire 
Round/Midshires Way) near the A5199 across LCA 13C (foreground and within proposed SLA 
boundary), LCA 17C (middleground in valley and beyond edge of proposed SLA boundary) and 
LCA 4D (background and outside of proposed SLA boundary). Note the ridgeline upon which 
Brixworth sits forms a defining line and limit of containment in the landscape. This is Important View 
8 in the BNDP 

 

3.42 As can be seen from the photographs and described in the Landscape Character 

Assessment, the valley sides display similar gradients/landform, tree cover, field pattern 

and scenic qualities, both sides providing the landscape setting to hilltop ironstone 

villages punctuated with church spires and a high level of intervisibility between the hills 
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on both sides of the valley and within the wider landscape. The ridge upon which 

Brixworth sits (and which LCA 4D rolls up to) forms a defining feature in the landscape 

and viewshed.  

3.43 This point is made clear when considering the updated Daventry Landscape Character 

Assessment which despite seeming to dilute some observations still relevant from the 

earlier 2005 DCLCA (see points made above), shows that the landscape on the western 

side of Brixworth (LCA 4 Rolling Ironstone Valley Slopes and LCT 4D Hanging 

Houghton) shares and contributes to an appreciation of many of the key characteristics 

noted as being special or valued features of the HHCB SLA in the SLA Study. 

3.44 The Landscape Character Assessment describes “broad valley slopes dissected by 

numerous tributary streams that provide a surface expression of the diverse drainage 

network and its interrelationship with the variety and complexity of the landform” and 

“rolling landform, extensive views and sense of exposure on some prominent locations” 

as well as “the north western edge of Brixworth is distinguished by the All saints Parish 

Church spire appearing above mature trees to the churchyard” and “extensive views 

across the undulating neighbouring landscape character areas” as key characteristics of 

LCT 4 and 4D. These reflect the same special attributes that the SLA Study states that 

the SLA designation seeks to safeguard, manage and promote (SLA Study paragraph 

4.19) – specifically the “Characteristic upland landscape forming a backdrop to views 

from the surrounding lower lying farmland and vales”; and the “frequent vistas towards 

village churches often prominent on high ground with farmland or parkland providing a 

setting to the views”. The fact that the SLA Study then excludes the LCT 4 landscape 

from the designation is clearly non-sensical.  

3.45 The absurdity of defining the SLA boundary along the valley bottom is highlighted in 

the above photographs which aptly demonstrate how the broadly west facing valley 

slopes to the village of Brixworth read as part of the wider landscape pattern of 

undulating landscape dissected with watercourses, the ridgeline to Brixworth and spire 

to the Parish Church being key characteristic features.    

3.46 The description of the SLA focuses on the upland ironstone hills, however the ‘summary 

of key characteristics’ records a ‘rolling upland landscape’ and that the hills are 

“dissected by valleys which often forms a distinctive backdrop to views from the 

surrounding undulating farmland and lowland vales”. In reality it is the presence of the 

tributary streams and low lying areas and the way that they dissect the landscape that 

give form to the rolling landscape and emphasis to the upland areas. On this basis 

alone, the exclusion of the low lying areas from the SLA is absurd.  

3.47 The underlying physiology of the landscape is seemingly ignored when issues of 

landscape value are addressed. The distinctive and typically rolling upland landscape 

described as being valued for its scenic beauty is only achieved because of the 

adjoining lowland landscape which clearly emphasises the contrasting upland.  

3.48 For the reasons noted above, tt is strongly argued that the character of LCT 4 and LCA 

4D is representative of the distinctive characteristics of the HHCB SLA and should be re-

included within the designation. The adjoining LCT 17 which dissects the valley whilst 

different in terms of its underlying character provides a key aspect of the wider 
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landscape, allows for views to and across the upland areas and essentially emphasises 

the valley slopes to either side. 

3.49 No weighting is provided to understand on what basis the removed character areas do 

not show “sufficient” distinctiveness to warrant designation as an SLA. As noted 

already, a landscape can be valued on the basis of just one special quality (or GLVIA3 

criteria). The evidence base is not transparent or sound on this regard.  

3.50 In our opinion the landscape on the western side of Brixworth both shares the special 

qualities associated with the SLA and contributes to the appreciation of those special 

qualities in the wider SLA landscape on the eastern side of the Brampton valley. Should 

the SLA boundary be updated as recommended there would be a serious risk of future 

harm to the very qualities that make the SLA special. Future development at the western 

and south-western edge of Brixworth could in particular result to loss of the upland 

landscape that contributes to both the foreground in views west across the SLA and to 

the backdrop to views from the SLA looking east to the typical hilltop village and church 

spire of Brixworth. This would have damaging direct and indirect effects upon the 

special qualities of the SLA.  

3.51 On a parish scale, the alterations to the SLA boundary would result in the formerly 

protected special qualities of the majority of the landscape of the parish being 

vulnerable to the pressures of development.  

3.52 The proposed alteration to the SLA boundary is illogical and unjustified.  The A508 at 

the east of LCA 4D rightly forms the current SLA boundary as it sits on a clearly defined 

ridge that reads as part of the wider landscape of Ironstone hills and creates a well 

defined skyline, containing the viewshed in views across the area.  

Comparison to other studies 

3.53 Paragraphs 2.20-2.21 of the SLA Study refer to the use of SLAs in the neighbouring 

authority of South Northamptonshire. Since the Daventry SLA Study was published, 

South Northamptonshire District Council has subsequently published their own 

evidence base study “South Northamptonshire: A Review of Special Landscape Areas” 

by Quartet Landscape Design in June 2017.   

3.54 The HHCB SLA extends into South Northamptonshire district between the M1 corridor 

and the western edge of the town of Northampton. Whilst acknowledging that this part 

of the SLA should be considered in relation to the rest of the South Northamptonshire 

landscape, the South Northamptonshire Study is of relevance in terms of the different 

approach it follows to addressing landscape value and the approach it takes to 

considering urban influence.  

3.55 The South Northamptonshire Study describes the significance and special qualities of 

the SLA and considers the special qualities against more tailored criteria relating to 

value. The general range of GLVIA3 criteria used in the SLA Study are addressed but 

are essentially given different balance within the consideration of value, reflecting the 

Natural England approach to Landscape Character Assessment pointed to in the 

NPPG. Factors such as ‘recreation’ and ‘quality/condition’ are not considered as 

individual factors as is the case in the SLA Study, but in a more holistic view as part of 

identifying the special features that add value and warrant protection through their 
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distinctiveness, perceptual character, landscape and scenic quality, natural character, 

cultural character or landscape function.   

3.56 The differing approach to considering the value of the special qualities of the SLA is 

perhaps best illustrated with reference to the opposing ways the two studies address 

perceptual aspects.  In South Northamptonshire, the SLA boundary joins the settlement 

edge to Northampton town and the 3-lane M1 motorway corridor, described as 

encasing the SLA and giving greater quality to the designated area due to the change 

between rural and urban. These built features are not dismissed as ‘”undermining 

tranquillity” in the same way that the SLA Study considers this to be the case for the 

single carriageway A508 and A428 (which have until now effectively “encased” the 

HHCB SLA in Daventry). 

3.57 In contrast to the SLA Study which essentially seeks to remove the valley slopes and low-

lying land from the HHCB SLA, the South Northamptonshire Study highlights the varied 

qualities of the landscape which “blends the boundaries of the Northamptonshire Vales 

and the Northamptonshire Uplands” as being part of its significance.   

4 SUMMARY 

4.1 This Landscape Statement supports representations made by Aitchison Rafferty on 

behalf of Brixworth Parish Council to the emerging Daventry District Settlements and 

Countryside (Part 2) Local Plan. It provides a critical appraisal of the relevant landscape 

evidence base documents, primarily the updated Landscape Character Assessment and 

SLA Study forming part 2 to the character assessment in so far as they relate to the 

landscape within Brixworth parish. 

4.2 The emerging Local Plan proposes that much of the countryside within the parish 

(specifically to the west of Brixworth village) is removed from the Hemplow Hills, 

Cottesbrooke and Brington Special Landscape Area (HHCB SLA), under which it has 

been defined since the first Northamptonshire County Structure Plan in 1980 and is 

currently protected by Saved Policy EN10 of the Adopted Daventry Local Plan 1997. 

There has been little change to the underlying character of the landscape since it was 

originally designated. 

4.3 The special qualities and sensitivity of this part of the district are also addressed in the 

made Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan which forms part of the statutory Development 

Plan. The Neighbourhood Plan records that the landscape surrounding the parish is of 

high sensitivity and “is highly valued by residents due in part to the magnificent far 

reaching views and associated tranquillity”. This remains the case today.   

4.4 Both the longstanding presence of the SLA designation and the Neighbourhood Plan 

findings show that to date there has been a high degree of consensus as to the 

perceived value or ‘specialness’ of this landscape. Little consideration is given to 

consensus in the landscape evidence base, despite this being cited in the definition of 

‘landscape value’ that the SLA Study adopts. 

4.5 There has been relatively limited change in either the physical or perceptual qualities of 

the landscape since it was first designated and subsequently reviewed to suggest that 

the landscape no longer has the same special qualities or warrants the protection it has 
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had for over 30 years.   

4.6 The principal of retaining the SLA designation and its usefulness in protecting the 

special qualities of the landscape of the district is supported, however the proposed 

alteration to the HHCB SLA eastern boundary is considered to be wrong and wholly 

inappropriate, notably on the basis of: 

▪ The broadbrush approach proposed in the SLA Study to the removal of all of the 

low-lying and valley landscape from the HHCB SLA is not considered to be 

appropriate. This lacks refinement and fails to recognise the special qualities of the 

underlying geology and physiology of the Northamptonshire uplands and 

adjoining vales and the relationship between the two. It is the tributaries which 

dissect the landscape that create and emphasise the rolling and undulating 

landscape – this is acknowledged in the landscape character assessment but the 

SLA Study fails to properly consider this. The broadbrush nature of the SLA Study 

boundary judgements would result in the low-lying areas of the district no longer 

affording protection despite their frequently intrinsic physical and perceptual link to 

the upland areas.  

▪ The proposed SLA boundary is illogical both in terms of the way the landscape is 

perceived but also from a practical perspective. The HHCB SLA boundary would 

essentially follow the valley floor and separate the opposite valley sides so that the 

broadly western facing valley slopes which rise up to the typical ironstone hilltop 

village of Brixworth would be removed from the SLA whilst the eastern facing valley 

slopes (which have intervisibility with Brixworth) would remain in the SLA. This is 

despite the similar gradients/landform, field pattern and scenic qualities of 

providing the landscape setting to hilltop ironstone villages punctuated with church 

spires and the level of intervisibility between the hills on both sides of the valley 

and within the wider landscape. This point is made clear when considering the 

updated Daventry Landscape Character Assessment which shows that the 

landscape on the western side of Brixworth (LCA 4 Rolling Ironstone Valley Slopes 

and LCT 4D Hanging Houghton) shares and contributes to an appreciation of 

many of the key characteristics noted as being special or valued features of the 

HHCB SLA in the SLA Study, including: 

o The Landscape Character Assessment describes “broad valley slopes 

dissected by numerous tributary streams that provide a surface 

expression of the diverse drainage network and its interrelationship with 

the variety and complexity of the landform” and “rolling landform, 

extensive views and sense of exposure on some prominent locations” as 

well as “the north western edge of Brixworth is distinguished by the All 

saints Parish Church spire appearing above mature trees to the 

churchyard” and “extensive views across the undulating neighbouring 

landscape character areas as the road follows the highest ground 

compared with the wider area” as key characteristics of LCT 4 and 4D. 

These reflect the same special attributes that the SLA Study states that 

the SLA designation seeks to safeguard, manage and promote (SLA 

Study paragraph 4.19) – specifically the “Characteristic upland 
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landscape forming a backdrop to views from the surrounding lower 

lying farmland and vales”; and the “frequent vistas towards village 

churches often prominent on high ground with farmland or parkland 

providing a setting to the views”. The fact that the SLA Study then 

excludes the LCT 4 landscape from the designation is clearly non-

sensical.  

4.7 Issues of soundness are also raised in relation to the landscape evidence base 

document, notably: 

▪ the incorrect policy thrust that the NPPF places a focus on planning concentrating 

on ‘valued landscapes’. This has to some degree skewed the consideration of the 

special qualities of the SLA;  

▪ the policy context appears to be confused in terms of whether the policy and 

evidence base is addressing valued landscape or the special landscape qualities it 

seeks to protect. The specialness of a landscape is part of what can also be valued 

in a landscape, however, some of the other features that contribute to landscape 

value may not necessarily be special. A landscape can possess just one special 

quality and still be considered to be valued or indeed can possess many special 

qualities and also be valued. 

▪ whilst acknowledging there is not a standard agreed approach to considering local 

landscape designations in England, the criteria used in the SLA Study are taken 

straight from GLVIA 3 (which is aimed at assessing the landscape and visual 

impact of development proposals) despite the terminology definitions being taken 

from Natural England guidance on landscape character assessment. The criteria 

applied have not been tailored or developed to more appropriately draw out 

where ‘special qualities’ of a landscape have value.  

▪ The SLA Study provides no information to identify how the criteria against which it 

judges landscape value are weighted or disaggregated the criteria suggesting that 

each of the criteria are ‘scored’ equally. The evidence base lacks transparency and 

robustness in this regard and seemingly suggest that a landscape that meets all of 

the value criteria listed is more valuable than one that might have many special 

features in a few of the categories. Clearly this is wrong. 

▪ Areas of landscape are removed on a character type basis. There is no planning 

requirement for a designation to cover the same character type or area, indeed the 

interface between two areas can often give emphasis to the special qualities of the 

other – as is the case for the floodplain LCA which emphasises the characteristic 

rolling landform of the adjoining landscape. 

▪ The SLA Study considers that LCT 4 does not demonstrate “sufficient distinctiveness 

to warrant designation as an SLA” and that its inclusion would “diminish the 

credibility and ‘brand’ of the SLA as a designation”. No information is provided to 

clarify the weighting used or qualify what “sufficient” distinctiveness equates to. The 

policy is not sound in this regard. 

4.8 Whilst we agreed that the continued use of a local landscape designation, such as the 

SLA designation, is an appropriate approach in Daventry district, the supporting policy 
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context and evidence base approach needs to robustly support both the designation 

and the proposed boundary amendments. From a landscape perspective, it is 

considered that the information submitted as part of the emerging Local Plan 

consultation process falls short of meeting either.   

4.9 Comparison is drawn to the slightly more recent and preferable approach taken to 

considering the HHCB SLA by the neighbouring South Northamptonshire in their SLA 

Review both in terms of its different consideration of valuing the special qualities of a 

landscape and in considering the impact of roads and settlement in defining the SLA.  

4.10 The proposed boundary amendments to the HHCB SLA are considered to be wrong 

and potentially damaging to the special qualities of the landscape that the designation 

seeks to protect. The proposed alteration would essentially leave a swathe of landscape 

that is considered to read strongly as part of this characteristic upland landscape of 

ironstone hills dissected by valleys and with frequent views towards village churches on 

high ground, unprotected. It is considered that the existing HHCB SLA boundary which 

essentially follows the ridgeline (and route of the A508) upon which Brixworth sits 

provides a far more appropriate and defensible edge to the SLA. 

4.11 In our opinion the landscape on the western side of Brixworth both shares the special 

qualities associated with the SLA and contributes to the appreciation of those special 

qualities in the wider SLA landscape on the eastern side of the Brampton valley. Should 

the SLA boundary be updated as recommended there would be a serious risk of future 

harm to the very qualities that make the SLA special.   

4.12 On a parish scale, the alterations to the SLA boundary would result in the formerly 

protected special qualities of the majority of the landscape of the parish being 

vulnerable to the pressures of development.  

4.13 On the basis of our own site visits and critical appraisal of the evidence base, the 

proposed alteration to the SLA boundary is considered to be both illogical and 

unjustified. The A508 at the east of LCA 4D rightly forms the current SLA boundary as it 

sits on a clearly defined ridge that reads as part of the wider landscape of Ironstone 

hills and creates a well defined skyline, containing the viewshed in views across the 

area. 
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Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group

Response to Daventry District Council 
Draft Part 2 Settlements and Countryside Local Plan

INTRODUCTION

Brixworth Parish Council appointed the Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group as 
a Working Group to produce the Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan which was “Made” in 
December 2016. During that time the Steering Group worked closely with officers of 
Daventry District Council and since then the Parish Council has required the Steering 
Group to examine the impact on the Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan by the Draft Part 2 
Local Plan.

The Made Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan was carefully prepared by consulting the local  
community at all stages and supports the development of 240 new dwellings, along with 
addressing the impact of new developments on the infrastructure and surrounding 
landscape. Protection of the landscape surrounding Brixworth is considered to be critical to 
the village identity and its  setting. This view was supported by the Examiner of the 
Neighbourhood Plan. The Plan is now part of the adopted Development Plan.

In broad terms the officers should be congratulated on the production of the Part 2 Plan, 
but there are specific issues that apply to the Brixworth Neighbourhood Area that the 
Steering Group believes are not acceptable and disagrees  with elements of the advice 
from their consultants. In 2016, DDC commissioned (reference Strategy Group SG.
150916/9) a landscape consultant, The Environment Partnership (TEP) to examine the 
following:

“The Landscape Study will involve the following tasks which will provide up-to-date 
evidence regarding the quality of the landscapes and the landscape character areas 
present in the District: 

Report reference: SG.150916/9 
1. Baseline review of existing evidence and detailed definition of landscape character. 2. 
Justification for a high-quality landscape designation. 3. Consideration of Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) designation. 4. Policy approach to Daventry and 
Northampton fringe areas. 5. Policy formulation. 6. Production of a landscape assessment 
toolkit for use by the Council. 7. Case studies to demonstrate the application of the toolkit. 
 
The study would make recommendations for appropriate Local Plan policies on landscape 
protection, enhancement, high quality landscapes and the fringe areas, which would be 
used in decision making. In all cases, the evidence would be required to have regard to 
the NPPF and current best practice and guidance.”  
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The Landscape Character Appraisal (LCA) was the outcome of the study and was 
published on the website in November 2017 along with the Draft Part Local Plan. One of 
the recommendations of the LCA is to endorse the category of Special Landscape Areas 
(SLA), but to modify the boundaries. The significant changes  are south of Daventry, as that 
is  a target area for development and the area west of the A508 from north of Northampton 
to an area near Maidwell. It would therefore potentially eliminate the SLA designation to 
the south, south-west, west and north of Brixworth.

Map illustrating the loss of SLA around Brixworth (arrowed) extending from Boughton to 
Maidwell

Additionally, the Steering Group believes that the consultants appear to have virtually 
allocated land to the south-west of Brixworth as the text includes references and advice to 
developers on how to achieve that development. This appears to have exceeded their 
terms of reference as  there is  no mention of recommending sites for development in their 
instructions. Indeed, the current strategy of DDC is to meet the Joint Core Strategy of 2360 
dwellings within the rural area from 2011 to 2029, which has now been exceeded by 500, 
so there appears to be no need to make further sites available. The consultants  do not 
appear to have considered the recorded opinions of examiners, inspectors, DDC officers 
or indeed the “Made” Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan.
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ISSUES RELATING TO SPECIAL LANDSCAPE AREA AROUND BRIXWORTH

The term Special Landscape Area (SLA) is a valuable designation protecting sensitive and 
valued landscapes which are, either legally or as a matter of policy, protected from 
development or other man-made influences. This was first used by Northamptonshire 
County Council in the early 1980s and by Daventry District Council which has incorporated 
this  into policies and applied as  criteria when assessing and determining planning 
applications.
The SLA around Brixworth has been applied and given substantial weight several times in 
refusing planning applications that would have harmed the setting of Brixworth, for 
example:

a) Refusal of Sedgebrook village from Sedgebrook to within one field of Brixworth 
confines.

b) Refusal and appeal dismissal of a golf course at Merry Tom Lane Farm - References 
DA/2002/0636 and APP/Y2810/A/03/1120164. The main reason for dismissal “is the 
impact and scale and nature of the proposed development on the character and 
appearance of the landscape, particularly bearing in mind that the appeal site lies within 
a designated Special Landscape Area.” Also, “it would fail to protect, conserve or 
enhance the character of this Special Landscape Area and would fail to accord with 
relevant national and local planning policies.”

c) Refusal and appeal dismissed of a garage erection in Stonehill Way as it would diminish 
views to the SLA - References DA/2012/0684 and APP/Y2810/D12/2189368. The 
Inspector stated that the main reason for rejection is its “effect on the character and 
appearance of the surrounding area”, and “the proposed garage would appear as an 
incongruous addition from the setting of the village against the open countryside of the 
Special Landscape Area. This is characterised by open undulating countryside” 

d) Refusal and appeal withdrawn of 150 houses at a site to the west of Northampton Road 
References DA/2011/0628 and APP/Y2810/A/12/2171440/NWF. In this case Daventry 
District Council engaged a consultant Liz Lake Associates to examine the merits of that 
proposal by Carter Jonas on behalf of the Merchant Venturers 

The Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan was “Made” in December 2016 and several references 
are made in the document to the SLA being important, legitimately based on such appeal 
decisions on cases originally refused by Daventry District Council!

An extract from paragraph 6.51 reads:

“In 2012 the Planning Inspector who dismissed the appeal against Daventry District 
Council's decision to refuse permission for a detached garage in Stonehill Way (APP/
Y2810/D/12/2189368) found that saved Policies GN2 (A), EN1 and EN42 (A, C and E) in 
the Daventry District Local Plan adopted in 1997 to be broadly in accordance with the 
Framework’s environmental objective of achieving sustainable development, by protecting 
and enhancing the natural and built environment. He recognised that the Brixworth Village 
Design Statement (VDS) places great emphasis on protecting views into and out of the 
village. In particular, it identified important views and panoramic views for protection. He 
attributed some weight to the VDS particularly where it recognised the importance of the 
Special Landscape Area in accordance with saved Local Plan Policy EN1. He considered 
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that the local view made an important contribution to the transition between the village 
edge and the countryside beyond. Also in 2012 permission was refused for housing west 
of Northampton Road, DA/2011/0628, because “it would result in the development of an 
open space, partly in a Special Landscape Area, which is of particular significance to the 
form and character of the village, provides its setting when viewed from the south, and 
affords views over open countryside and the wider Special Landscape Area”. A 
subsequent appeal was withdrawn. Prior to this in 2003 an appeal against a decision to 
refuse permission for a golf course off Merry Tom Lane DA/2002/0636 was dismissed 
because it would detract from an area of unspoilt rural landscape, free from urban 
intrusion, possessing a sense of remoteness and tranquility “which it is considered 
important to protect.” 

Comments relating to LCT 4 Rolling Ironstone Slopes

The final two paragraphs taken from Environment - Daventry Landscape Study - Part A 
Landscape appraisal Section1, page 16 of LCT4 Rolling Ironstone Valley Slopes Area 4d 
Hanging Houghton - virtually allocates the land on the south-western edge of Brixworth for 
development and appears to advise developers and planners how this may be achieved: 

“The south western edge of Brixworth is particularly under pressure for new building and is 
less constrained in development terms by landscape features as arable fields are large, 
with limited vegetation to field boundaries and more gently sloping landform. Through land 
management there is opportunity to improve the settlement edge by providing an open 
space buffer along the proposed outer edge of any proposed development. This would 
include individual specimen trees, small copses and hedgerows with hedgerow trees 
interspersed amongst grassed areas and wild flower meadows. This would be in keeping 
with landscape character and would provide visual interest. There are opportunities for 
new hedgerow trees to the boundary of the Northampton Road promoted footpath, with 
small copses to the corners of fields. This would enhance views from the footpath and 
reduce the impact of any new development to the south of Brixworth.”
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This must be challenged on the following grounds:

1 The Settlements and Countryside Part 2 Local Plan purports not to allocate land for 
development in the rural area of the District. 

2. When the site above was a subject of a planning application in 2011, 804 letters of 
objection were written to DDC, a petition of over 3000 signatures was presented mainly 
concerned with the preservation of Brixworth’s rural status and the surrounding beautiful 
countryside. The Neighbourhood Plan reflects local desires, is barely a year old and does 
not seem to have been considered at all by the consultants.
3. Any allocation of land for development should also consider alternative sites and assess 
them individually. The Neighbourhood Plan must have a role in this process.

4. The District's  responses to various applications in recent times indicate that the area is 
not suitable for development and that mitigation would be inadequate to reduce the harm 
caused to the landscape and the setting of Brixworth by development. As this site has 
been a subject of planning application before, evidence for this can be found in: 

a) Daventry District Council engaged Michelle Bolger BA (ENG), BA (L.ARCH), DIP LA 
CMLI on behalf of Liz Lake Associates, who concluded when assessing the application 
for development by Carter Jonas on behalf of the Merchant Venturers  DA/2011/0628 
and stated:

“Following my assessment of the likely landscape and visual impact of the 
proposals and my review of the documents listed in 1.2.3 above, I have reached the 
conclusion that: 

• The proposals do not appear to respond well to the topography of the site.   

• The most southerly cluster of houses would be located on sloping land and 
would be partly within the SLA.   

• The access road will extend the urban influence of the village significantly 
beyond any actual development... due to the extension of Brixworth beyond the 
clay plateau onto the rolling ironstone slopes.   

• Long distance views within the SLA across the Brampton Valley Way would 
be interrupted.”

To emphasise and extracted from her observations is the following:

2.5.5 “On approaching Brixworth from the south the land to the south west forms a very 
attractive setting to the village.  This is due in large part to the landform which slopes 
generally down towards the Brampton Valley but also includes a separate ‘side valley’ that 
runs into the south eastern corner of the Site (See MB Figure 2). This side valley adds an 
attractive complexity to the landscape. Beyond the Brampton Valley the rising slopes of 
the Long Buckby Undulating Hills and Valleys LCA are evident with Spratton located on 
the highest ground within the Spratton and Creaton Ironstone Uplands.

2.5.6 The stone wall along Northampton Road allows long views across the landscape to 
the west which makes a very positive contribution to the landscape setting of Brixworth.  
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To the east of Northampton Road a hedge and recent planting limit views.  Where land to 
the east is visible it can be seen rising very slightly to a low horizon which screen views of 
the Bypass beyond.  There are glimpsed views of higher land beyond but no strong sense 
of the character of the landscape beyond. Land to the east of Northampton Road does not 
make a significant contribution to the setting of Brixworth.

3.2.5 Due to the sloping nature of the Site the proposals would have significant impact on 
how the edge of the village would appear from the wider landscape.  Currently residential 
development to the north maintains the sharp edge of development located on the plateau. 
This both limits its visibility and reflects the historic character of the village.  Once the 
residential development starts to be located on the more markedly sloping ground, as the 
development around Stonehill Way is, the visual impact is increased and the character of 
the village edge is diluted.

3.5.1 The proposals would extend the village of Brixworth beyond the clay plateau onto the 
rolling Ironstone slopes.  Where this has already occurred, such as in the development 
around Stonehill Way, the impact on the landscape is adverse; there is a loss of the typical 
character of the village edge, the development is more visible and there is a loss to the 
setting of the village.”

b) The above was supported by the Communities Manager, in his statement prepared for 
the appeal when considering the same application above:

“The application was recommended for refusal as it was contrary to a number of 
Development Plan policies, notably those designed to protect areas of land designated as 
Special Landscape areas as well as good quality agricultural land, from development. It 
was considered that although the Council was unable to demonstrate an up to date 5 year 
housing land supply, this did not outweigh the conflict with policies designed to protect 
valued attractive areas of open countryside, and minimise loss of high quality agricultural 
land.”

c) The independent Lockhart Garratt Landscape Sensitivity Appraisal carried out by Ian 
Dudley BSc (Hons) MICFor Cenv and Richard Heath BSc (Hons) concluded that several 
areas around Brixworth were highly sensitive to change (coloured orange) as illustrated :

6



d) Rosemary Kidd, Dip TP MRTPI NPIERS Independent Examiner appointed to assess  the 
Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan made the following observations about the area to the 
south west of Brixworth:

“4.49 Following a site visit, it is evident that the elevated position of Brixworth means that 
views to the west across the Brampton valley towards the rolling hills in the distance and to 
the east to the Pitsford Reservoir are special. ………….. It is clear that the village residents 
value the views amongst attractive rolling hills and valleys.”

“4.51 The evidence presented to support the selection of the particular views is a 
description of the view. My site visit has confirmed that these are accurate and that the 
views from these viewpoints are very attractive and special. I am not aware of any 
nationally agreed methodology that could be used to justify the selection of these views.”

4.53 “It is acknowledged that viewpoints 1, 8 and 10 are outside the Neighbourhood Plan 
area. However, these are public vantage points from which Brixworth village can be seen 
from a distance. Much of the land within the views lies within the plan area and it would be 
appropriate to ensure that any development in the plan area that may affect these views 
takes account of its potential impact.”

Policy 2 of the Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan lays down quite clearly the conditions 
governing Development in the Open Countryside:

The remainder of the Neighbourhood Area outside the confines of the village is regarded 
as open countryside. Development will only be permitted in the open countryside if it: 

1. contributes to the local rural economy; 
2. is for the re-use or extension of an existing building; 
3. is for sport or recreation; or 
4. is  for an isolated dwelling in the special circumstances identified in paragraph 55 of 

the National Planning Policy Framework. 

Development in the countryside should include an assessment of the impact of the 
proposed development including any mitigation measures, if necessary. Development 
should not result in unacceptable demonstrable harm to any of the following matters: 

5. sites of ecological value including Pitsford reservoir; 
6. Listed Buildings, Scheduled Monuments and sites of archaeological interest;   
7. the tranquility, character and beauty of the countryside; 
8. the quality of the landscape, as defined in the Landscape Character Assessment, 

including Areas of High Sensitivity as defined on the Proposals Maps and the 
Special Landscape Area as defined in saved Policy GN2 and Policy EN1 in the 
Daventry Local Plan (1997); 

9. the Brampton Sub-Regional Green Infrastructure Corridor as  defined in the Joint 
Core Strategy; or 

10.   the setting of the Saxon Church.
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i) The Examiner also made comments on how to emphasise the setting of Brixworth in 
relation to the views around Brixworth, including those over the south-west of Brixworth 
and made the following observations:

“Recommendation 6: Revise Policy 4 as follows:

Rename Policy 4 [as new number Policy 3] “Assessing the Impact of Development on the 
Setting and Views around Brixworth

Revise the second part of the policy and criterion A to read: Proposals for development will 
be supported provided that: 
They do not have an unacceptable adverse impact on the historic and landscape setting of 
the village; they avoid locations on a hill slope or a prominent site on the edge of the 
village and are designed to minimise harm to important views or vistas into or out of the 
village through careful layout, sensitive design and mitigation through the appropriate use 
of natural screening; and also:

Revise paragraph 6.53 to read: 

The following policy aims to protect the historic and landscape setting of Brixworth and 
views from public vantage points in the surrounding countryside and from the edge of the 
village from development that would have a harmful impact on it. The views and vistas are 
important to the unique character of the village and its rural feel, and it is appropriate for 
the Neighbourhood Plan to seek to protect them. This policy will only apply to land within 
the Neighbourhood Plan area. The Neighbourhood Plan seeks to protect the setting of the 
village in order to maintain its local distinctiveness.” 

Paragraphs that immediately precede and are relevant to paragraph 6.53 are

6.46 A strong message to emerge from the local community engagement was the need to 
‘feel’ a rural village community. Views of the surrounding countryside help facilitate this, 
reminding the community of the rural landscape beyond. 

6.47 The historic part of Brixworth is  situated on one of the highest points of the 
Northamptonshire Uplands. A westward-facing scarp gives  the village dominating views 
over the Brampton Arm brook and its tributaries. The Saxon Church is on a hilltop site 130 
metres above sea level and is clearly visible for many miles around. 

6.48 The position of the settlement and the nature of the topography thereby mean that 
there are commanding views over the surrounding rolling landscape. It is the nature of 
these important views across  the adjoining open countryside that reinforces the rural feel 
of the village and adds to its charm and character. 

6.49 Similarly views of the settlement from the surrounding area are crucial to its  setting in 
the landscape. This  is particularly important when retaining views of significant buildings 
and features, most notably the setting of the Saxon Church. 

6.50 The Village Design Statement recognised the value of these important views and 
defined them accordingly. Guidelines were also included. As part of the preparation of the 
Neighbourhood Plan the Steering Group reassessed the views in the Village Design 
Statement and identified those of most significance. 
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Policy 3 - Assessing the Impact of Development on the Setting and Views around 
Brixworth

The following are designated as important views: 

1. from the north on the A508, looking south across fields to the Saxon Church; 
2. from Froghall and looking west;
3. from Froghall looking west across the Brampton Valley Way; 
4. from Shelleycotes Road, Froxhill Crescent and Stonehill Way looking south through 

to south-west; 
5. from close to the mini-roundabout with The Ashway and Northampton Road and 

looking south-west and west; 
6. from the bypass in several areas and looking across the reservoir; 
7. from Merry Tom Lane towards Brixworth; 
8. from the Welford Road towards Brixworth; 
9. from the Brampton Valley Way looking up to Brixworth;
10. from Pitsford across reservoir towards Brixworth; 
11. from the top of Froghall towards the Saxon Church;
12.  from the Saxon Church looking over Hall Park. 

The location and direction of these important views are indicated on the Proposals Map 1. 
Proposals for development will be supported providing that: 

A.  they do not have an unacceptable adverse impact on the historic and landscape 
setting of the village; they avoid locations on a hill slope or a prominent site on the 
edge of the village and are designed to minimise harm to important views and vistas 
into or out of the village through careful layout, sensitive design and mitigation 
through the appropriate use of screening; and 

B.  is  in accordance with the guidance contained in the Brixworth Village Design 
Statement

COMMENTS ON THE LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY

The current Landscape Character Assessment Guidance2 for England defines landscape 
value as: 

• 'The relative value or importance attached to landscape (often as a basis for 
designation or recognition), which expresses national or local consensus, because of 
its quality, special qualities including perceptual aspects such as scenic beauty, 
tranquility or wildness, cultural associations or other conservation issues.' 

The Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 3 (GLVIA) introduce the 
range of factors that can help in the identification of valued landscape (referred to 
below): 

• Landscape quality (condition): A measure of the physical state of the landscape. It 
may include the extent to which typical character is represented in individual 
areas, the intactness of the landscape and the condition of individual elements. 
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• Scenic quality: The term used to describe landscapes that appeal primarily to the 
senses (primarily but not wholly the visual senses). 

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

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

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

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

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

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

The DDC Consultant has taken no account of the guidance above namely:

• 'The relative value or importance attached to landscape ........ national or local 
consensus, because of its quality, special qualities including perceptual aspects such 
as scenic beauty, tranquility or wildness, cultural associations or other conservation 
issues.' 

Clearly there is a strong local consensus on the value of the landscape supported by the 
community by interviews, questionnaires and referendum.

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

Clearly the visual appeal is supported by the community, previous consultants, Inspectors, 
the NP Examiner and DDC Planning Officer. 

It appears as if the terms of reference given by DDC were exceeded by TEP as in the 
Environment - Daventry Landscape Study- Part A Landscape Appraisal Section1. - in the 
column 2.0, one aim is to provide “guidance to developers to help prepare proposals etc.”
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CONCLUSION

The Brixworth Parish Council, through its Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 
object to the Special Landscape Area around Brixworth as being abandoned. We believe 
that the Consultant has not taken into account the evidence of use and support since its 
inception and they have not taken into account the Made Brixworth Neighbourhood Plan 
and the positive support given by the community and the Examiner to preserving the 
valued landscape to the south, south-west, west and north of Brixworth.

We also feel that the Consultant has not carried out a balanced analysis of the landscape 
and has suggested mechanisms encouraging development in certain highly sensitive 
areas within the Brixworth Neighbourhood Area. We suggest that paragraphs on LCT 4 
should be deleted.

DELETE this paragraph: “The south western edge of Brixworth is particularly under 
pressure for new building and is less constrained in development terms by landscape 
features as arable fields are large, with limited vegetation to field boundaries and more 
gently sloping landform. Through land management there is opportunity to improve the 
settlement edge by providing an open space buffer along the proposed outer edge of any 
proposed development. This would include individual specimen trees, small copses and 
hedgerows with hedgerow trees interspersed amongst grassed areas and wild flower 
meadows. This would be in keeping with landscape character and would provide visual 
interest.” 
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DELETE this paragraph: “There are opportunities for new hedgerow trees to the 
boundary of the Northampton Road promoted footpath, with small copses to the corners of 
fields. This would enhance views from the footpath and reduce the impact of any new 
development to the south of Brixworth.”

It is suggested therefore that these paragraphs above are replaced with:

Any applications for development in the open countryside, outside the village confines of 
Brixworth, must satisfy the requirements of the Brixworth Neighbourhood Development 
Plan Policies 2 and 3. 
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