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Appendix 1: Methodology

The 2004 Landscape Character Assessment followed the methodology set out by the Countryside
Agency & Scottish Natural Heritage in 1999 (Interim Guidance on Landscape Character Assessment)
and 2002 (Landscape Character Assessment Guidance for England and Scotland, CAX 84/F).
This consisted of four key stages:

1. Desk study

2. Field survey

3. Making judgements

4. Stakeholder participation

The work was led by the Winchester City Council’s Landscape Team, with input from ecological
consultants and archaeological consultants during the first 3 stages. The archaeological consultants
also produced the Historic Landscape Character Assessment in parallel with this process.

The 2022 LCA builds upon the 2004 LCA and is carried out in accordance with Natural England’s
‘An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment (2014), introducing the identification of valued
landscape, features and characteristics. Below sets out the methodology used for the 2004 LCA
with additional notes relating to the 2022 LCA given in italics.

The desk study involved the preparation of 1:25,000 map overlays of different landscape factors.
These formed the basis for defining areas of common character which were then checked in the
field as part of the Field Assessment. Updated 1:25,000 maps (December 2020) were produced for
each LCA and overall, study area-wide maps, with GIS data provided by Winchester City Council.

The information and overlays used included:

* Geology and Soils (British Geological Survey Data, MAFF Agricultural Land Classification)
* Landform and Drainage (Ordnance Survey Data)

* Vegetation (Natural Area Profiles, BAPs)

» Trees/woodland (Ordnance Survey Data, Ancient woodland inventories, aerial photos)

» Land Use and enclosure/field patterns (Ordnance Survey Data, Hampshire Historic
Landscape Assessment, Historical maps, Aerial Photos, Hampshire Register of Historic Parks
and Gardens)

» Settlement Patterns (Ordnance Survey Data, Hampshire Historic Landscape Assessment,
Historical maps, Scheduled Monuments, Conservation Area Assessments)

Previous landscape and townscape assessments were also used and prepared as overlays:
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* The Hampshire Landscape (HCC, 1994)

* The Hampshire Landscape: A Strategy for the Future (HCC, 2000)

* Hampshire Integrated Character Assessment 2012

* Winchester City and its Setting (HCC et al, 1998)

* The East Hampshire AONB Integrated Management Guidelines (HCC, 1998)
» South Downs Landscape Character Assessment (LCA) 2020

* Winchester District Landscape Assessment (WCC, 1995)

* The Character of England Map (Countryside Agency, 1998)

 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-character-area-profiles-data-for-local-
decision-making/national-character-area-profiles

» The Forest of Bere Strategy (Forest of Bere Partnership, 2000)

Once prepared, the overlays were combined to suggest clear correlations between different factors
and allowing areas of potentially similar character to be identified. These used the Hampshire
County Council Landscape Types (HCC, 1994) as a basis to allow for cross-county conformity.
The Desk Study therefore enabled a draft set of Landscape Types and Landscape Character Areas
to be drafted for the District.

The 2022 LCA update commenced with desk-based familiarisation of the district, the 2004 LCA,
including a review of relevant reports, data and mapped information and use of map overlays to
review ‘landscape types’, update settlement boundaries, heritage and ecological designations, and
take account of recent major developments and other changes which have occurred since 2004.

At the time that this desk study was being undertaken, the archaeological and ecological consultants
had also been instructed to commence their (predominantly desk-based) work, which would feed
into the final analysis (Stage Three)

The field survey involved a detailed assessment of the landscape and settlements of the District
to gather information that could not be provided by the desk study, including perceptual qualities
such as important views, tranquillity, building materials, standards of habitat management and
agricultural trends, including hedgerow loss.

Field surveys to reviewthe landscape characterareas, noting any changes and in particular noting
key characteristics of value and those which are detractors. Review interfaces with the SDNP,
including key views identified in the document ‘South Downs National Park: View Characterisation
and Analysis’.

2.1 Landscape Types

Every draft area of a given Landscape Type was visited, to check for conformity of character. In
particular, boundaries were checked and areas, which did not appear to easily fit into a particular
Landscape Type during the Desk Study, were examined. This scope of this survey meant that
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virtually every road in the District was driven, with frequent stops to complete Landscape Type
Survey Sheets. This part of the Field Survey was undertaken by two Landscape Architects, as
recommended by the Countryside Agency (2002), providing the practical benefits of assistance with
navigating and recording, as well as enabling a consensus to be reached on the broad overview
of the landscape.

At least one Landscape Type Survey Sheet was completed for each of the Landscape Types
falling within every draft Landscape Character Area. A different template had been drawn up for
each Landscape Type Survey Sheet (see Appendix Two) to focus the surveyor on the particular
features that could be expected to be present in these areas. In part, these were also based on
the features defined for each Landscape Type in The Hampshire Landscape (HCC, 1994). These
Survey Sheets ensured that aspects such as landform, field patterns, geology and species were
recorded, as well as features and trends that appeared to be threatening the landscape. A digital
photograph accompanied each survey sheet. These surveys also prompted ideas about how the
landscape and built form could be improved, and thus provided input into the ultimate Landscape
Strategies and Built Form Strategies for each Landscape Character Area.

By the end of this stage, the boundaries of the draft Landscape Types had been finalised (subject to
stakeholder consultation) and the draft Landscape Character Area boundaries had been confirmed
with more conviction.

Ahigh-level review of LCTs has been carried out as part of the 2022 LCA and the following changes
have been made:

* An area of LCT Open Arable Exposed remaining in LCA 17 south-west of Hambledon
was changed to Chalk and Clay Farmland as a continuation of that LCT to the north-west
of Anthill. This is due to the area not being exposed or particularly open, and with a high
proportion of pasture. The underlying geology is chalk with a bit of clay — the same as the
Chalk and Clay Farmland adjacent to the east and the field pattern is also very similar .

* An area north of Kingsworthy In LCA 8 which was LCT Open Arable was changed to Chalk
and Clay Farmland as it was found to be mainly pasture .

* An area to the south-west of Sutton Scotney in LCA 5 which was formerly Open Arable
Exposed was corrected to be Parkland.

2.2 Landscape Character Areas

A second stage to the Site Survey was carried out, once the Landscape Types had been finalised.
By using the boundaries of the proposed Landscape Types and revisiting the desk study findings,
the boundaries of the draft Landscape Character Areas were then refined. Where possible, these
boundaries coincided with those of the Landscape Types although in some instances, for example
where the visual envelope of a river valley formed its Landscape Character Area boundary, this
was not always possible.

A second round of site surveys was then undertaken to finalise the Landscape Character Area
Boundaries. This work was divided between two landscape architects, who undertook the survey
work on half of the 23 Landscape Character Areas each. This part of the survey involved driving
through each selected Landscape Character Area, stopping at least 3 times to record its perceptual
qualities and characteristic features (Survey Sheet is shown in Appendix 2). In particular, patterns
in settlement distribution and form were noted, and the accuracy of proposed boundaries checked.
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2.3 Integrated Field Survey

In conjunction with these field surveys, the landscape architects spent two days with the ecological
and archaeological consultants, who had commenced their own desk studies. This enabled them
to be given a guided tour of the district, highlighting the draft Landscape Types and Landscape
Character Areas. It also enabled all of the professionals to discuss and clarify important issues.
For further details on the archaeologist's methodology see Appendix Four.

Stage 3. Making Judgements

Once the draft Landscape Types and Landscape Character Areas had been finalised (prior to
stakeholder consultation) it was possible to define what the Key Characteristics of each area were
and to write Landscape and Built Form Strategies for each area. By this stage, the Historical
Landscape Character Assessment and Ecological Mapping were complete and could be fed into
the final analyses. Once each of the 23 Landscape Character Area descriptions and strategies
had been drafted, they were read by the ecological consultants, who provided amendments and
additions.

The results of Stage 3 are shown in Chapter Four of the main document.

Stage 4 Stakeholder Participation

Following the drafting of the Landscape Type and Landscape Character Area boundaries and the
writing of the Key Characteristics and Strategies, a period of consultation commenced. This aimed
to test the professional judgements made in formulating the character assessment; to provide
additional information that is more readily available from local people and to raise public awareness
of the assessment and landscape.

The process began with an evening workshop held in Winchester with invited parish councils,
councillors, amenity groups, residents groups, adjacent district councils, government agencies
and Winchester City Council officers. This provided a central location for all interested parties to
meet. By just holding one meeting, it also meant that there was a good concentration of attendees
to debate the issues, with over 35 people attending in total. The workshop enabled Winchester
City Council to provide a presentation of the work that had been carried out to date and explain
why the assessment was being carried out.

Stakeholder Workshop. Winchester, July 2002

» Participants were then divided into five groups, each with a facilitator. Each group discussed
four or five of the different Landscape Character Areas, which were relevant to their area.
This enabled the stakeholders to consider the names and boundaries of the Landscape
Character Areas and Landscape Types that had been proposed, as well as the providing their
own thoughts on the character of the landscape and its future. For each character area, the
groups were asked:

* What features you think are distinctive of the areas?
» What features of the area need improving/protecting?

+ How would you like to see the landscape improved over the next 20 years?
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Following the workshop evening, appropriate amendments were made to the maps and
written descriptions and a period of further consultation commenced. 101 stakeholders were
sent full maps and descriptions of the proposed Landscape Character Areas and Landscape
Types, for their detailed comments. Following a month long consultation period, 16 external
consultees responded together with officers from Hampshire County Council and Winchester
City Council. The external consultees consisted of seven parish councils, English Nature, two
amenity/heritage societies, one local landowner, Fareham Borough Council, the Hampshire
Wildlife Trust, the East Hampshire AONB project officer and the National Farmers Union
(NFU).

A number of the comments raised concerned minor discrepancies and typographic

errors, which were amended. The Hampshire Wildlife Trust and two of the parish councils
complimented the Council on the study and made no requests for amendments. Hampshire
County Council and the East Hampshire AONB Project Officer raised queries regarding
consistency between some of the proposed Landscape Type boundaries in the Winchester
District Landscape Character Assessment, The Hampshire Landscape; A Strategy for the
Future (HCC, 2000) and the East Hampshire AONB Integrated Management Guidelines
(HCC, 1998). Following detailed discussions and site visits with HCC, some of the
Landscape Type boundaries were amended slightly. In the remaining instances, HCC agreed
that the detailed assessment undertaken by WCC had helped to refine the original HCC
Landscape Types and did need not to be changed. A similar situation arose at the boundary
between WCC and Fareham Borough Council, where discrepancies between the existing
Fareham Landscape Assessment and the draft Winchester City Council Landscape Types
were evident. Again, site visits and discussions took place, which concluded that ideally

an Upper Hamble Landscape Character Area would have been included in the Winchester
District Landscape Character Assessment, to act as a continuation of a similar character
area in Fareham Borough. It was acknowledged however, that this Landscape Character
Area would be extremely small on the Winchester side and would not be practical to include.
Consequently an explanatory paragraph describing the tidal character of the upper Hamble
has been included in the Whiteley Woodlands Landscape Character Area.

The Bishop’s Waltham Society raised a similar request for an ‘Upper Hamble Landscape
Character Area’, although this proposal suggested the inclusion of much of the Hamble valley
and its surroundings, to the south of Bishop’s Waltham. Such an area was shown in the
previous Winchester Landscape Assessment. However given that the whole of the AONB
area was excluded from that document, the remaining assessment was generally more
detailed. Given the scope of this Landscape Character Assessment, it would not be practical
to incorporate any further Landscape Character Areas. The proposed Key Characteristics
and Strategies for a proposed ‘Upper Hamble Valley’ area would also be too similar to those
of the Durley Claylands area to warrant a separate character area.

The Bishop’s Waltham Society, together with English Nature, the AONB and various parish
councils also made many useful suggestions for factual amendments and additions to the
draft Landscape Character Areas and Landscape Types, and these have been incorporated
wherever appropriate. The NFU raised concerns over some of the phrasing of some of the
Landscape Strategies regarding woodland and agriculture management and these too were
amended, also in line with English Nature suggestions.

The final consultation phase will be carried out following the publication of this Assessment
as draft Supplementary Planning Guidance, alongside the Winchester District Local Plan
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Review (Revised Deposit 2003). Any necessary amendments will then be made before the
Assessment is finally adopted as SPG.
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Appendix 2: Landscape type and landscape character area survey
sheet templates (2004 LCA)

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Open Arable

Landscape Character Area............coveveveiiiiininninininencnen. Map Ref. ..o,
Landscape Type Exposed Arable..............................Open Arable....................cooe
LOCatION. L. e
Parish. ...
Date:.....ooiiiiiiiiii Weather..........coooiiiiii

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Landform Gently Rolling Evenly sloping Elevated
Surface Geology & Soils White chalky soil Clay

Drainage Well drained Streams

Land-use Intensive Arable Gallops Remnant Downland
Extensive Uninterrupted Farmland Golf Courses

Field Pattern Very Large Large Medium
Regular (Parliamentary Enclosure)

Headlands;

Boundaries  Hedges: Straight >1m high 2-3m high;
Trimmed Fragmented Thick

Few trees

Fences

Woodland ~ Game Spinneys Recent plantations  Shelter belts

Ancient woodland  No Woodland

Habitats & Species Woodland:  Beech Conifer Few Oaks
Hedges: Hawthorn Blackthorn
Individual trees: Ash Yew Holly

Shelterbelts:  Conifer
Species Rich Downland Turf

Routes Straight Roads Tracks Drove Roads

Ridgeway

Building Materials ~ Brick Flint Thatch Clay Tile

The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 2: Sheet Templates 7

www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



Landscape Character Assessment Revision P05

Building Types Farm houses Traditional Barns Modern agricultural barns
Cottages Church Retail/residential
Historic Features Tumulii Hillforts Drove Roads
Historic Landscape TYPeS .ououiuiiiiii e

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Open Arable (continued)

CONDITION OF CHARACTER

Good Declining Poor

NOTES

DETRACTORS

Intrusive farm buildings Unmanaged Land

Inappropriate tree species Prominent Structures: masts

Golf Courses

DESIRABLE FEATURES

Remnant downland Ancient woodland Drove roads

Parish hedgerow boundaries Nature hedgerow value Cultural associations

Open character

THREATS & TRENDS

Fragmented hedgerows Set-aside policy Over mature shelter belts
Soil erosion
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IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT
Indigenous species to shelter-belts Return some arable land to downland
Hedgerow Management

PHOTOGRAPH

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Chalk & Clay

Landscape Character Area  ........covviviiiiiiinininnininenenen. MapRef....cooiiiiiiiii,
Landscape Type Chalk & Clay Farmland....................Chalk & Clay Woodland.................
LOCAtION. ..o u e
PariSh. . o
Date. ..ot Weather.........oooiiiiiiiii

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Landform Undulating Sloping

Varied topography:  Ridges & valleys Coombes Escarpments

Surface Geology & Soils Chalk Clay Flinty soil
Drainage Dry valleys Streams

Land-use Arable dominant Extensive farmland ~ Wooded

Grazed hills & slopes Golf Courses

Field Pattern Medium Large

Fairly open Enclosed

No pattern

Boundaries Hedges: Dense Trimmed Overgrown

Hedgebanks Fences Woodland edge

Gardens: Fences HedgesBrick walls ~ Flint walls

Woodland Ancient woodland ~ Oak/hazel coppice ~ Plantation
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Habitats & Species ~ Oak (high ground)  Oak & beech (low ground)
Ash  Field maple Whitebeam Yew Holly
Downland turf

Routes Winding Straight Narrow Indirect Steep
Wide verges Many footpaths
Lanes Tracks ‘A’ Roads Motorways

Building Materials ~ Brick Flint Slate Timber framed buildings
Longstraw thatch Clay tiles Hurdle making

Building Types Farm houses Barns Church

Detached Cottages ~ Country Pubs Retail/residential

Historic Features Tumuli Long Barrows Ancient Field Systems

Strip Lynchets Deserted Villages

Historic Landscape TYPe oeininiiiiii e

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Chalk & Clay (continued)

CONDITION OF CHARACTER

Good Declining Poor

DETRACTORS
Golf courses

DESIRABLE FEATURES
Ancient woodland Managed coppice Downland pockets
Tranquillity Hedgerows, parks, avenues

THREATS & TRENDS
Hedgerow/woodland removal Hedgerow/woodland neglect
Inappropriate rectilinear plantations Coppice neglect
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Increased field size Mechanical hedge-cutting
Loss of calcareous grassland Agricultural pollutants
Damage to archaeological evidence within woodland areas

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT
Connect isolated habitats Hedgerow management
Return some arable to downland Management of historic landscape

Screen structures

PHOTOGRAPH

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Clay Plateau

Landscape Character Area............coveveuiuiiiiiininiiiiiinnnenns Map Ref. ..o,
Landscape Type: Clay Plateau (Open).................... Clay Plateau (Enclosed).............
LOCation:. ..o
Parish. ..o
Date:....ovniiiiiie Weather:.........cooooiiiiiiiii,

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Landform Gently undulating ~ Domed Sloping
High ground Shallow dry valleys

Surface Geology & Soils Clay Chalk
Drainage Streams

Land-use Arable Grazing higher land
Extensive, uninterrupted farmland
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Field Pattern Medium Large Regular Irregular
Open Closed

Boundaries  Hedges: low trimmed  high overgrown treed;

Hedgebanks Fences Woodland edge

Gardens: Fences Hedges Brick walls Flint walls

Habitats & Species ~ Hedgerows: ~ Mixed Bracken Ash  Oak Holly Hawthorn
Hazel Blackthorn,

Woodland:  Oak Ash  Crab apple Dogwood  Elder Holly  Field Maple Dog Rose
Spindle Wayfaring tree Wild cherry Elm Whitebeam Yew Horn-
beam

Valleys: Beech Ash Goat Willow,

Commons:  Birch Sweet chestnut Gorse Bracken

Routes Narrow Indirect Wide verge  Ditches

Building Materials ~ Brick Flint Timber framed buildings Longstraw thatch, Clay tiles  20th
century materials Slate

Building Types Farm houses Barns Cottages Church
Historic Features Remnant wood pasture Commons

Historic LandScape TYPeS. ... .uuueuininiiiieii e e

CONDITION OF CHARACTER
Good Declining Poor
The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 2: Sheet Templates 12

www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



Landscape Character Assessment Revision P05

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Clay Plateau (Continued)

NOTES

DETRACTORS

DESIRABLE FEATURES

Remoteness Long views Intact hedges
Commons Ancient woodland Remnant wood pasture

THREATS & TRENDS
Hedgerow removal (incl saplings) & management
Poor pond management

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT
Connect isolated habitats Soil erosion ~ Woodland/hedgerow management
Screen structures

PHOTOGRAPH
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Scarps

Landscape Character Area...........coveveuiuiiiiiininiiiiiininenns Map Refi...oiiiiiii

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Landform Steep scarp hillsides; winding chalk escarpment; high prominent ridgeline, domed hill/

promontory, ancient hill fort
Surface Geology & Soils Chalk Thin Soils Silty

Drainage Well drained

Land-use Grazed: Species-rich Grassland Grazing
Ungrazed: Scrub encroachment Woodland
Recreation.
Field Pattern Shallow slopes cultivated Open downland
Routes Base of scarp Top of scarp Footpaths
Steep sunken lanes traversing scarp None
Boundaries Fences Woodland
Woodland Beech Yew hangers Forestry plantations

SpeciesHawthorn =~ Yew  Blackthorn = Dogwood Field maple, Dog rose Wayfaring tree

Building Materials ~ Flint Clay Tiles Slate  Brick

Building Types No Buildings Cottages
Historic Features Hill Forts

Ancient Semi-natural woodland

Chalk downland

Historic LandScape TYPES . ...ueuinininiiii e

CONDITION OF CHARACTER
Good Declining Poor
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Scarps (Continued)

DETRACTORS

Visually intrusive arable fields Scrub encroachment ...............oooiiin.

DESIRABLE FEATURES

Chalk downland Grazing land Tranquillity

THREATS & TRENDS

Loss of downland to arable production Unmanaged grassland/woodland

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT
Ancient woodland management Extend grazing land Woodland management
Scrub encroachment

PHOTOGRAPH
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Heathland

Landscape Character Area..........c.coveviiuiiiniiiinininininienene, MapRefi...oiiiiiiiini

Landscape Type: Heathland..........................Heathland plantation.........c..........c.cooen..
LOCatION:. . e e
Parish. ..o
Date:. . et Weather:.........cooiiiiiiiiiiiii

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Landform Flat to gently undulating plateau

Surface Geology & Soils Predominantly sand

Drainage Generally well drained

Ponds Bogs

Land-use Commons Grazing/mechanical mowing,

Recreation ~ Scrub Woodland

Field Pattern Unenclosed

Boundaries Scrub Regenerated woodland strip

Gardens: Fences, hedges, brick walls, flint walls

Woodland  Recent forestry plantation =~ Regenerating birch/oak woodland, Gorse/bracken scrubland

Habitats & Species ~ Heath: Heather Acid grassland Gorse Broom

Regenerating woodland: Birch Pine Oak

Routes Straight Winding

Building Materials ~ Brick flint Timber framed buildings Longstraw thatch, Clay tiles  20th
century materials

Building Types Detached cottages

Historic Features Heath Acid grassland Open boundaries Common Edge
settlement

Historic Landscape TYPeS .ooouiuiiiii e
CONDITION OF CHARACTER

Good Declining Poor

The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 2: Sheet Templates 16

www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



Landscape Character Assessment Revision P05

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Heathland (Continued)

DETRACTORS
Modern development Pylons

DESIRABLE FEATURES
Heath Acid grassland Scrubland
Grazing

THREATS & TRENDS

Loss of remnant heath through plantation, recreation, development

Neglect of Heath Inappropriate management of heath
‘Improvement’ of grassland areas Scrub encroachment

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT
Restoration of heathland areas where appropriate
Encourage appropriate management strategy

PHOTOGRAPH
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Pasture and Woodland: Heath Associated
Landscape Character Area.............cocveveeininiineneeenene . Map. Refo o
LOCation:. ..o
Parish. ..o
Dater..oooooiiiiiii W Weatherso
CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS
Landform Undulating  Flat Low-lying Complex and Varied
Surface Geology & Soils Sandy Sandy Clays Gravels
Loam
Drainage Well drained Narrow valleys
Land-use Horse Paddocks PastureMarket Gardens
Streams Golf Courses
Field Pattern Small Medium
Irregular Regular
Boundaries Hedgerows: Banks
Fencing: Fencing sub-divisions of hedged fields
Woodland Well wooded Mixed deciduous/evergreen
Habitats & Species Oak Birch Pine Holly Bracken Gorse,
Acid Grassland
Routes Narrow Straight Winding Sunken
Lanes
Building Materials ~ Brick Slate Clay Tiles 20th Century Materials
Building Types Cottages Smallholdings Bungalows  Large Houses
Church Country Pub
Historic Features Commons
Historic LandScape TYPES ....cueuinininiii e
CONDITION OF CHARACTER
Good Declining Poor
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Pasture and Woodland: Heath Associated (Continued)

DETRACTORS

Rhododendron invasion Garden centres Equestrian use
DESIRABLE FEATURES

Remnant heathland Species rich meadows Well-wooded, ancient woodland
Intact hedgerows Seclusion Rural character
THREATS & TRENDS

Unmanaged hedgerows Ranch fencing Recreational use

Erosion of traditional commoning

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT

Hedgerow management
Replace fencing with hedges

PHOTOGRAPH

The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 2: Sheet Templates 19
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



Landscape Character Assessment Revision P05

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Mixed Farmland and Woodland

Landscape Character Area............coouvuviiiiiinininnininenenen. MapRef....ooiiiiiii,
Landscape Type: Open Mixed Farmland & Woodland..................cooiiiiiiii
Enclosed Mixed Farmland & Woodland.....................coooi.

0 Yo7 1 (o ) o H S0

PaTiS N o

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Landform Undulating higher land Flatter low lying land

Steep sided valleys

Surface Geology & Soils Clay Sand Clayey Sand Loam Acidic
Drainage Streams Ditches Rivers Waterlogging

Springs

Land-use Intensive arable Unimproved Meadows Flushes, Grazing, Woodland

Field Pattern Small Medium

Regular Irregular

Ancient Modern

Intimate Enclosed

Boundaries Hedgerows on banks Ditches Woodland Edges
Woodland Ancient Woodland  Shelterbelts  Forestry Plantations
Habitats & Species Woodland:  Oak Ash  Beech Pine Birch Poplar
Plantations: ~ Conifers

Hedgerows: Oak Bracken Hawthorn  Hazel, Blackthorn,

Trees: Alder Crab Apple  Willow

Routes Winding Roads Lanes Busy

Narrow Wide verges

Building Materials ~ Brick Tiles Slates

Building Types Farm Houses Barns Detached Cottages
Country Pubs Church
Retail/Residential
The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 2: Sheet Templates 20
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Historic Features Ancient Intact Field Patterns Commons Wood Pasture

Historic LandScape TYPES ... cueuininiuieii e

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Mixed Farmland and Woodland (Continued)

CONDITION OF CHARACTER

Good Declining Poor
NOTES

DETRACTORS

Pylons

DESIRABLE FEATURES

Steams Meadows Commons Wood pasture Woodland
Small scale ancient field systems Intact hedge/banks

Enclosed character

THREATS & TRENDS

Woodland and hedgerow removal to increase field size
Loss of ancient field pattern Urban fringe encroachment
Recreational use

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT

Reinstate hedges to provide connectivity to woodland

Protect meadows Woodland management

PHOTOGRAPH
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Pasture on Clay

Landscape Character Area............co.veviiiiiniiiininiiiininnanen. Map. Ref....oiiiiniiiiinne
LOCatION:. .ot e
PaTIS . L
Date:. et Weather:.........cooooviiiinninnn.

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS
Landform Flattish Gently Undulating ~ Unified

Surface Geology & Soils Clay

Drainage Seasonally waterlogged Streams

Field Pattern Small Medium Regular Patchwork
Routes Straight Roads Lanes Footpaths
Land-use Grazed Lush pasture No arable
Boundaries  Regular Intact network of low trimmed hedges

Numerous regularly spaced individual trees

Woodland Remnants of Ancient Woodland Former wood pasture

Species & Habitats Woodland: Oak Ash Field Maple
Hedgerow trees: Oak

Hedges: Hawthorn Blackthorn Holly Dog Rose

Minor species locally: Alder Ash  Crab apple Dogwood Elder Common Elm Guelder Rose

Hazel Field maple Goat willow
Ancient woodland indicators: Aspen

Building Materials Brick Slate Clay Tile Thatch

Building Types Farm Houses Barns Cottages Country Pubs
Church

Historic Features Parliamentary Enclosure Field Pattern

Historic LandScape TYPES ....cueuinininiii e

CONDITION OF CHARACTER
Good Declining Poor
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Pasture on Clay (Continued)

DETRACTORS

Electricity transmission lines

DESIRABLE FEATURES

Intact low hedgerows with trees Grazing
Regular small scale field pattern

THREATS & TRENDS

Increasing traffic impact Demand for recreation uses
Absence of hedgerow saplings Urban fringe pressure

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT

Plant hedgerow trees

PHOTOGRAPH
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Horticulture & Smallholdings

Landscape Character Area............co.veviiiiiniiiininiiiininnanen. Map. Ref....oiiiiniiiiinne
LOCatION:. .ot e
PaTIS . L
Date:. et Weather:.........cooooviiiinninnn.

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Landform Flat Undulating Sloping

Surface Geology & Soils Sandy Sandy Clay Loamy
Drainage Streams

Land Use Horticulture Smallholdings Nurseries
Garden centres Urbanised Paddocks

Field Pattern Small Medium Regular Linear

Open Enclosed

Boundaries Fragmented hedgerows Fenced Unfenced

Woodland Shelterbelts

Habitats & Species ~ Shelterbelts: Pine  Cypress Poplar Alder
Ornamental species

Hedgerows: Oak Ash Hawthorn  Hazel Blackthorn Elder Dog rose
Minor Species:Beech Dogwood Gorse Holly Field Maple  Goat willow
Routes Main roads Minor roads Narrow lanes

Straight Winding

Building Materials Brick Slate Flint 20th century
Building Types Glasshouses Bungalows  Smallholdings Cottages
Historic Features Brick works

Historic LandScape TYPES . ..cueuiniuiuiiii e

CONDITION OF CHARACTER
Good Declining Poor
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Horticulture & Smallholdings (Continued)

DETRACTORS

Polythene tunnels Electricity transmission lines
DESIRABLE FEATURES

Remnant heathland Productive land

THREATS & TRENDS

Hedgerow/ sapling removal Hedgerow fragmentation
Soil erosion Loss of rural identity
IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT

Hedgerow management

PHOTOGRAPH

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: River Valley

Landscape Character Area............coveveiiiiniiiininiiiininnnnen. Map. Ref.....ooiiiiiiiiias
Landscape Type Valley Floor.......cccccovvvevcenencnennennValley Side e
LOCatioN. ... u

| N o 1) s PO

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Landform Flat floodplain Narrow valley Steep sides
Gentle slopes

Surface Geology & Soils Alluvium River & valley gravel =~ Chalk Clay
Drainage Main river channel =~ Braided channel Tributary streams Mill chases Ponds
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Land-use Fishing Watercress Beds Fish Farms  Woodland
Wooded bottom Unimproved Water Meadow Pasture

Field Pattern Water meadows extend down to river

No obvious field pattern Irregular Small

Boundaries Remnant Hedgerows Fences Lines of trees

Individual trees

Woodland Small Copses Poplar Belts Carrs
Wooded Valley Side
Habitats & Species ~ Riparian Reed Beds Marsh
Alder Sallow willow (pollarded)  Poplar Oak Ash Hawthorn Hazel
Field Maple
Routes Valley Side Roads Valley Bottom Roads Bridges
Fords Footpaths
Building Materials ~ Brick Lime washed plaster over timber wattle Flint walls Longstraw thatch
Clay tiles
Historic Features Setting for Stately Homes Parkland landscapes & lakes
Sluices Locks Mills Water meadows

Historic LandsScape TYPES .....ueuininiueii e

CONDITION OF CHARACTER
Good Declining Poor
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: River Valley (Continued)

DETRACTORS
Fish Farms

DESIRABLE FEATURES

Riparian character Water courses Flood meadows

Wet woodland Watercress beds

THREATS & TRENDS

Mineral workings Reservoirs Land drainage Erosion of river banks
Scrub encroachment Fish farm development

Loss of river features such as meanders
Cessation of traditional water-meadow management
Improvement of grassland through fertiliser and herbicide use

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT
Plant indigenous species Pollard management Woodland management
Restoration of pasture

PHOTOGRAPH
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Historic Parkland

Landscape Character Area............co.veviiiiiniiiininiiiininnanen. Map. Ref....oiiiiniiiiinne
LOCAtION. ..ottt e
PaTIS . L
Date:. et Weather:.........cooooviiiinninnn.

CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Age Of Park. .. ..o
Landform Flat Undulating
Sloping (hill top/side location)
Surface Geology & Soils Chalk Clay Sandy Loam
Drainage Adjacent to river
Land-use Pasture Arable Gardens Golf Courses
Routes Peripheral road Driveway to house
Boundaries Fences: Estate railings Palisade fencing
Walls: Brick Flint
Hedgerows
Woodland ~ Ancient woodland  Shelter belts Copses
Game coverts Wood pasture
Clumps of trees Specimen Trees
Avenues
Habitats & Species Oak Beech Lime Cedar
Chestnut

Ornamental Shrubs
Ornamental Trees
Native woodland species

Building Materials ~ Stone Brick Slate Clay tiles
Thatch Brick & flint walls
Building Types Main house = Gatelodges  Estate cottages

Estate village Church

Historic Features Ornamental Gardens Ancillary buildings
Archaeological features predating park
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Memorials

Historic LandsScape TYPeS. ... .uuueuininitit e e

Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Type: Historic Parkland (Continued)

CONDITION OF CHARACTER

Good Declining

Poor

DETRACTORS
Inappropriate architectural alterations & development

DESIRABLE FEATURES

Gardens Parkland Avenues
Ancient woodland Tranquillity

Views Boundary walls & fences

THREATS & TRENDS

Poor tree management (including avenues, woodland and clumps)
Removal of trees (especially avenues and clumps)

Conversion of parkland pasture to arable

Conversion of parkland to golf course

IDEAS FOR IMPROVEMENT
Tree planting Tree management
Return arable land to pasture

PHOTOGRAPH
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Winchester City Council Landscape Character Assessment
Landscape Character Area Survey Sheet

CRaracter ATea NaIMIC. .o e ettt et e e

| ) o 1 s PO

THE LANDSCAPE OF THE AREA:

Landscape Types within the Area:

(See Landscape Type Survey Sheets for this Character Area for more detailed information)

Main Features of the Character Area

SENSES
Views: Long Panoramic  Short Agriculture  Settlements
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Beyond Character Area Boundary Beyond District Boundary
Oher. e
Ky VIeWS. o
Landmarks ..o
Sound: Tranquil Windy Car Trains Aeroplanes  People
Feel: Exposed Sheltered Open Enclosed
N S

SETTLEMENTS IN THE LANDSCAPE

Settlement Density ~ Low density Medium density High density

Settlement Size Small villages & hamlets Large villages

Market towns

Estate workers’ cottages Scattered farms

Settlement Origins Roman(43-410AD) Anglo Saxon(410-1066)
Medieval(1066-1500) Elizabethan/Tudor(16th 17th C)

Georgian(18th C) Victorian(1840-1914) 20thC

Predominant Architectural Character

Medieval(1066-1500) Elizabethan/Tudor(1500-1700) Georgian(1700-1840) Victori-

an(1840-1914) 20thC

Dominant Character Rural Urban Suburban

Evidence of Historic Settlement:

Settlement Type:
Buildings:
Materials:

Photograph
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Appendix 3: Historic Landscape Assessment (reproduced from
2004 LCA)

Oxford Archaeology

August 2002
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WINCHESTER DISTRICT HISTORIC LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENT
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WINCHESTER DISTRICT HISTORIC LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENT
FOR
WINCHESTER CITY COUNCIL

1 INTRODUCTION

1.1.1  Winchester City Council commissioned Oxford Archaeology (OA) to carry out a desk-based sur-
vey assessing the historic landscape character of Winchester district. The principal aim of this survey was
to characterise the landscape of the Winchester district into historic landscape character areas (HLCA),
using as a base survey the Hampshire Historic Landscape Assessment (1999).

1.1.2 The Winchester District, being a political creation, is composed of several different land-
scape areas or areas which do not wholly lie within the boundaries of the district. The greater part of
these areas lies beyond the bounds of the district. Broadly speaking these landscape areas are:

. The South Downs, which extend westwards to the Itchen valley below Winchester.

. The Central Hampshire Downs, which occupy the NW part of the district and are an extension of
the southern central chalklands which include Salisbury Plain

. The Hampshire lowlands which are situated to the south of the South Downs in the southern part

of the district.
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2 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

2.1.1 The Winchester District extends from Micheldever parish in the north, to Portsdown Hill in the
south and is the central district within the county of Hampshire. At least 70% of the district is situated on
the chalk, with the southern most part of the district (below a line from Hursley in the west, to Denmead
in the south-east), lying on the younger tertiary deposits of the Hampshire Basin (sands, gravels and clays).

2.1.2  The chalk areas of the district vary in character, with the chalk downlands to the west and north
of Winchester exhibiting a relatively low rolling nature, rarely exceeding 100m in altitude although some
areas rise as high as 150m. The area contains very little woodland, which is mainly due to the absence of a
clay covering. The current land use is predominantly arable with large fields and straight surveyed hedged
boundaries. These downlands are relatively uniform in appearance and represent an enclosure landscape
brought about by formal agreement and parliamentary means, and later boundary loss and field rationali-
sation giving rise to quite large fields.

2.1.3  To the east and west of Winchester the chalk downland varies more in relief (with the western most
extremity of the South Downs lying just to the east of Winchester, land can rise up to 200m or more such
as at Beacon Hill). These downlands display comparatively more woodland than those to the north and
east due to the presence of ‘clay with flints’ geology covering the chalk. Enclosure types vary more, with
more smaller and irregular enclosures occurring. These are often hedged and represent early post-me-
dieval informal enclosure. Historically the chalk downlands of the district would have been used for the
rearing of sheep with the greatest extent of downland probably occurring in the 17th century. With the
introduction of water meadows in the late 17th century, notably in the Itchen and Meon valleys, some
downland may have been used for other agricultural purposes. Any lands which had not been enclosed
by either informal or formal agreements were enclosed by the enclosure acts of the late 18th and early
19th centuries, more or less giving rise to the present day landscape. Post-WWII, field rationalisation and
boundary loss has also had an effect on the landscape, with larger more regular fields being made with
fewer treed hedges.

2.1.4  On the sands and gravels to the south of the chalk lies an entirely different landscape which is
dominated by the old Forest of Bere. The Forest of Bere was an area of land lying between Portsdown Hill
to the south and the South Downs to the north, set aside as a royal hunting reserve and as such was subject
to special laws. The Forest of Bere was enclosed by act of parliament in 1814. The present day extent of the
forest represents a parliamentary type enclosure landscape with rectilinear fields with straight surveyed
boundaries and modern coniferous plantations. Around the 1814 outskirts of the forest lies an older land-
scape of assarts and associated assarted woodland. These represent incursions and encroachment upon
the medieval forest. These assarts tend to be relatively small and highly irregular, with treed hedges. The
woodlands surrounding the early 19th century extent of the Forest of Bere, as shown on the 1st edition 1’
O.S. map, are also old, often pre-1600 in date (Hampshire Inventory of Ancient Woodlands, English Na-
ture 1995).

2.1.5 Historically the river valleys of the district, notably the Itchen and Meon valleys, as well as the
Dever (a tributary of the river Test) are important as they provide locations for settlements within areas of
chalk downlands where free flowing water is a relatively scarce resource. Indeed in the chalk areas of the
district, major settlements, i.e. villages and towns are confined to the river valleys, with parish boundaries
extending up from the valleys onto the chalk downs, so as to include as large a variety of landscape and
soil types as possible and thereby maximising available rights to local natural resources. Villages are usu-
ally situated at favourable crossing points, such as fords and later bridges, often where at least two routes
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converged to cross a water course. Rivers are also a resource in themselves, providing mechanical energy
in the form of watermills, top grade agricultural land for arable crops and winter grazing, especially in
the form of water-meadows which came into use from the late 17th century onwards but fell into decline
in the mid 19th century with the advent of artificial fertilisers and the agricultural slump of the late 19th
century.

3 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES
3.1 Aims
3.1.1 'The principal aims of the Winchester District Historic Landscape Character Assessment, were:

. To divide the district up into ‘Historic Landscape Character Areas’ using the Hampshire Historic
Landscape Assessment (1999) as a base survey

. To provide the results of the above in the form of a historic landscape character map, together with
brief character descriptions in a digital format compatible with existing WCC and HCC software

. To employ the historic landscape assessment methodology to characterize the townscape of the
larger rural settlements of the district

. To produce a report to provide a clarification and explanation of the historic landscape character
areas.

3.2 Objectives
3.1.2  Itis hoped that the results of this study will contribute towards the following objectives:

1. An understanding of the ‘time-depth’ aspects of the landscape, through a historic landscape char-
acterisation which can then be used to provide a historic element for WDCs Landscape Character Assess-
ment.

2. To contribute to the identification and description of significant threats or opportunities for vul-
nerable areas of the historic landscape.

4 METHODOLOGY

4.1  Sources Consulted

4.1.1 This assessment involved examination of the relevant parts of the Hampshire Historic Landscape
Assessment (Scott Wilson Resource Consultants & OAU on behalf of HCC & English Heritage, 1999).

4.1.2  Winchester District Council provided the base mapping of OS 1:10,000 scale maps in digital raster
form, these being the smallest OS scale at which field boundaries are depicted in digital form. OS 1:25,000
scale maps, on which the original Hampshire Historic Landscape Assessment was based, are not available
in digital form.

4.1.3  Other sources consulted were, A Guide to Enclosure in Hampshire 1700-1900, J. Chapman & S.
Seeliger (Hants Record Society 1997), Winchester District Landscape Assessment (WDC, 1995) and the
Hampshire Inventory of Ancient Woodland (English Nature, February 1995).

42  Identification of Historic Landscape Character Areas

4.2.1 'This assessment involved the detailed re-examination, of the relevant parts to the Winchester Dis-
trict, of the Hampshire Historic Landscape Assessment. The historic landscape types (HLTs), which com-
prised the assessment, were closely examined, together with ancillary information such as OS 1:10,000 and
1:25,000 scale maps. This process entailed a review of the Historic Landscape type boundaries produced in

The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 3: Historic Landscape Character Assessment 36
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



Landscape Character Assessment Revision P05

1999. These were amended where it was felt that this was appropriate, although gratifyingly if was felt that
in the majority of cases no such amendment was necessary. For ease of reference the numbers and land-
scape types are used in the following report. A key to the Historic Landscape Types used is presented as
Figure 1a of this report. A brief definition of each Historic Landscape Type is given in Annex One below,
and full definitions can be found in the Hampshire Historic Landscape characterisation final report (OA/
CBA 1999).

4.2.2 Following this process the project passed into the second (principal) phase which entailed the
grouping of groups of HLTs with similar historic rationales into Historic Landscape Character Areas (HL-
CAs). The boundaries of the HLCAS’ were taken to be the boundaries of the HLTs although occasionally,
for the sake of simplification and clarity the boundary would be drawn through a HLT. Nineteen HLCAs
were defined. Detailed discussion of each of the defined areas is presented in Section 6.0 below and their
location and detailed HLT make-up is shown in Figure 1 at the rear of the report.

4.2.3  Some regions of the district lent themselves to historic landscape characterisation more readily
than other regions. The southern part of the district, to the south of the chalk, is historically dominated by
the ancient Royal Forest of Bere (Landscape Areal0), which in effect is a ready-made HLCA. The country-
side surrounding the Forest of Bere (Landscape Areas 9, 11 & 13) is also historically distinctive, due to its
relationship with Royal Forest and as such was readily characterised into HLCAs.

424 The chalkland areas of the district (comprising about 70% of the district) are not so readily charac-
terised into various distinctly different HLCAs. This is due in part to the nature of the chalk geology and
the resulting topography and soils which are the major factors in governing mans use of the landscape.
Chalkland HLCAs are distinguished principally on the basis of topography, high ground and differences in
woodland cover as well as differences between the basic types of enclosure HLTs, such as ‘parliamentary’
type enclosures (1.9-1.14) and ‘pre-parliamentary’ enclosures (1.1-1.3,1.6,1.8,1.15 & 1.16). Historically the
chalkland areas, from medieval times, have been used for the rearing of sheep, demonstrating a consistent
land use across the entire zone. The most important historical difference between chalkland HLCAs is
therefore the enclosure types. The areas fall roughly into two categories either representing predominantly
pre-parliamentary types, representing piecemeal and informal enclosure or parliamentary types, repre-
senting enclosure by Act of Parliament, by formal agreement and later by post World-War II field rational-
isation, usually marked by boundary loss and boundary straightening.

43  Format and Presentation of Survey Data

4.3.1 The primary database for the present study is the Geographical Information System (GIS) which
accompanies this report. The GIS comprises a layer of polygons overlying the OS 1:10,000 base maps.
Each polygon represents the extent of a Historic Landscape Type identified from the OS 1:10,000 maps.
The colour of the polygon hatching indicates the Historic Landscape Type. Within each polygon, beside its
unique identification number, is a central ‘node’ (visible as a cross). The central node has a data set con-
nected to it which may be accessed by placing the cursor on the cross and pressing the Enter/Return Key
on the mouse or keyboard.

4.3.2 The District-Wide location of the HLCAs is shown on Figure 1.

44  Limitations of the Survey

4.4.1 The assessment is purely a desk-based study and the information was not systematically checked in
the field, although two days were spent driving through the District (in the company of the other members
of the team). This process was intended to give a visual impression, i.e. from a horizontal perspective as
opposed from a vertical perspective as given by a desk based study.
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5 ANALYSIS OF SURVEY DATA

5.1 Introduction

5.1.1 This desk-based assessment has created nineteen HLCAs which are discussed in more detail in
Section Six below. The HLCAs were derived through the considered analysis of the distributions and con-
centrations of HLTs as originally defined in the Hampshire Historic Landscape Assessment (1999). They
represent patterns and groupings of identifiable Historic Landscape Types. This work was carried out in
conjunction with the wider Landscape Character Mapping being undertaken by Winchester City Council
and, as part of the iterative process of this project draft information from the OA descriptions has been
fed into the wider City Council analysis. As part of the same process draft City Council Landscape Area
descriptions (where supplied to OA) have been informally reviewed as part of the OA study.

5.2 Rural Areas

5.2.1 'The HLCAs can be grouped into three categories, chalkland, lowland and river valleys. These
HLCAs tend to roughly follow a NW-SE alignment. This can be related mainly in part to the underlying
geology, especially the southern boundary of the chalk of the South Downs and the tertiary deposits of the
Hampshire Basin.

5.2.2 Chalkland HLCAs were differentiated from each other by reference to relief and height, woodland
cover and field type and morphology. The low rolling nature of the chalk to the north of Winchester, to-
gether with the lack of clay on the chalk has given rise to an arable landscape with sparse woodland cover,
consisting of relatively large HLTs of predominately parliamentary type enclosures, with few HLTs of a
more ancient origin besides the occasional pre-1810 park. The HLCAs which cover the South Downs, i.e.
the chalk areas to the east and south of the Itchen, namely HLCAs 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 16, 17 & 18, are differentiat-
ed mainly on the basis of relief and woodland cover. The relatively high relief of the South Downs and the
subsequently more heavily incised slopes, together with the presence of more woodland and general early
informal enclosure history has given rise to a landscape of predominantly smaller HLTs than other areas
of chalk within the district. These HLTs are generally old in nature with enclosure HLTs being of informal
enclosure types (1.6, 1.15 & 1.16). There is also evidence of assarting on the chalk especially in HLCA 18.
Any parliamentary type enclosure within these HLCAs are the result of 19th/20th century enclosure of old
downland.

5.2.3 The lowland HLCAs are dominated by the royal Forest of Bere and its surrounding sphere of
influence or hinterland. They are predominately situated on the tertiary sands, gravels and clays of the
Hampshire Basin. The Forest of Bere, together with Waltham Chase, represents an predominantly formal
enclosure landscape. Around this there are HLCAs which represent encroachment upon the Forest in the
form of assarts and associated assarted woodland. These HLCAs (9,11 & 19), represent an old landscape
which has resisted the changes imposed upon the landscape by processes such as formal and parliamenta-
ry enclosure, which have affected the Forest of Bere.

5.2.4 Portsdown Hill forms an HLCA by its self and represents an outlying outcrop of chalk to the south
of the South Downs. The river valleys define themselves.

5.3  Settlement and townscape

5.3.1 'The City of Winchester, which has been the subject of a separate study (LDA 1998) has a complex
historic townscape that has been more fully studied than any other Roman or medieval town in England.
For the early medieval period the transition from Anglo-Saxon to Norman townscape has been studied
through a series of early surveys (Barlow, Biddle, et al., 1976). For the later medieval period the wealth of
title deeds and other records has allowed a complete reconstruction of landholding in the city and suburbs
(Keene, 1985), and the post-medieval city and environs have been also been mapped (James 1997). Medi-
eval towns required a setting of fields and pastures for the livelihood of citizens and visitors (hay was espe-
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cially important in this regard), while other products of the land (e.g. firewood) came from further afield.
Winchester has retained a significant green setting of downs and river meadows, and recognition of this
has had a significant impact on decisions about development and road alignments (e.g. Twyford Down).
At the same time the expanding post-medieval city has had an impact on the surrounding landscape by
drawing in communication links by roads and rail, and by expansion in suburbs and nearby dormitory
areas.

5.3.2  Winchester is in a dominant position in the historic urban landscape, with the nearest towns of any
size, after Southampton and Portsmouth, being in the neighbouring counties (Salisbury, Reading, Guild-
ford and Chichester). Possibly on this account the density of historic market towns was lower in Hamp-
shire than all surrounding counties except Surrey (Everitt 1967). The network of market towns was fluid
and covered a range of places from larger market towns (e.g. Alresford) to those that were little more than
villages with a market place (e.g. Wickham), and included medieval markets that later ceased to operate as
such.

5.3.3 A more remarkable urban development has been the coastal conurbation from Fareham to Ha-
vant, including Portsmouth and Gosport. The coastal plain has all but disappeared to modern housing,
and a stretch of land to the north of Portsdown at Widley-Horndean. The intensity of the developed area
is matched by the suddenness with which it terminates, especially on the Winchester/Havant boundary,

a remarkable instance of the political geography of planning. Inevitably this places much pressure on the
adjacent areas within the Winchester District, which this report finds to contain some of the oldest and
most remarkable landscapes.

5.3.4 Village morphology demands a separate study by itself, but essentially this is an area of nucleated
villages, with some hamlets and isolated farms in wooded areas, and occasional common-edge settlement
(and then regular colonisation of former commons and heaths). There is perhaps a tendency towards
linear villages spread along roads or beside the river valleys rather than villages formed around central
greens. Among the villages there are a number of places that have expanded as market centres, often es-
tablished in the 12th or 13th centuries, and with the encouragement of their feudal lords.

5.3.5 There are three of these in the Winchester District, which have been subject to a mapping study
(Figs. 2, 3 and 4); and to them is added Denmead (Fig. 5) which has undergone more recent expansion.
To show the pace of the most recent change, the expansion has been mapped from the early 19th-century
OS or tithe maps, the 1960s OS 1-inch maps, and the most recent OS 1:25,000 mapping.

5.3.6  Alresford (Fig, 2): This was one of the new towns founded by the bishops of Winchester in
1200/1202 (Beresford 1959), with a formal town layout and the vast fishpond contained within a dam car-
rying the approach road to the town. The association of the planned town, with the water features (pond,
river, and watercress beds) is unusual and significant, while the older settlement (Old Alresford) still exists
further to the north . The regular tenement plots of the medieval market place that is aligned north-south
are in contrast with the less regular ones aligned along the east-west turnpike road that became the later
focus of the town. There was little expansion between the medieval period and the detailed mapping of
the town on the 1837 Tithe Map. Despite frequent fires and rebuilding, the townscape of the historic cen-
tre has been well preserved, and the extensive 20th-century expansion has taken place south of the railway
in a regular block limited by the A31 trunk road, the rivers and downland. The earlier area of expansion
(to 1971) was along the railway and infilling within a triangle of roads, whereas the more recent phase has
been a second block of infill out towards the A31 by-pass, demonstrating the seemingly inevitable effect of
such road building. The ambience of the historic centre has been almost unaffected by this large expan-
sion. (See also New Alresford Conservation Area, A Technical Assessment draft 1997)

5.3.7 Bishops Waltham (Fig. 3): Bishops Waltham is also to be seen in an extended feudal landscape of
the Bishop’s Palace, Park, and Chase, the western section of the Forest of Bere, granted by the Crown to the
Bishops of Winchester in 904 AD. Aligned on an axis of palace and parish church, and again in a context
of controlled water features of fishponds/mill reservoirs, the town developed as a market in the 13th centu-
ry. The primary plan certainly includes a broad market street with back lanes in an overall grid plan, and
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it may be that (as at Thame) this includes a diversion of the original streets to make a linear market place.
Expansion has been of an organic character, partly around the east and west approach roads to the town
and in diverse parts rather than in large blocks. An area of 19th-century growth is most marked in the
‘Newtown’ built for the brickworks to the west of the town. Expansion in the first half of the 20th century
(to 1965) was in disparate areas, mostly on roadside fields, which have then become infilled by later 20th
century growth, producing a more regular, but still diverse, overall massing. By contrast with Alresford
the impact of road improvement within (rather than around) the town has been a diminution of key ele-
ments of the medieval townscape, and in the loss of historic fabric at the Bishop’s Palace. (See also Bishops
Waltham Conservation Area, A Technical Assessment draft 1999).

5.3.8 Wickham (Fig. 4): Although Wickham has Roman origins, and is sited on a Roman crossroads, it
is a relative latecomer compared with the previous two places, receiving its market grant only in 1269. The
planned town may date from that time, and is a classic small compact market place, with regular tene-
ments surrounding it, aligned on the river and commencing at the bridge that leads to the parish church.
As with the other towns, the plan in 1839 was probably only very slightly larger than the original medieval
layout. The growth of Wickham in the 20th century has been along roads both east and west of the town,
but has clearly been defined by the availability of land and the avoidance of the river valley and of Rookes-
bury Park to the east. Both the earlier phase (to 1965) and the later have comprised smaller roadside
blocks coupled with large infilling of fields. The result has been a compact urban space, with a firm edge,
but a sense of organic growth. (See also Wickham Conservation Area, A Technical Assessment draft 1999).
5.3.9 Denmead (Fig. 5): The expansion of the forest-edge farm and hamlet of Denmead is almost all of
fairly modern date, following disafforestation of the Forest of Bere. From a straggling linear settlement
along the Denmead to Hambledon road, and especially around the enclosed Anthill Common, Denmead
grew in the first half of the 20th century along all the roads, especially south of Denmead, and then in the
latter half expanded further southwards to fill the rectilinear zone as far as Forest Road. Thus the character
of 19th century enclosure colonisation has changed to a 20th-century urban/suburban one, matching the
extensive development nearby already spoken of in Cowplain and Waterlooville, and not wholly inap-
propriate in a disafforested area that had lost much of its former character. Although this may be seen as
‘urban sprawl; its varied character and the availability of open space is in contrast with the more solid areas
of relentless ‘suburban’ development outside the Winchester District, and may offer some suggestions as to
how growth can be accommodated in a countryside that has less intrinsic historic interest.

6 DETAILED DISCUSSION OF LANDSCAPE AREAS

6.1 Introduction

6.1.1 Detailed area by area discussion of the defined Historic Landscape Character Area is presented, in
tablular form below. The location and detailed Landscape type make-up of each of the areas is shown on
Figure 1 at the rear of the report. Definitions of the historic landscape types (HLTs) are summarised in
Annex One.

Area 1: Crawley, Wonston, Hunton and Itchen Downs
General Description: The HLCA is bounded to the south by the river Itchen and the City of Winchester, to
the east by Micheldever Wood and tributaries of the Itchen and is situated on the chalk.

HLT Characteristics: The dominant HLT’s of this area are of the larger parliamentary types, (HLTs 1.10,
1.11 and 1.14) as well as 1.8, ladder fields’ The woods tend to be relatively small and few and far between.
They consist mainly of the unassarted type, 4.3 and the plantation type, 4.5.

Settlement: The area contains a few old core settlements such as Crawley, Littleton, East Stratton and
King’s Worthy. There are also several large areas of more recent urban growth, located at South Wonston,
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Kings Worthy and Littleton located on the chalk to the north of Winchester. These modern housing estates
are primarily connected with the military and represent barracks and married quarters.

Historical factors: The low rolling nature of the landscape (rarely exceeding 100m) has given rise to rela-
tively large fields with straight, surveyed boundaries, though not all of this area was subject to enclosure
by act of parliament. Much of the land was enclosed by formal agreement but the resulting enclosures and
field pattern are typical of a parliamentary enclosure landscape. However 20th-century boundary loss and
field rationalisation may account for some of the larger fields and straight surveyed boundaries. The ‘lad-
der fields’ (1.8) are an amalgamation of old and new. The long wavy boundaries, extending from the Dever
valley, up onto the chalk probably represent the old open field boundaries, with the surveyed straight
‘rungs’ representing later enclosure of the open fields.

Historically, the area was used for sheep rearing, but arable has become the dominant form of agriculture
during the 20th Century.

Time Depth: Though predominantly an enclosure (both informal piecemeal and later parliamentary)
landscape, this area has potentially a great time depth value in the form of archaeological potential, being
heavily exploited in the prehistoric and Roman periods. 20th century loss of field boundaries has degrad-
ed both medieval and enclosure landscape. There are a few surviving features of older landscapes present.
These include old parkland, small pockets of ancient woodland and prehistoric features such as tumuli,
encampments and field systems. Two Roman roads cross the area and are historically important because
they have been used not only as routes of communication but have also been utilised to form field and par-
ish boundaries. Modern intrusive features include a railway line, major trunk roads such as the A34 and
relatively large urban developments which tend to be related to the military.

Area 2: Hursley Scarplands

General Description: This HLCA, is bounded to the east by the City of Winchester and the river Itchen, to
the north by more regular parliamentary type enclosed chalkland and to the south by the wooded hills and
valleys on the tertiary deposits at the northern extremity of the Hampshire basin.

HLT Characteristics: The dominant HLT’s are large wavy bounded fields, (1.6), prairie fields, (1.14) and
fields surrounded by roads tracks and paths, (1.15). Smaller enclosures, such as small parliamentary type,
(1.9), tend to be situated around villages such as Sparsholt and Compton and Shawford.

The more irregular, wavy bounded enclosures, such as 1.6 and 1.15, probably represent informal, gradual
enclosure of the downlands, whilst the large area of prairie field (1.14) at Pitt Down represents enclosure
by both formal and parliamentary means of common downland.

Settlement: Settlement character is generally old, typified by settlements such as Sparsholt, Hursley and
Compton. The majority of the area contains little modern urban expansion, apart from the area directly to
the west of the Itchen valley which exhibits considerable urban expansion associated with Winchester. This
area has also been utilised by communication infrastructure, such as rail and motorway routes.

Historical factors:

Though this HLCA is situated on the chalk and has an open character the prevalence of irregular hedged
fields with a network of old winding and often sunken lanes, in the south of the area, lends an old histori-
cal character to the area. The area contains varied evidence of historic (pre-enclosure) activity including a
number of prehistoric tumuli, two sections of Roman Road, the medieval Merdon Castle and the medieval
Deer Park and post-medieval parkland at Hursley. The area contains substantial areas of woodland includ-
ing the (replanted) Ancient Woodland at West Wood.
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Time Depth: The area contains considerable evidence of historic activity dating from the prehistoric to
post-medieval periods. The pre-enclosure landscape was of mainly open downland, bisected by old drove
roads leading to and from Winchester. Small pockets of old downland still survive in places but cover no
sizeable area. The area contains a number of prehistoric burial mounds, usually associated with patches of
old downland. Merdon Castle together with its deer park and the fish ponds at Hursley are surviving ele-
ments of the medieval landscape along with ancient woodland, especially at West Wood and the Domes-
day villages of Hursley and Sparsholt. The current landscape is one of an old enclosure landscape, which
has been degraded to a certain extent by 20th century boundary loss and modern farming methods princi-
pally to do with arable farming. There are no major modern intrusive features in this landscape.

Area 3: Chilcomb and Easton downs

General Description: This HLCA is bounded to the north and west by the river Itchen and to the south by
the eastern extremity of the South Downs.

HLT Characteristics: The enclosure HLT’s are dominated by medium to large parliamentary types, (1.10,
1.11), There are fewer woods than in adjacent areas to the east and south, with plantation and replanted
types, 4.5 and 4.2, 4.4 respectively, being most common.

Settlement: The area contains little settlement with the primary focus of settlement lying in the small vil-
lage of Chilcomb. Otherwise the area contains only a few scattered farms, although ribbon development is
growing along the B3404 and A31 roads.

Historical factors: Much of this area, such as the old parish of Easton, was enclosed by act of parliament in
1799.The parish of Chilcomb was enclosed by informal agreement. The large parliamentary types present
have arisen by 20th century boundary loss and field rationalisation. One noticeable HLT is unimproved
downland, (6.1), which is generally to be found on the steep chalk scarplands of the area. Some of the
scarps have been wooded over in recent times and are represented by 4.7 (19th century hangers) which
possibly reflects the change in use of the land from sheep to arable, with the scarps being marginal land for
arable.

Time Depth: An enclosure landscape of old downland. Prehistoric linear earthworks and tumuli still
survive. The tumuli are associated with small pockets of old downland. The downland and the Domesday
village of Chilcomb survive from the medieval landscape along with old drove roads. Modern intrusive
features include a rifle range, the M3 motorway, a sewage farm and modern ribbon development along the
B3404 and A31 roads. This area is now a modern enclosed landscape of arable land. The previous land-
scape of downland has been heavily degraded.

Area 4: Cranbury woodlands and Colden Common

General Description: The HLCA is located on either side of the river Itchen, abutting the district boundary
to the south and is situated on the tertiary deposits of the northern extremity of the Hampshire basin, with
the chalk lying immediately to the north.
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HLT Characteristics: This is an area of predominantly wooded hills and valleys, with old irregular, wavy,
hedged fields. The major woodland HLTs are of the assarted types, 4.1 and 4.2. They are characterised by
their highly irregular shapes, interlocking with associated assart enclosure types, such as 1.2 and 1.3. Other
noticeable HLTs, include pre 1810 parkland, (10.1) such as Cranbury Park and 2.4, wooded over com-
mons, e.g. Otterbourne Hill common. A large proportion of the area to the west of the Itchen was enclosed
from the woodland by assarting. To the east of the Itchen, there are fewer woods but enclosure types are
still small, such as 1.16 and 1.9.

Settlement: The historic settlement pattern is represented by historic village centres at Otterbourne and
Fisher’s Pond. The area displays some evidence of modern settlement, primarily at Colden Common but
also with some urban expansion at Otterbourne.

Historical factors: The predominantly wooded area to the west of the Itchen, lies on the southern margins
of the parish of Hursley and is part of a larger area of assarted ancient woodland and assarts, the majority
of which lies to the west and south of the district boundary. This larger area corresponds with the old Roy-
al Forest of Bere by Winchester or Bere Ashley. Ampfield Wood was originally part of Hursley and may
well represent remnants of common grazing or wood pasture which were enclosed by Act of Parliament in
1809.

Time Depth: This is a landscape of old assarted woods and assarts, together with commons and parkland
which has been little changed in the modern era apart from intrusive features like the M3 motorway. His-
torical features of note include Cranbury Park, which dates from the 18th century, Brambury Park and a
moated manor house to the south of Otterbourne. Parks and commons are also in evidence.

Area 5: Abbotstone, Bighton and Tichborne downs
General Description: This HLCA is located in the north east corner of the district around the headwaters
and tributaries of the Itchen.

HLT Characteristics: The enclosure HLTs are generally medium to large, consisting of a mixture of par-
liamentary types, 1.10 and 1.11 and large irregular wavy bounded types, such as 1.6 and 1.8. Pockets

of smaller enclosure types, such as 1.16 and 1.9, also exist. Woodland HLTs are dominated by pre 1810
replanted assarted woods, (4.2), with Micheldever Wood, in the north east corner of the HLCA, being a
prime example. This wood exhibits some evidence of assarting, as does Bighton Wood, with its associated
large straight-sided assarts (1.4).

Settlement: The only settlement of note is Bighton, which shows no major modern expansion. However to
the south is Gundleton, which is post 1810 in date .

Historical factors: Very little of this HLCA was subject to enclosure by Act of Parliament. All of the area
was enclosed by the mid-19th century, by informal and formal agreements, by the major landowners like
the Duke of Buckingham (Bighton manor). The large areas of parliamentary type enclosure, (1.10 and
1.11) are probably due to 20th century boundary loss and field rationalisation. Large pockets of wavy
bounded fields, (1.6), are interspersed between the parliamentary type enclosure and possibly represent
enclosure by informal means and are older.

Time Depth: Although the present day landscape is of an enclosed landscape of old downland, the pres-
ence of old assarted ancient woodland suggests that woodland was once more widespread and has been
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cleared by assarting since perhaps as early as the prehistoric. Tumuli and earthworks still survive from
the prehistoric. There is very little downland still surviving. Old drove roads and green lanes criss-cross
the landscape. The medieval village of Bighton displays no large scale modern development. There are no
major modern intrusive elements present.

Area 6: Bramdean Woodlands

General Description: The HLCA is bounded to the south by scarp slopes of the South Downs to the west
and north and by areas of large enclosures on the chalklands

HLT Characteristics: The major enclosure type is wavy bounded fields and with some more regular parlia-
mentary type enclosure. The woodland types generally occupy the tops and slopes of the hills and are old
in character with some assarting evident. Other Historic Landscape Types of note are unimproved down-
land (6.1), which occupies the steep north facing slopes of Old Winchester Hill and areas of wooded-over
common (2.4) such as Bramdean Common. Old parks (10.1) are also a feature.

Settlement: The area contains one old settlement, at Bramdean but otherwise the area is characterised only
by a spread of scattered farms

Historical factors: This HLCA was enclosed in the main by informal agreement without recourse to en-
closure by Act of Parliament. This has resulted in a landscape of relatively small sub-regular hedged fields
interspersed with pockets of ancient woodland. The relatively early enclosure of the land has helped in the
preservation of some historical landscape features such as Bramdean Common.

Time Depth: An old enclosure landscape formed by the enclosure of old downland in post medieval times.
There are pockets of ancient woodland some of which display signs assarting. The woodland would his-
torically have been more extensive and has probably been cleared from as early as the prehistoric. Tumuli,
linear earthworks and an Iron Age hillfort at Old Winchester Hill still survive from the prehistoric. The
sites of at least two Roman villas are located in this area. Still survivingmedieval features in the landscape
include the Domesday village of Bramdean together with its common (now wooded over). Historic parks
such as Brockwood Park and Woodcote Park are late medieval in date. There is little modern intrusive
development.

Area 7: Beauworth and Kilmeston
General Description: This HLCA lies on the downs to the south of the headwaters of the river Itchen.

HLT Characteristics: The enclosure HLTs are generally medium to large types, being mainly older irregu-
lar types, such as 1.6 and 1.8. the parliamentary types present, represent enclosure by Act of Parliament of
downland. Woods are old and are generally of the non assarted type 4.3.

Settlement: The area contains three historic settlements (Beauworth, Hinton Ampner and Kilmeston). The
settlements show no signs of significant modern expansion. Scattered farms are frequent across the area.

Historical factors: Most of this HLCA was enclosed gradually by informal means (that is without recourse
to formal agreement or parliamentary act). There are also many roads and tracks running in a general
fashion from the valley bottoms up onto the downs. These are probably quite old in nature.

Time Depth: An old enclosed landscape with very little enclosure by Act of Parliament. There is very little
downland left with some still surviving pockets of ancient woodland. The villages of Kilmeston and Hin-
ton Ampner are Domesday villages which exhibit little signs of modern expansion. A major feature of
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the historic landscape are the green lanes and old drove roads leading up from the Itchen valley onto the
downs, some of these probably date back to prehistoric times as do the tumuli present. The areas of histor-
ic parkland present date to the 18th century. There are no major modern intrusive elements in the land-
scape.

Area 8: Hambledon and Chidden Downlands
General Description: The HLCA is bounded by the Meon valley to the east, the scarp slopes of the South
Downs to the north and the wooded fringes of the forest of Bere and Waltham Chase to the south.

HLT Characteristics: The enclosure types within the area, are generally large in size and comprise of a
mixture of irregular wavy types, such as 1.6 and 1.15, and parliamentary types such as 1.10 and 1.12. The
woodland types consist mainly of assarted types, 4.1 and 4.2. Pre-1810 wooded scarps and hangers, 4.6, are
evident particularly to the north and east of Hambledon. There are also a few areas of extant unimproved
downland, 6.1, generally also being situated on the steep scarps.

Settlement: The only settlement of note is Hambledon. This lies near the base of the dip slope on the
spring line which follows the bottom of two intersecting, steep sided chalk valleys.

Historical factors: The areas of common downland still surviving at the beginning of the 19th century were
enclosed in the mid-19th century and correlate with areas of parliamentary type enclosure. However not
all of these areas were enclosed by parliamentary act and some have probably resulted from 20th century
boundary loss and straightening. Historically, from the medieval times to the late 19th to 20th centuries,
the major land use would have been for sheep rearing but in recent times, with increasing mechanisation
of farming and also various post war economic factors, arable farming has become prevalent. The large ar-
eas of ‘fields bounded by roads, tracks and paths’ (HLT 1.15) has probably arisen from old drove roads and
tracks, running roughly north-south, to and from the downs and the forest of Bere, where parishes such as
Soberton, East Meon and Hambledon had woods and/or grazing rights. This network of roads and tracks
has resulted in enclosure of the downland by default, though some of the area designated as 1.15, may have
resulted from 20th century boundary loss. Areas of irregular, wavy bounded fields (HLT 1.6) probably
formed due to late medieval / early post-medieval informal enclosure. The steep scarps, with old woods
and unimproved downland, almost certainly date from at least early post-medieval times and represent
marginal agricultural land.

Time Depth: This landscape mainly consists of old enclosed downland. The roads, tracks and paths which
form the majority of the boundaries of HLT 1.15, are probably very old, some dating back to medieval or
even prehistoric times. Evidence for prehistoric activity in this area comes from tumuli and long barrows.
Woods are ancient and small, some of which display signs of assarting. There is little surviving downland
in the landscape and little modern intrusive development.

Area 9: Swanmore, Droxford, Soberton and Denmead Forest Fringe

General Description: This HLCA is bounded to the south by the forest of Bere and Waltham Chase and to
the north by the dip slope of the South Downs. This is a long linear HLCA, running north west/ south east,
and can be termed ‘forest fringe’

HLT Characteristics: The enclosure HLTs, within this area, are generally old and small, such as 1.16. Assart
types, 1.1 and 1.2, are also in evidence and are also small and old. There is little evidence of parliamentary
type enclosure, some 1.9, may have resulted from the straightening and rationalisation of older boundar-
ies. There are similarities with HLCA 11, in that this HLCA lies between an area of chalk upland and the

The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 3: Historic Landscape Character Assessment 45
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



Landscape Character Assessment Revision P05

forest of Bere. Due to the juxtaposition with the forest of Bere, assart types of enclosure and woodland are
common in particularly along the forest of Bere, to the east of the Meon valley e.g. 1.1, 1.2 and 4.1, 4.2. To
the west of the Meon valley, where the HLCA is bounded by Waltham Chase, the prevalent enclosure types
are 1.16 and 1.15.

Settlement: Settlements within the area are generally small. The area is bisected by the River Meon. To the
east of the Meon the area contains no modern settlements and is characterised by a pattern of scattered
farms. To the west of the Meon lies the medieval town of Bishops Waltham, the medieval core of which is
surrounded by modern urban growth.

Historical factors: The historic character of this area has evolved from the clearance of woodland on the
fringes of the Forest of Bere which has resulted in a pattern of enclosures and assarts. Moving from south
to north, on to the dip slope of the South Downs, field size tends to increase, although still being on the
small side. Boundaries are often hedged, with hedge row trees being frequent. Small copses and thickets
are common, often named and old in nature.

Time Depth: The most notable historic elements of this landscape are the assarted ancient woodlands to-
gether with their associated assart field types. They have been formed by encroachment upon the Forest of
Bere and are potentially very old perhaps dating back to medieval times. Together with the small irregular
enclosures to the west of the Meon, which are represented by small wavy boundaries (HLT 1.16,) they can
perhaps be used to define the northern physical extent of the Forest of Bere in medieval times. Other his-
toric landscape elements include green lanes and old drove roads leading from downland and river valley
villages to the forest. The scattered farms in the area possibly date back to medieval times and are typical of
forest edge settlement. There is little modern intrusive development apart from the modern expansion of
Bishops Waltham and associated lines of communication.

Area 10: The Forest of Bere and Waltham Chase

General Description: The Forest of Bere and Waltham Chase lay on the tertiary sands and clays at the east-
ern end of the Hampshire basin. The HLCA is bounded to the south by an area of assarted mixed farmland
and woodland, to the north and west by a belt of small irregular enclosures leading on to the dip slope of
the chalk and to the east by the district boundary.

HLT Characteristics: The dominant enclosure HLTs of the area are of the parliamentary types, especially
1.9, small parliamentary type enclosures. Woodland types are mainly of the plantation types particularly
19th century plantation.

Settlement: The area contains very little historic settlement. It can display some elements of intrusive
modern developments such as Denmead, Newtown and Soberton Heath, all of which are post enclosure in
date.

Historical factors: The Royal Forest of Bere was an area of land set aside as a royal hunting reserve and

as such was subject to special laws. Waltham Chase was a private hunting reserve of the bishops of Win-
chester. Neither of these areas were totally covered in woods and trees, as modern interpretations of their
names might suggest, rather they would of originally consisted of a mixture of woods, wood pasture

and heathland. Parishes all around the Forest of Bere had grazing rights, possibly dating from before the
Norman Conquest, within the forest. The forest was enclosed in 1814 by parliamentary act. Parliamentary
enclosure accounts for the high percentage of this HLCA characterised with the more modern HLT’s, such
as, parliamentary type enclosure, (1.9), plantation type woodland, (4.5 and 4.9), replanted type woodland
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(4.2). Settlement types within the area are all modern, (9.2 and 9.6) and post enclosure in date (1814) apart
from isolated forest lodges. Before enclosure no settlement would have been allowed.

Time Depth: The 1810 extent of the Forest of Bere as mapped from the OS 1st edition 1”map, is essentially
an enclosure landscape. Time depth for this HLCA is best exemplified by analysis of place names, which
can give clues to the pre-enclosure nature of the landscape. Historic landscape features such as ancient
oaks are also relevant. Intrusive modern elements of the landscape include modern developments such as
Denmead, Newtown and Soberton Heath which are post enclosure in date. There are also modern wood-
land plantations such as Creech Woods.

Area 11: Southwick and Boarhunt forest fringe

General Description: This HLCA is bounded to the north by the Forest of Bere, to the south by Portsdown
Hill and an area of inter-parochial heavily wooded and assarted land and also to the east and west by the
district boundary.

HLT Characteristics: The dominant HLTs in the area are of the assart variety of enclosures, (1.1-1.4) to-
gether with associated assarted woodland types (4.1 & 4.2). Small enclosure types, such as 1.16, small wavy
bounded fields are also in evidence, especially towards the west of the area.

Settlement: The area contains no significant modern settlement. The settlement pattern is characterised by
a pattern of nucleated historic settlements (such as Southwick) and a spread of scattered hamlets farms.

Historical factors: The distinctive character of this area has evolved from the piecemeal clearance of wood-
land to form enclosures, termed assarts. This assarted landscape is essentially old in nature and represents
woodland clearance on the southern fringes of the Forest of Bere from medieval times onwards. The
network of winding, twisting lanes also reflects this. Due to the informal, piecemeal nature of assarting, a
distinctive pattern of small irregular fields, with treed hedges forming the boundaries, interspersed with
small, often named woods and copses has arisen.

Time Depth: Nearly all of this HLCA is characterised by old HLT's, especially of the assart field and wood-
land types. These have arisen through encroachment upon the Forest of Bere in medieval times and could
be used to define the southern medieval extent of the forest. Other notable historic landscape elements

are the Southwick estate, (which was originally the setting for an Augustinian priory built in the mid 12th
century), the course of the Chichester to Bitterne Roman road and various green lanes and drove roads
leading to the Forest of Bere. The scattered farms and hamlets are typical of forest edge settlement and date
back to medieval times. A ring and bailey earthworks, located in Place Wood is Norman in date. There is
little modern intrusive development apart from the B2177. The current landscape is essentially old with
the basic elements having survived relatively untouched for centuries.

Area 12: Ports Down
General Description: This Historic Landscape Character Area (HLCA) includes part of the crest and the
majority of the north-facing slope of Ports Down.

HLT Characteristics: The dominant Historic Landscape Type within this area is HLT 1.15 (" Fields bound-
ed by roads, tracks and paths’) The other important HLTs come from the Military and Defence category,

such as Fort Nelson and Fort Southwick, part of the network of defences built by Palmerston.

Settlement: Settlement is limited to a few scattered farms on the north slope of Ports Down, although the
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crest of the hill to the south contains a number of military installations, most notably the Napeolonic forts
at Fort Nelson and Fort Southwick.

Historical factors: The steep north facing slope of Ports Down is bisected by numerous sunken lanes

and several rights of way, generally running north-south. These sunken lanes and rights of way probably
represent old drove roads connecting the Forest of Bere, to the north of Ports Down, with settlements to
the south, such as Portchester, which had grazing rights within the forest. They would also of been used
to connect settlements to the north, such as Boarhunt and Southwick, with the downland pasture of Ports
Down. Due to its strategic position, overlooking Portsmouth and the Solent, Ports Down has traditionally
been associated with military fortifications, such as the Palmerston forts. Together with the sunken lanes
and the open downland character of the north slope, the military fortifications give this HLCA a distinc-
tive character in relation to its surroundings. This character has come about through the exploitation of
the natural topographic attributes of the area and the juxtaposition with surrounding historical features of
the landscape, in particular the Forest of Bere to the north. It is essentially historic in nature.

Time Depth: Ports Down is a combination of old downland and because of its strategic position overlook-
ing Portsmouth and the Solent, military installations which mainly date from the mid 19th century. Other
historical landscape elements of note include sunken lanes and a motte and bailey.

Area 13: Curbridge, Shedfield and Wickham woodlands
General Description: This HLCA is situated on the low-lying tertiary deposits towards the eastern end of
the Hampshire basin. It is essentially of an enclosed landscape character on mixed farm and woodland.

HLT Characteristics: The dominant HLTs are of the assarted woodland types, 4.1 and 4.2, together with
their associated field types, 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4. The woods are highly irregular, having been ‘eaten away’ by
assarting to form fields.

Settlement: There are no major settlements within the area, as the HLCA is situated on marginal land at
the junction of several parishes. There are some scattered farms around the perimeter of the woods, with
an area of modern scattered settlement, including a golf course just to the west of Wickham.

Historical factors: The historic character of this HLCA is probably quite old, as its location on marginal pa-
rishional land also coincides with an area of poor quality agricultural land, so as to provide a zone of land
unattractive for cultivation and development. Historically this area would of provided fuel and timber for
the parishes and as such was an important resource.

Time Depth: Time depth is represented by assarted woods and associated assart field types. This area was
probably completely wooded over in early medieval times. A railway line, some scattered settlement and a
golf course are the only modern intrusive developments.

Area 14: Whiteley Urban Fringe
General Description: This is a small area situated to the west of the Meon valley, bounded to the south by
the modern developments of Locks Heath and Titchfield Park and to the north by Botley Wood.

HLT Characteristics: The HLTs are of the modern settlement types such as 9.2 and 9.6.

Settlement: The area contains no significant historic settlement and the settlement pattern is characterised
by areas of overspill development from Locks Heath and Titchfield Park.
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Historical factors: The area represents 20th century urban encroachment onto marginal land.

Time Depth: The historic character is very young with older historic landscape features being swallowed
up by modern development.

Area 15: The Itchen, Meon and Dever river valleys

General Description: These rivers and their tributaries, drain the chalk uplands of the district and general-
ly flow north south for most of their length, with the upper waters of the Itchen and the Meon flowing east
west, before turning south. The Dever is a tributary of the river Test, which lies outside of the district and
flows east west. These river valleys are historically important to the district and have been utilised by man
from prehistoric times.

HLT Characteristics: Of the river valley HLTSs, perhaps the most worthy of note, as far as the historic char-
acter of the valleys are concerned, are water meadows (7.4) and watercress beds, (7.6).

Settlement: The valleys are also a very important location for settlements. A high proportion of the Dis-
trict’s villages are situated on the rivers, often at favourable crossing points. Such settlements are evident

in the Dever Valley at Wonston, Micheldever and Hunton Stoke Charity. Settlements in the Upper Itchen
Valley include Shawford, Otterbourne, Martyr Worthy, Easton, Itchen Abbas and Itchen Stoke whilst to the
south, the area contains settlements such as Twyford Shawford and Otterbourne. Settlements in the Meon
Valley include villages such as Meonstoke and Wickham.

Historical factors: Water meadows are post medieval in origin and generally date from 1650 to the first half
of the 19th century. They began to fall into decline by the mid-19th century. They were a method of fer-
tilising riverside meadows with the rich nutrients carried by the chalk rivers and streams to provide early
spring grazing for lambs and sheep, which were over-wintered in the valleys. With the introduction of new
farming techniques, in the mid 19th century, such as chemical fertilisers, water meadows fell into decline
and only a very few are wholly extant today. Though very few have survived wholly intact, certain water
meadow features have survived in relatively large numbers e.g. head mains and carriers, drains, ridge and
furrow style earthworks, weirs and in some cases sluice gates. These features are an important part of the
historic and visual character of the District’s river valleys, particularly the Itchen to the north and south of
Winchester. Watercress beds are usually located on the upper reaches of the river valleys, particularly the
Itchen. Though they are relatively small in size, watercress beds are very distinctive and are a traditional
feature of the river valleys. They can be post medieval in date and many are still in use today.

Time Depth: The river valleys of the district have been utilised since prehistoric times. Historic features
include water-meadows and various historic parks. There is little ancient woodland, except perhaps with-
in the boundaries of some of the historic parks. Many of the settlements along the rivers are Domesday
villages. Modern expansion of the villages together with increased lines of communication have intruded
upon the landscape.

Area 16: Longwood Warren and Cheesefoot Head

General Description: This HLCA is situated on the western extremity of the South Downs. It extends from

the Itchen valley in the west and is roughly 9km E-W and 5km N-S. The area represents the relatively high

relief of the South Downs and is open and exposed with predominantly south facing slopes bisected by dry
valleys with their associated scarps.
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HLT Characteristics: The area has an open and exposed character due to the underlying chalk geology and
relatively high altitude. Woods are few, being generally confined to the steep scarp slopes with a few shel-
terbelts and plantations situated to the north of Cheesefoot Head. Fields are typically large and generally
represent the enclosure of former open downland such as Longwood Warren, which was encroached upon
in early post-medieval times. Post-war boundary loss and field rationalisation have also probably played a
part in the evolution of this landscape. Only Twyford Down was enclosed by Act of Parliament (1851), the
rest of the area was enclosed by formal and informal agreements. Apart from the A272 which runs along
the top of the South Downs, roads and tracks are limited to a few SW - NE aligned tracks which utilise the
dry valleys for traversing the higher ground and the steep scarp slopes. These maybe very old and probably
represent old drove roads to and from the downs.

Settlement: The area represents the edges of a number of parishes and in itself contains no significant
settlement. The villages of the parishes lie either to the north of the area along the Itchen, such as Easton,
Itchen Abbas and Ovington, or to the south on the lower slopes of the downs, such as Owslebury and
Twyford. None of these villages are located within the area. The only settlements within the area are a few
isolated scattered farms in the south and east.

Historical factors: This HLCA represents relatively high marginal land at the junction of several parishes
(Twytord, Owslebury, Chilcomb, Itchen Valley, Itchen Stoke and Ovington, Tichborne and Cheriton).,
would have been used as summer grazing pasture, mainly for sheep, from at least late medieval times until
the 20th century. The land is open and exposed, with little cover and very few woods.

Time Depth: Historically an area of old downland enclosed by informal means and by encroachment in
post-medieval times. Existing downland is generally confined to steep scarp slopes and the tops of hills.
Tumuli are evidence of prehistoric activity in the area, as is the Iron Age hillfort on St Catherine’s Hill.
Modern intrusions upon the landscape include the M3 motorway and a golf course.

Area 17: Twyford Owslebury and Upham

General Description: This HLCA is located on the lower southern slopes of the South Downs and extends
from the Itchen valley in the west to the Meon valley in the east. It is situated on chalk geology with clay.
The area is of a generally semi-enclosed nature or aspect with some woodland.

HLT Characteristics: The HLTs in this landscape are predominantly of the medium to large parliamentary
type enclosures (1.10, 1.11). Irregular wavy bounded types (1.6, 1.16, 1.3) are also present. Other HLTSs of
note include (11.1), gallops and (4.1, 4.2, 4.3), ancient woodland.

Settlement: Included in this HLCA, are the parishional villages of Twyford, Owslebury and Upham togeth-
er with numerous scattered farms and hamlets. Historically this area was the main settlement location for
the downland villages whose parishes extended up onto the downs.

Historical factors: Very little of the area was enclosed by Act of Parliament with only some land immedi-
ately to the south-east of Twyford village and some land around the village of Upham being so enclosed.
The vast majority of the area was enclosed by informal means by the early 17th century. Areas depicted as
parliamentary style enclosure has probably come about by the processes of field rationalisation and bound-
ary loss.

Time Depth: This is a landscape of old enclosed downland, HLT 1.6, with numerous old tracks and lanes.
There are also small pockets of ancient woodland. The historic park associated with Belmore House is 18th
century in date. Modern intrusive elements include a golf course, a zoo and a gallops with some modern
expansion of villages such as Owslebury.
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Area 18: Durwood and Beacon Hill

General Description: This HLCA is situated on the south facing slopes of the South Downs between the
Meon valley in the east and Longwood Warren in the west and occupies the upper south facing slopes
and crest of the South Downs including Beacon Hill. The majority of this area lies above 100m in altitude
and is generally of an enclosed nature due to the large number of woods and plantations on the scarps and
slopes of the area, apart from around Beacon Hill which is more open.

HLT Characteristics: The most notable HLTs in this landscape are of the assarted woodland types (4.1 &
4.2) together with their associated assart field types (1.2 & 1.3). It is these HLTs which help to differentiate
this area from adjacent areas.

Settlement: There are no major settlements (villages or towns) within the area. Settlements are limited to
scattered farms, with Preshaw House and its associated estate being the largest.

Historical factors: Due to the presence of clay on the chalk, these upper slopes of the South Downs are
more heavily wooded than other areas. Woods such as Dur Wood are ancient woodland and probably
covered a larger area but have been reduced in size by assarting. The fields or assarts are typically of irreg-
ular shape with hedges for boundaries and hedgerow trees are common. Larger assarts have probably been
formed by the rationalisation of smaller assarts. None of this area was enclosed by Act of Parliament. The
old downland in the east of the area around Beacon Hill was probably enclosed by informal means, some
areas may even of been enclosed by default, i.e. the surrounding roads tracks and paths naturally enclosed
these areas defined as HLT 1.15. This area represents an area of high ground which historically would of
provided summer pastures for sheep and other livestock and fuel and timber from the woodlands.

Time Depth: A landscape of old enclosures and old assarted woodland which would have been more
extensive in the past. Still surviving historic landscape features include green lanes and old drove roads.
Prehistoric features such as tumuli and long barrows also survive. The earthworks of the deserted medi-
eval village of Lomer indicates that this area was perhaps more heavily populated in medieval times than
it is now. Preshaw estate is originally mid 17th century in date. The area is now an arable landscape with
woodland and small areas of old downland still surviving on the steep slopes especially around Beacon
Hill.

Area 19: Curdridge, Durley and Shedfield

General Description: This HLCA is situated to the south of Waltham Chase and to the west of the Meon
valley. It lies on the tertiary sands, gravels and clays of the Hampshire basin and has a general mixed farm-
land and woodland landscape character with some pockets of ‘Pasture and Woodland: Heath Associated’
and ‘Pasture on Clay’ landscape types.

HLT Characteristics: The major enclosure types are old and small and represent informal and piecemeal
enclosure of heath and woodland and open fields, if any, in this HLCA. The fields are hedged with hedge-
row trees being common. These fields are typically pasture and historically used for dairy farming.

Settlement: The area contains three foci of settlement, at Curdridge, Shedfield and Durley. The settlements
are scattered with no real nucleated centres. The villages are generally linear and lie along the roads.
Curdridge and Shedfield have grown up around their respective commons and in the case of Curdridge
have expanded onto the common itself.

Historical factors: Lying to south of Waltham Chase and the Forest of Bere, this area was perhaps never
really settled until post medieval times, hence the probable absence of open field systems. The parishes
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of Curdridge and Shedfield are post medieval creations and were once part of the parishes of Bishops
Waltham and Droxford respectively. Many of the enclosures present were probably formed by the enclo-
sure of heath and woodland rather than open fields.

Time Depth: This is a landscape of old small enclosures which have been enclosed from heath and wood-
land since medieval times. Pockets of ancient woodland survive. Historic landscape features of note
include commons and a network of winding twisting lanes. Modern intrusions upon the landscape include
a golf course and 19th and 20th century urban development, including ribbon development along some of
the roads and lanes.

7 TIME-DEPTH
7.1 Introduction

7.1.1 'The Winchester District is composed of several different landscape areas that do not wholly lie
within the boundaries of the district. Broadly speaking these consist of:

. The South Downs, which extend westwards to the Itchen valley below Winchester.

. The Central Hampshire Downs, which occupy the NW part of the district and are an extension of
the southern central chalklands which include Salisbury Plain

. The Hampshire lowlands which are situated to the south of the South Downs in the southern part

of the district.

7.1.2  As only a minor percentage of these areas lie within Winchester District it would be more useful to
analyse the time depth of the constituent HLCAs of the district as one entity rather than as separate enti-
ties which do not wholly conform to the district boundaries. The HLCAs are generally too small to provide
a useful level of analyse of their constituent HLTs especially in pictorial form.

7.2 Time depth to 1600AD (See Landscape Character Assessment Main Document: Figure 2.6)

7.2.1 'This plot includes elements that are most likely to originate from the medieval period:

. Assarts 1.1,1.2 & 1.3

. Commons

. Ancient woodland 4.1, 4.2, .3,4.4 & 4.6
. Downland 6.1

. River valley types 7.3 & 7.5

. Pre-1810 settlement 9.1,9.3,9.7, & 9.9
. Military & Defence 14.1 & 14.2.

7.2.2  'The greater part of these HLTs lie towards the east and in the south of the district. The majority of
the assart types, particularly the smaller ones are located on the tertiary deposits of the Hampshire basin
which correlate with the known medieval extent of the Forest of Bere and the Forest of Bere at Winchester
(HLCAs 11, 19 & 4 ). However, HLCA 10, which represents the 1810 extent of the Forest of Bere and
Waltham Chase, displays very little time depth elements apart from some replanted ancient woodland.

7.2.3  All of the chalkland HLCAs display time depth elements to certain degrees. Downland (6.1) is
naturally present in all of them, apart from HLCAs 6 & 7. The surviving downland is generally confined to
marginal land such as scarp slopes and the tops of steep hills which are uneconomic for farming by mod-
ern agricultural methods. Associated with downland are various prehistoric and Roman features such as
tumuli. The only prehistoric and Roman sites which have been mapped at an HLT level are Iron Age and
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Roman forts (14.1). Examples at Old Winchester Hill, Norsebury Ring , St Catherine’s Hill, Teg Down and
Olivers Battery. Ancient woodland, either assarted (4.1 & 4.2) or other (4.3 & 4.4) occurs to varying de-
grees in all of the HLCAs. Even the chalkland HLCAs contain assarted woodland which suggests that the
chalk was once more heavily wooded than it is now. By contrast, Micheldever and Itchen Woods contain
evidence of well preserved prehistoric occupation, such as tumuli, enclosures and linear earthworks and
Roman archaeology which show quite different past land uses prior to becoming woodland.

7.2.4  'The vast majority of the pre-1810 settlements mapped are recorded in Domesday Book (1086), and
thus likely to be of yet greater antiquity. One notable exception is New Alresford, which was founded by
the Bishop of Winchester in the 13th century. The deserted medieval village of Lomer, situated very near
the top of the South Downs, suggests that downland areas were in some parts more heavily populated in
medieval times than they are now.

7.2.5 Perhaps the oldest still surviving HLTs are those representing common land. These have survived
notably in the more wooded areas of the district such as HLCAs 4, 6 & 11. In particular, these areas were
subject to enclosure by informal means rather than by parliamentary acts or 19th and 20th-century field
rationalisation. Inasmuch as commons and downland contain a large number of archaeological sites such
as earthworks and cropmarks, they also represent a yet more ancient ‘archaeological’ landscape that is not
necessarily apparent on casual inspection.

7.3 Time Depth Post-Medieval to 19th century (See Landscape Character Assessment Main Docu-
ment: Figure 2.6)

7.3.1 'This plot includes elements reflecting changes to the medieval landscape in the ‘age of improve-
ment’:

. Field types HLT 1.6, 1.15 & 1.16
. Valley floor types except HLT 7.6 - watercress beds
. Parks HLT 10.1.

7.3.2 'The most noticeable changes in this figure compared with the pre-1600 map are the field HLTs
representing informal and piecemeal enclosure. Type 1.16 fields in the south of the district, particularly in
HLCA 19, are probably the results of assart rationalisation. The larger informal enclosure types 1.6 & 1.15
represent the informal enclosure of downland, and type 1.15 (fields bounded by roads tracks and paths) in
particular is peculiar to old downland areas and represents enclosure by default.

7.3.3  Of the chalkland HLCAs, areas 2, 6, 7, and 18 are covered by more than 50% informal enclosure
types (in the case of 18, this includes assart types). All of the land of the river valleys of the district were
fully utilised during the post-medieval period. They provided good locations for settlements and also such
landscape features such as parks (HLT 10.1). The deer Parks which have been mapped are of post-me-
dieval date, and represent an ordered approach to leisure space that reflected the ordering of an enclosed
landscape elsewhere.

74  Time Depth 19th-Century (See Landscape Character Assessment Main Document: Figure 2.6)

7.4.1 'This plot comprises elements that can be related to further changes in the period of great popula-
tion expansion in the 19th century:

. All parliamentary types and 1.8 ‘ladder’ fields
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. Woodland types 4.5 (C19th plantations and C19th heathland plantations)
. Race courses 11.1

. Military and Defence 14.4

. Post-1810 parkland 10.2

. Stations and sidings 13.1

. Watercress beds 7.6

. Horticulture 3.1 (orchards), 3.3 (nurseries).

7.4.2  'The parliamentary enclosures of the early part of the 19th century brought about the most dra-
matic changes to the landscape of the district. HLCA 1 and 3 are nearly all mapped as parliamentary style
enclosure even though there weren't many actual enclosures by Act of Parliament, but the patterns arose
from 19th/20th century field rationalisation. An interesting HLT which appears in this plot is ladder fields
1.8, which represent enclosure of old downland and generally extend from the river valleys of the district
up onto the downlands. The long wavy boundaries are probably quite old, often with tracks and parish
boundaries associated with them. They possibly represent old enclosure of downland or maybe even the
boundaries of the large open field systems of the medieval period. These large fields have been enclosed in
recent times by the addition of straight surveyed boundaries at right angles between the wavy ones to form
the rungs of the ladder. All the chalkland HLCAs display some parliamentary style enclosure.

7.4.3 Of the woodland types, HLT 4.5 represents 19 & 20th century plantations. These are most notice-
able on the chalklands, often as shelter belts and game spinneys, usually consisting of conifers.

7.4.4 Ofthe lowland HLCAs, HLCA 10, representing the 1810 extent of the Forest of Bere and Waltham
Chase, contains the most noticeable enclosure landscape. The Royal Forest of Bere was enclosed by Act of
Parliament in 1814. These enclosures are represented by HLT 1.9 (small parliamentary fields). All set-
tlements within the 1810 extent are post 1814 in date, such as Denmead and Shirrell Heath and Turkey
Island. Post-1810 scattered settlement 9.2, is a noticeable HLT in this HLCA, often originating from squat-
ter settlements within the forest. Wooded areas such as Creech Walk (4.5) were probably areas of heath-
land within the forest which have been planted with trees since enclosure.

7.5  Time Depth cumulative to 19th Century (See Landscape Character Assessment Main Document:
Figure 2.6)

7.5.1 'This plot comprises all elements that are of the 19th century or before and thus draws attention to
the very few areas of landscape that can be ascribed to the 20th century.

8 ANALYSIS OF PRESSURES

8.1  As part of the present study, initial analysis of the possible developmental, agricultural and oth-
er sundry pressures likely to threaten the historic integrity of the more vulnerable of the various historic
landscapes areas has been carried out.

8.2  Initial assessment suggested that the likely pressures fall into two principal groups namely the
continuing pressures arising from agricultural (primarily arable) utilisation of the landscape and a poten-
tially more significant and active threat arising from the increasing pressure of new housing and associated
urban development. These pressures can be broadly divided into geographical or topographic area with the
agricultural pressures being concentrated in the downland areas in the northern and eastern section of the
District and the increasing urban pressures being concentrated at the southern and south-western fringes
of the District. Of the two threats the latter would appear to be both more pressing and historically more
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damaging, impressing as it does upon what this study has suggested is the better preserved historic land-
scapes in the southern portion of the Winchester District.

8.2  Broad analysis would suggest that the likely scale of threat arising from the continuing agricultural
regime is concentrated around a number of key factors, namely the continuing loss of hedgerows, the en-
croachment upon the remnant historic woodland of the Downland area and the continuing and sustained
damage to the range of (primarily) prehistoric archaeological sites and earthwork remains located within
the Downland areas. The severity of the likely agricultural pressures upon the Historic Landscape Charac-
ter Areas defined is difficult to fully categorise without a far more detailed and intensive fieldwork survey.
Such a survey is considered to lie outside the remit of the present (essentially desk-based) study. In purely
historic landscape terms, analysis would suggest that such pressures, although potentially real and ongoing
may be considered to be less immediately serious than the potential developmental threats to the land-
scapes to the south. Such an analysis is primarily rooted in the undeniable fact that the historic downland
landscapes affected are, in many cases already significantly denuded and degraded by such activity over the
last half century.

8.3 The possible (or likely) implications of the increasing pressure upon available land, arising from the
increased demand for housing and associated urban development are potentially more concerning. Anal-
ysis of the pattern of modern development, and the location of modern core settlements, suggests that the
Historic Landscapes within the southern and western areas of the District display a significant vulnerabil-
ity to any increased expansion of the existing settlements, both within and on the immediate fringes of the
District.

8.4  Although it should be stressed that the identification of such pressures in the present study is
firmly rooted in map-based analysis (rather than demonstrated or defined through actual local knowl-
edge of the likely pressure) this analysis suggests that any continued fringe development or expansion of
the principal settlements within and immediately outside the southern portion of the District may affect
vulnerable and well preserved historic landscapes located within their environs.

8.5  Of potential concern is any proposed westward expansion of the urban areas immediately to the
east of the District, particularly in the areas of Waterlooville or Cowplain which would impact upon the
relatively well preserved landscapes in the south-eastern corner of the District, primarily Historic Land-
scape Character Area 11 (Southwick and Boarhunt Forest Fringe). This area comprises an ancient and rel-
atively untouched area containing areas of assarted woodland, associated with the fringes of the medieval
Forest of Bere, scattered farms and hamlets of typical forest edge type and a network of ancient green lanes
and drove roads leading to the medieval forest.

8.6  Similar pressures from outside the District may also impact upon other relatively well preserved
areas of historic landscape on the south-western edge of the District. Of most concern would be any ur-
ban creep or continued expansion of large urban areas such as Eastleigh and Chandlers Ford which would
possibly impact upon Historic Landscape Character Area 4 (Cranbury Woodlands and Colden Common)
with its well preserved and relatively untouched landscape of old assarted woodlands, commons and his-
toric parkland. .

8.7 A similar threat would appear to arise from development within the District itself. Areas of con-
cern would include any expansion of the current Historic Landscape Character Area 14 (Urban Fringe)
into the also relatively untouched Area 13 (Curbridge, Shedfield and Wickham Woods). Although Area 13
contains more intrusive modern development, in the form of scattered modern settlement and golf course
developments than Areas 4 & 11 this survey has suggested that it still retains substantial elements of an-
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cient assarted woodland.
9 CONCLUSION

9.1.1 Nineteen HLCAs have been created in the process of this historic landscape characterisation of
Winchester District for Winchester City Council. The characterisation was desk based using the Hamp-
shire Historic Landscape Assessment (1999), as the primary source material. Other sources consulted
included OS 1st edition One Inch maps (1810) of the district, OS 1:25,000 maps (1997), Hampshire In-
ventory of Ancient Woodland (English Nature 1995) and A Guide to Enclosure in Hampshire 1700-1900
(HCC 1995).

9.1.2 The HLCAs can broadly be separated into three categories, namely chalkland areas, areas and the
river valleys of the Itchen, Meon and Dever chalkland HLCAs which account for ten of the areas. Histori-
cally the chalkland areas of the district have primarily been used as downland principally providing upland
pasture for sheep. With the introduction of fertilisers and increased mechanisation of farming in the late
19th and 20th centuries, the character of these chalkland areas has changed from downland to arable.

9.1.3 Lowland HLCAs situated mainly on the tertiary deposits of the Hampshire Basin, account for
eight of the areas. These areas are dominated and centred around the Royal Forest of Bere. The HLCAs
surrounding the Forest of Bere contain some of the oldest landscapes in the district. Ironically these areas,
being adjacent to some of the large urban conurbations on the south coast, are more under threat from
urban expansion than any other area within Winchester District.

9.1.4 The river valleys of the Itchen, Meon and Dever are combined into one area. These valleys are
historically important for providing locations for settlements especially within the chalkland areas, within
which water is a scarce commodity. The valleys also contain notable historic features, such as water-mead-
ows and water-mills which where preserved add to the overall landscape character of the district, as do the
few surviving remnants of downland. Being the most suitable locations for settlements and also forming
the easiest avenues for transport and communication, has also made the river valleys more susceptible to
the threats of urban development.

Oxford Archaeology
August 2002
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Keene, D 1985 Survey of Medieval Winchester
LDA (1998)  Winchester City and its setting (Landscape Design Associates 1998)

Annex One. Hampshire Historic Landscape Types: Definitions

AGRICULTURAL FIELDS

Old Assarts (HLT 1.1 - 1.3)

Old Assarts (fields cut out of woodland or heathland) were identified as enclosures of very irregular form
with wavy boundaries. They form an irregular field pattern with no discernible major common boundar-

ies within the pattern. Assart fields usually contain scattered small woods & copses and may be associated
assarted woods. These types were subdivided into three sizes:

HLT 1.1 Small Assarts: up to 2-3 hectares in size
HLT 1.2 Medium Assarts: 2-3 to 12 hectares
HLT 1.3 Large Assarts: over 12 hectares

In practice the field patterns were composed of a variety of field sizes, but it was relatively easy to decide
which of these ranges was predominant.

Regular Assarts (HLT 1.4)

These show evidence of later modifications or origins. It includes assarts with a significant proportion of
straight boundaries, which are thought to reflect 19th century or later modification of earlier assarts, or

in some cases 19th century assarting in the same manner as earlier assarts. In addition, this type includes
some areas of fields where there is clear map evidence of recent clearance of woodland where this has not
been replaced by parliamentary-type field systems. These fields were often distinguished by the association
of woodland showing evidence of being assarted since the OS 1st Ed. 1” series map, for most of the county
dated 1810.

Strips and Furlongs (HLT 1.5)

These are fields that probably originated from the enclosure of medieval strip fields. They are bounded by
relatively long, gently curving boundaries often of reversed ‘S’ form, and are most clearly recognised where
the field shapes still retain a long narrow form, and where small “steps” in boundaries correspond to the
width of furlongs or strips. A combination of such features was needed for a group of fields to be mapped
as this category. There are likely to be other areas mapped as 1.6 or 1.16, which probably do originate from
strip fields.

Wavy-edged pre-parliamentary type fields (HLT 1.6, HLT 1.16)

Field pattern HLT 1.6 consists of fields whose boundaries are wavy in form but whose overall shape is
more regular than that of assarts. In most cases they probably reflect late medieval and post-medieval
enclosure, or rationalistaion of earlier field patterns, prior to the parliamentary enclosure movement of
the late 18th and early 19th centuries. They are usually larger and often more regular than assarts, and are
further distinguished from them by the lack of scattered small woods and copses typical of assart field
patterns.

HLT 1.16 is a small version of HLT 1.6, and is composed of moderately regular fields with wavy boundar-
ies; however, these fields are smaller than about 10ha in area.
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“Ladder” type fields (HLT 1.8)

“Ladder” type fields consist of long unbroken wavy parallel boundaries (often tracks roads or footpaths),
with the area between them sub-divided into fields by regular straight boundaries. Where the “rungs” of
the ladder were also wavy (which was not frequently) the pattern was classified as HLT 1.6. This field pat-
tern usually follows the grain of the topography up chalk spurs or dry valleys on the chalk. The long wavy
parallel boundaries usually made this category readily distinguishable from other types. They likewise
seem to date from the 18th and early 19th centuries, and again seem to reflect the enclosure of downland.

AGRICULTURAL FIELDS (Continued)

Parliamentary type enclosures (HLT 1.7, HLT 1.9 - 1.12)

These field patterns are characterised by straight surveyed boundaries and usually regular shapes, often
rectilinear when topography is not a key influence. In many cases they do derive from 19th century Parlia-
mentary Enclosure Acts, but this is by no means always evident.

HLT 1.7. A specific pattern of small, irregular rectilinear fields with straight boundaries They are
very similar to HLT 1.9 small fields but have a distinctively irregular, rectilinear pattern of interlocking
shapes, and appear to be associated with flat riverside locations.

HLT 1.9 Small Parliamentary: less than 6-8 hectares

HLT 1.10 Medium Parliamentary: between 6-8 to 20-25 hectares

HLT 1.11 Large Parliamentary: over 20-25 hectares

HLT 1.12 Graded Size Parliamentary: was noted as a specific category frequently occurring on the
chalk, where the full range of size categories is represented, increasing in size with distance (normally up-
slope) away from a settlement. This type of graded variable-size field pattern was generally considered to
end at the parish boundary in order to define its extent in relation to other parliamentary enclosed types.

Prairie Fields (HLT 1.14)

These fields (HLT 1.14) are those with at least one boundary over 1 km in length and which are the result
of either very large parliamentary enclosure or more usually extensive boundary loss. These were usually
mapped if even only one field was present to due their large size. Distinguishing characteristics include the
presence of remnant field boundaries. In general this category occurs only within patterns of fields that
are already quite large, and while most probably originate from parliamentary-type fields, there are exam-
ples that seem likely to have originated from pre-parliamentary types (HLT 1.6).

Fields defined by rights of way (HLT 1.15)

These fields are irregular in pattern and shape, their boundaries being defined by public footpaths, bridle-
ways and roads or other tracks and paths that are not rights of way. The pattern almost entirely lacks other
internal boundaries dividing the fields into smaller enclosures, and this is their chief distinguishing char-
acteristic. Occasional boundaries may be straight or wavy. It is possible that some are the result of bound-
ary loss (i.e. prairie types - see below). However they mostly lack the remnant boundary features charac-
teristic of prairie fields and the density of tracks and roads suggests that they derive from the enclosure of
downland by the simple expedient of using the numerous downland tracks as boundaries. They mainly
seem to date from the 18th and early 19th centuries. A version of this type of pattern was also found to
occur on the coastal plain, which may reflect a rather different origin, possibly market gardening.

COMMONS (HLT 2.1 - HLT 2.4)
Commons were identified using the council’s ‘National Policy Constraints’ map which shows large areas
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of common land, and from “The Common Lands of Hampshire’ (Tavener 1957). Some areas indicated by
Tavener were found to be no longer common land according to the map, but others appear to have been

too small for the map to show. Wooded-over commons (HLT 2.4) were identified as those which specifi-
cally still exist as common land rather than ex-common land which had reverted to woodland.

HORTICULTURE (HLT 3.1, HLT 3.3)

Horticulture types were mapped directly from the OS 1:25000 base maps, and were identified by the
presence of orchard (HLT 3.1) or glasshouse symbols (HLT 3.3). There may well be more extensive areas of
horticulture, either in small fields (e.g. HLT 1.16, 1.7, or 1.9) or large open areas on low ground (e.g. HLT
1.10, 1.11 or 1.15 where it occurs on the coastal plain). The general category is thus very likely to be un-
der-represented. Comparison with the Hampshire County Council Landscape Types mapped as “Horticul-
ture and Smallholdings” shows no correspondence with the orchards mapped here, but rather with a range
of the other types noted above.

WOODLAND (HLT 4.1 - HLT 4.11)

Three sources were used to identify the various woodland types: the OS 1:25000 maps themselves; the
‘Hampshire Inventory of Ancient Woodland’ (Hampshire County Council and English Nature 1995); and
OS Ist edition 17 maps.

‘Pre-1810" woodland was identified on the basis of its presence on the OS 1st Edition 1” map and by being
recorded as ancient woodland in the Ancient Woodland Inventory. Absence on the ‘Ancient Woodland
Inventory” does not however mean that a wood is post-1810, since the official definition of ‘ancient’ is
pre-1600, and it would be classified as pre-1810 if shown on the OS 1st edition 1” map. If a wood is absent
on the 1st edition 1” map, but recorded as ancient woodland in the Inventory, the Inventory was taken as
being correct.

Where pre-1810 woodland was not assignable to one of the more specific morphological or land use-relat-
ed types below, it was mapped as “other pre 1810 woodland” (HLT 4.3)

Assarted woodland (HLT 4.1, HLT 4.2)
HLT 4.1 Assarted Pre-1810
HLT 4.2 Replanted Assarted Pre-1810

In general, woods were deemed assarted if their outline was sufficiently irregular, showing the appearance

of being eaten away. This was most evident where they were adjoined by assart field systems. However, it is
clear that often the field systems could have been rationalised up to the woodland edge at a later date, and

the presence of assarts was not seen as necessary for this identification.

Definite evidence of recently cleared woodland (often in effect clearly assarted in its shape) was clear if the
extent of a wood had decreased from that indicated on the 1st edition 1” map as compared with the cur-
rent 1:25000 map. Occasionally such clearance was also evident from the depiction of unenclosed belts of
uncleared trees shown on the modern map.

Replanted woodland (HLT 4.2, HLT 4.4)
HLT 4.2 Replanted Assarted Pre-1810
HLT 4.4 Replanted Other Pre-1810
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These types were identified by being recorded as replanted in the Ancient Woodland Inventory, and/or by
the presence of conifer symbols on the OS 1:25000 maps.

Hangers (HLT 4.6, HLT 4.7)
HLT 4.6 Pre-1810 Hangers
HLT 4.7 Post 1810 Hangers

Hangers were identified on the basis of their topographical location, normally on chalk or greensand,
being generally linear irregular features situated on steep hillsides and scarps. Where they were clearly
associated with heathland, they were mapped as the appropriate heathland category.

Heathland woods and plantations (HLT 4.5, HLT 4.8, HLT 4.9)
Heathland associated woodland was identified as such both within heathland areas and immediately adja-
cent to heathland if the surrounding or land within the forest was of a heathland nature.

19th century plantation (HLT 4.5) was identified as being those areas that were neither present on the ‘An-
cient Woodland Inventory’ nor on 1st edition 1” map.

Heathland plantations (HLT 4.9) were identified as for other plantations

DOWNLAND (HLT 6.1)

The location of downland was indicated by reference to the Hampshire County Council map of Downland
(1991) and by Hampshire County Council ‘ Chalk grassland survey 1980-1982’. Confirmation of downland
extent was checked by examination of the aerial photographs. Areas observed on aerial photographs of
unimproved grassland associated with downland were also recorded as downland.

RIVER VALLEYS (HLT 7.1 - HLT 7.8)

The extent of the valley floor was mapped according to the limits of the flat valley ground either side of
streams or rivers where field boundaries are shown as water-filled ditches on the 1:25,000 maps. It was
usually the case that features such as field boundaries, roads, and tracks defined the valley floor area.
When this was not the case and the limits passed through a field contours were followed. Within the
valley floor areas defined in this way, a variety of specific valley floor or water-associated land uses were
mapped as individual valley types:

HLT 7.1 Miscellaneous Valley Floor. The remaining valley floor landscape, after the recording of the
specific categories below. These enclosures tend to vary considerably in their morphology of field shape
and boundaries. Their form tends to be affected by the existence of a mixture of natural channels, imposed
field patterns, and drainage ditches that may result in selective straightening of sinuous boundaries.

HLT 7.2 Valley Floor Woodland identified in the larger scale valley floors by the appropriate map
symbols.

HLT 7.3 Marsh and Rough Grazing identified in the larger scale valley floors by the appropriate map
symbols.

HLT 7.4 Water Meadows The recording of water meadows was restricted to those consisting of the

most substantial & patterned system of ditches. Areas with sparsely located ditches could sometimes also
be identified as water meadows where the pattern of ditches seemed likely to reflect the presence of former
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water meadow systems, but it is likely that the results may under-represent the full extent of areas of sim-
pler (and possibly older) water meadow systems.

HLT 7.5 Unimproved Grassland. Valley floor areas of SSSI (as indicated by the Hampshire County
Council National Policy Constraints map) which were not marsh or rough grazing were assumed to be
unimproved grassland which may be meadow or pasture

HLT 7.6 Watercress Beds
HLT 7.7 Fishponds, Hatchery Complexes, Natural Ponds & Lakes
HLT 7.8 Watermills. Including mill ponds and leats.

Lakes formed by gravel extraction were mapped separately as features related to extractive industry. The
scale of some of these features (especially watercress beds and mills) was too small for all to be mapped.
Small watercress beds, fishponds and mills without a substantial associated mill pond were generally not
recorded.

SETTLEMENTS (HLT 9.1 - HLT 9.11)

A basic distinction was made between pre- and post-1810 extent of settlement. In effect, this can be seen
as a rough approximation to pre- and post-industrialisation. Deserted settlements were not mapped, large-
ly because of their very small size and lack of impact on the present character of the landscape. Settlements
were also divided between a number of morphological types.

Scattered Settlements (HLT 9.1 & HLT 9.2)

HLT 9.1 Scattered settlements with paddocks pre-1810 Extent;

HLT 9.2 Scattered settlements with paddocks post-1810 Extent

These represent areas with dense dispersed settlement in and amongst very numerous, very small fields
and paddocks. The post 1810 version of this includes areas of “stockbroker belt” detached houses with
large gardens.

Common edge settlements (HLT 9.3 & HLT 9.4)
HLT 9.3 Common Edge Settlement 1810 Extent
HLT 9.4 Common Edge Settlement post-1810 Extent

These were identified where clearly related to extant or former commons. These reflect some of the differ-
ence in settlement morphology between areas dominated by heathland and woods and more open farming
countryside.

Pre 1810 Settlements (HLT 9.7 & HLT 9.9)
HLT 9.7 Village/hamlet 1810 Extent
HLT 9.9 Town & City 1810 Extent

Post 1810 Settlements (HLT 9.6)
This type included the exansion of villages, hamlets and towns

Caravan sites (HLT 9.11)

Caravan sites were recorded as a settlement type when they were of a substantial permanent nature, and
included surfaced roads & static caravans. Camping sites were not included when they were annotated by a
tent symbol alone and did not consist of a network of roads.
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PARKLAND & DESIGNED LANDSCAPE (HLT 10.1 - HLT 10.3)

The basis for identifying areas of parkland was the Hampshire County Council map of ‘Designed Historic
Landscape’ which includes deer parks and landscape parks. Confirmation was achieved by reference to
Hampshire Countryside Heritage 5 - Historic Parks & Gardens Appendices I and II, which list historic
deer parks and designed parks and gardens in Hampshire and/or by reference to OS 1:25000 and 1:50,000
maps. Parkland extent was also checked by examination of Hampshire County Council vertical aerial pho-
tographs. If parkland indicated by the Hampshire County Council map of ‘Designed Historic Landscape’
was seen subsequently to be no longer of a ‘designed’ nature and obscured by more recent development

or land uses it was not recorded as parkland. Woods and valley floor areas situated within parkland areas
were mapped as parkland rather than as the relevant woodland or valley floor types.

HLT 10.1 Pre-1810 parkland. Parkland depicted on the OS 1st edition 1” maps.

HLT 10.2 Post-1810 parkland. Parkland not depicted on the OS 1st edition 1” maps. Includes a few
areas of estate-type landscape where a particularly strong element of design is evident in copse plantations,
shelter belts etc.

HLT 10.3 Deer parks. These were often known from boundary features only and have lost their
parkland character, in which case they have been mapped as whatever type reflects their current nature.
The original distribution of deer parks may be established by cross-reference to the Sites and Monuments
Record. Whether individual cases have survived as parks will have depended as much as anything on the
vagaries of fortune of individual families and their estates, which may have been affected by political and
economic vicissitudes with little or no connection to the local landscape.

RECREATION (HLT 11.1 - HLT 11.3)

Recreation features were mapped directly off the OS 1:25000 maps.

HLT 11.1 Racecourses There are hardly any Racecourses (HLT 11.1) as such in Hampshire,
but this type includes gallops and associated stables etc.

HLT 11.2 Golf Courses. The extent of golf courses (HLT 11.2) was confirmed by examination
of aerial photographs

HLT 11.3 Sports Fields. The mapping of sports fields & complexes was restricted to those of a
larger size. Smaller sports fields/areas associated with schools were not recorded.

EXTRACTIVE AND OTHER INDUSTRY (HLT 12.1-HLT12.5)

HLT 12.1 Chalk Quarries Identified & mapped directly from OS 1:25000 maps.

HLT 12.2 Gravel Pits Identified & mapped directly from OS 1:25000 maps.

HLT 12.3 Factories

HLT 12.4 Large Scale Industry Distinguished from smaller industrial complexes & factories by being
named on OS 1:25000 maps as oil refineries, power stations etc., and by their large scale.

HLT 12.5 Water Treatment

Active & disused quarries were mapped which included those now flooded and those used as refuse sites.
While these are visually very different, they represent landscape features that are distinctive of the after-use
of quarries. Current workings were not distinguished separately on the basis that these are transitory
phases of quarry landscapes. Industrial complexes & factories situated within urban areas were recorded
as general post-1810 development.

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES (HLT 13.1, HLT 13.3, HLT 13.4)
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HLT 13.1 Stations & Sidings Identified and mapped directly off the OS 1:25000 maps.

HLT 13.3 Airfields. Identified from the 1:25,000 maps and checked by examination of aerial photo-
graphs, and were mapped to include associated buildings. Disused airfields were included if they were still
evident as former airfields from relict runways etc. influencing the field pattern. Military based airfields
were recorded as 20th century defence sites (see below).

HLT 13.4 Motorway Services. Identified and mapped directly oft the OS 1:25000 maps

MILITARY AND DEFENCE (HLT 14.1- HLT 14.5)

HLT 14.1 Prehistoric & Roman

HLT 14.2 Medieval

HLT 14.3 Post Medieval 1500-1830

HLT 14.4 19th century 1830-1914

HLT 14.5 20th century 1914-

Military and defence-related areas were mapped according to whether they are sufficiently large and
distinctive to make, or to have left a distinct impact on the landscape. This therefore includes prominent
disused prehistoric hillforts as much as disused military airfields where they have clearly influenced the
landscape, but does not include either if they have been obliterated with no clearly visible relict charac-
ter. Very small features, such as pillboxes have not been mapped, even where forming parts of large scale
defence systems. The grouping of defence sites by date has been based on information from the Hampshire
County Council Sites and Monuments Record.
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Filgure 21 Time Depih Analysis: Fre-1600

1. Crawley, Wonston, Hunton, and Hchen downs
2. Hursley scarplands

3. Chilcomb and Easton downs

4. Cranberry woodlands and Colden Commen

t. Abbotstone, Bighton, and Tichbourne downs

6. Bramdean woodlands

7. Beauworth and Kilmeston

8. Hambledon and Chidden downlands

9. S5wanmore, Droxford, Soberton and Denmead forest fringe
10. The forest of Bere and Waltham Chase

11. Southwick and Boarhunt forest fringe

12. Portsdownhill

13. Curdridge, Shedfield, and Wickham woodlands

14. Urban fringe

15. The kchen, Meon and Dever river valleys
16. Longweood Warren and Cheesefoot Head
17. Twyford, Owslebury and Upham

18. Dur Wood and Beacon Hill

19. Curdridge, Durley and Shedfield
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Figure 22 Time Deph Amalysis: 1600 - 19th Cemtury

1. Crawley, Wonston, Hunton, and lchen downs
2. Hursley scarplands

3. Chilcomb and Easton downs

4. Cranberry woodlands and Colden Common

5. Abbotstone, Bighton, and Tichbourne downs
6. Bramdean woodlands

7. Beauworth and Kilmeston

8. Hambledon and Chidden downlands

9. Swanmore, Droxford, Soberton and Denmead forest fringe
10. The forest of Bere and Waltham Chase

11. Southwick and Boarhunt forest fringe

12. Portsdownbhill

13. Curdridge, S5hedfield, and Wickham woodlands

14. Urban fringe

15. The Hchen, Meon and Dever river valleys
16. Longwood Warren and Cheesefoot Head
17. Twyford, Owslebury and Upham

18. Dur Wood and Beacon Hill

18. Curdridge, Durley and Shedfield
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Figure 23 Time Depth Analysis: 49th Century Landscape Changes

1. Crawley, Wonston, Hunton, and ltchen downs
2. Hursley scarplands

3. Chilcomb and Easton downs

4. Cranberry woodlands and Colden Common

{

5. Abbotstone, Bighton, and Tichbourne downs

6. Bramdean woodlands

7. Beauworth and Kilmeston

8. Hambleden and Chidden downlands

9. Swanmore, Droxford, Soberton and Denmead forest fringe
10. The forest of Bere and Waltham Chase

11. Southwick and Boarhunt forest fringe

12. Portsdownhill

13. Curdridge, Shedfield, and Wickham woodlands

14. Urban fringe

15. The ltchen, Meon and Dever river valleys
16. Longweod Warren and Cheesefoot Head
17. Twyford, Owslebury and Upham

18. Dur Wood and Beacon Hill

19. Curdridge, Durley and Shedfield
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Figure 24 Time Depth Analysis: { 0th Century and Later

1. Crawley, Wonston, Hunten, and ltchen downs
2. Hursley scarplands

3. Chilcomb and Easton downs

4. Cranberry woodlands and Colden Common

5. Abbotstone, Bighton, and Tichbourne downs
6. Bramdean woodlands

7. Beauworth and Kilmeston

8. Hambleden and Chidden downlands

9. Swanmore, Droxford, Soberton and Denmead forest fringe
10. The forest of Bere and Waltham Chase

11. Southwick and Boarhunt forest fringe

12. Portsdownhill

13. Curdridge, Shedfield, and Wickham woodlands

14. Urban fringe

15. The ltchen, Meon and Dever river valleys
16. Lengweod Warren and Cheesefoot Head
17. Twyford, Owslebury and Upham

18. Dur Weod and Beacon Hill

19. Curdridge, Durley and Shedfield

The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 3: Historic Landscape Character Assessment 72
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



The terra firma Consultancy Ltd.
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



ultancy Ltd.

ultancy.com

The terra firma Cons

www.terrafirmacons



The terra firma Consultancy Ltd.
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



Landscape Character Assessment Revision P05

The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 3: Historic Landscape Character Assessment 76
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



The terra firma Consultancy Ltd.
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



The terra firma Consultancy Ltd.
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



The terra firma Consultancy Ltd.

www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



The terra firma Consultancy Ltd.

www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



The terra firma Consultancy Ltd.
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



Landscape Character Assessment Revision P05
Appendix 4: Ecological Assessment
The terra firma Consultancy Ltd. Appendix 4: Ecological Assessment 82

www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com



puempoayy, aaddo) ] HLUmD{]
[H95, &AKRIHNOS PUT puUNH 2EG07) IDJHY JPODKN, LIDUKNY “PODAN, <L TKNEEE) SUAD(] o]
Hang pusps; Burapag RIS LS NS | anpdwsy LN 19
[Ty HLURDY|

]

auoy | angdumy | Ay ¢

"Tad) fwmnn Ba) ]

LLUTE| PKMMAINRIL) “PODAN SRR, SN LMD - o]
XK GRS [ EKKMUA TS TPOCA, 1) “TedD) Al BPOOsy
EIDRND 2 950D ELD{MIIC EPOCAL, YN PODMLE DN

aMe E/MEFERKILL

POOAN, OERE] swwn] | oy

1555 | angsduwmy Z

W D pagieng (sauaeTy) | sa)

PO 3R] ASENH _uﬁuuun_! ‘aedany BN (1ed) poagy
PR duny "osdan) pELIn uﬁuﬁ!&nﬂgﬂﬂn Sumn(] | spumdang
NIS ‘L

IS PR RETEY | SN




‘poosy abedumH S “poogs, abmiueg ) 10

H-EE:!:EEF
rasdal) SPME "aedo]) a3 (mppEaH Basy — O Anmpey|
‘pooxs DimAe ] apn puE poajs DLIAEH {4 JOH LD 10U POOAR
FNUEP "poasy, iaddn "aedo]) auag ped) poogA Uk RIS
Poojs BojA 'Fedon) usal] U U] 2eda]) LMoo “asdig)
Iy SaedoD LoOay] SFRiDs ST §RAD Jaedal) Aogs
‘Bpoap, LEpuUmR (oxdo]) ye] 580D WANDDH 250oD e
u@mfiuuaaac ‘poogy fapny Do sppou ) {peed) Koo o)
DN

wuau!unﬂauz i.uu...iﬁ.;ﬂ%ui!..ﬁ.&
Eﬂ:ﬁnﬁﬂggg ‘aedan) aansbuwny|
7 POOAK AP | 'INAD] SUTEOGY {UMO]] HHEKIKNY) POGAK
doays ‘azda]) prmzpos) i) exeinD Uiy U H!:h:m

=HHN |

andar) AUEAFT ‘POORM 1UNG
ONIS

"pon 2B5407) [POOAR JAUGNS; ‘PO,

uaa)| ‘aedan DEIDSERY SasdaD) U] (I [PODN, SAIPELNN
‘pooys A30| w2800 1] pUB AS1EPOLT SASPRIIN

‘U] 3411 poop AspEpor] ‘aeda] popo) SR 5000
‘59407 1D DD "%dng B, o poosy 2Ba400 Poasy ey
ONIS




AEmnynoulny ‘PDDAA K] HEEEE}HEE ig
& | ko) LMNDDIS (POOAK, SIS [PODN, ASiMEH|S B
UM pooyy, Aoperoys o osdo]) oseba]  “aedoD BURTEN
BN pUEpoom shddoD) (LI T T g T = T ‘pedaon) apauanoy sadd 128000 SpuURNE) S0 NS

:-..iﬂuﬁ_muiﬁnﬂ._uu MDY BUBS(]
puUEEERIE ENOGmYET) ‘mnpRap 2ErKH By ‘EmMDpEsyy I o] Sedary S
USRI P ES Sxedng spaddeyny Loy, uaay) — 3 ARaEEy| paErEy] ONIS

“Fadoyy fipan "axdog

Poopa aoaey o SFedos ypduiing | f oy uaasag
‘(] S puagdoys JaH BEEH R LU 5 RAa(] AT
BUD ‘aedar) SR IND{] JRtDD) KRG TRKNA KRS
JaEm uado Buspuss Tism O uo i) poogyy YBH Jpoojs s Tpoosy upuan

pspocs
[ZBH- Sy 1pu seads | jmimpm-iuas paswy | {1ed peurs Aas) B Sasapuan po Sued) poops aped 1sss
pud)

Aaxdo]) =pmobieg] poop MERAL] ] ‘asdar) tiadhay
PO sy Dedon) SRNTE]] AR EUHE] A Sl
LI LT T 5 = T _uﬂﬁ__u!.ui.....__m-._ﬁn&.___-ﬁ u&ﬂvﬁnn-uﬂuun!

uo qEuEd §asaq B e £ @minTy LRIOH Enﬂﬁ&ﬂﬁ&ﬁhsoﬂnﬁ
IOy puBpoom axddog | & poo, waog Aapes) W ‘aeda]) BH qDIReD FRde) sraes imd) poasy
niﬂ.n_hn:uﬁz!iﬁnﬂuﬂizunﬂinmu:m

marna e —— ———— s e e ——— el . e — ————aTe e

ERHj (RGN Lo RiBfanic SikFoi-NE, ] r By &v’lﬂﬂiﬁ.—lﬂ.lﬂ.— is==

!5
3



BN puURpoDm Taddon) 1=

BECaT) OKWOEKLK] ..—u!_n.ﬂu_._ 1 Jou) rIH uun;uuu_‘h.unnuﬂ

BN puURpoDm TaHddo) 1=

LRI STLNY

CENT T T Ty




EIMMHLUSE LRy
TeTa b JUIET Lo
sl arRas DoEn ey fizaas] vousunny pouncHEc mueseel nmnc
-l ‘anbual-e opmy | posresRl T PURAT A PRARNES PRI LT (2L SEAeag LN
‘pian) pabums-1eann) Maupas Sedos 25U sopeagy YD Bpugninty NS ai
bupru SN pusEsmIb 4
pusEErIb pIau 1Py EARSU paanENLn MOPESW IR WERIEAL ISSS | 1ERaD yinDg
pueEsah pasoithuun aun
Emgnouiny P
JERGD DS,
IR
LIARCMIY LMY _!E!...._.H__.ﬂu.._tm IDpE3N [ NI uLs | 38007 15304 S0 U NS | Susa yinos
ampedusey 1} weaous)
§ Eanaads Ay J0 sy Ky S PR | WAy [y




SN |
aunmouey | | EpUEIEEDE
pUBE P

LEMLLIKET) USRS SINES | BRI YHS
E{RIHEAD
1T T2 1T W

PUpNES
ZZ
LT L
EROD IS | SOUEEAD]
a1 o
{ULIOU]) SPUSREY / RS LKA CIKHULID) IWEREPIN, “OINIS | SLUMK] YOG | ey Rl |
wany
BIYE PHIHOL] | Bany RIMEN | RpeEm)

HOLLVINY Id ONVTHIVEH ‘ONVIHLYEH -adA) adeaapuae)



g i asdag) S56H) POoN PRURILS FIOOMA $D0IH I ONIS

BN puURpoDm TaHddo) 1=

1
; OOH Ua ol U Bfinag) BBy pue aakioD LBg-ONIS

EIHEAD
Uiy |
PUB lEL PPUDHE
JERGTY oG =4
EIBEADL
aULELeg |
PUB IEL] | S{NEFEKKMA
EKN] pURpOOm SHdda]) | RN LTS LAY IERaD oS, | ASERMA LT
aunrhuey |
puE ey | A{EA LDOW
LiARCMIY SILKMY JERG) YOS JaMT] DL
EUIHEAD
LRy |
PUE e
ERGT) S BUBEAD
a2Kg jo
LiACMIY SILKMHY LAKNDY Sy B LIS, e B4 )
ampedusey 1} waous)
EEIMEIGT) | INMEAISEIGT) ANIEY wang
§ xaeais Aoy 0 sy Ly EI|IE LR | Wany UMy | 1R}




[ abpag vay suoqagaH EQnau pasuiun J SUREY {\IESH LDIEAA MOR \RERN] ) %)
ey Oispryow AEmnynoulny A3 pooya sy “aedon) S 1R Sosdn]) SSnpappo.
‘Aurunnnd uy cbpac "oy nplopysy “auiony sunume) Srenddey asdon
oo | e e Jaednny punaesy A i sennaxding ‘aopeogy ey
[rapeu-auge pany | Soedon pragmea endian) aenageon) aedan ooy {18 O0H
BT UE "PocilLEaNs) LD JoU) DY (AU 2ol inD smsAian awndda) Joop “awdo) B
E (] SpREK Ay 19prY OYRNRIC) JEI0KKHI]) 1N T QD 5D AENPAO J2EG607) amyECiLEH
UM IS UR Oy Sedo’ 5 .aHNUE-] 3e000) SN EN ADPRSN UEDEHAR pUE LEBL]
A ‘pusxdie Bog L= NE8f Eupi_gﬁfgiss.ﬁ!uzm 1B8a0) pnog E[BEAD|
DupMoW BN aing
bon pus purReRS oy Boq ; pusEenb povy SADPEDN IIASH NOOH UEENN YEaH 2l |55 | Susn] NS | 0 mamd gl

mmmrewih “f1mp ) un N ardesy SRIEAIEDE ] DITEC] IO DL O T

| e Lainiesie L | .r._.i.-..- [ Mo 1T e T

EOnoU pasoiaun EEEI._E.H._ IaLE Ny gﬂﬂ_ ETITEPRD |

Ampmgnaulny | Buo [ued) amoduoe] aedo) Epus RO R A SRR 3 ampedum)
aeda?) BUSIALNS "Jampe | mopreayy buo e OOH uo o) puR LEELA
[ | moy spumEpPRg Beda’ sy Jaape] pEdd NS DeoD e | 1BE0) NG
¥l (BASpaIL el peREy peaN ADPUPLIKT, [ ¥IOPPE] & oy (mope-a ETHKHA
Bupmou) pusaos E:E_Eln_uanizh&:aﬂuuz_ﬁﬁ&u&uu o] Anquern
BN PUBROOM Thddo]) [ R UL LR I Doy 50D Ead Aiad {usd] poog peydioy -0 amEdiuEH -
[T _!__IE_ suma(] | spumdenc
BN PUBROOM Thddo) [RIMAHLLDE LRy | pooah PRy oedany asnibenimds ‘aedo]) poomyeD) SONIS || ampEdus Aoping
ampeduey I} WOy
EANMIRIECY
;=
|

INANSSASSY HA ITARYHD VSN 1 -1 STHONIM




"SRG L0 SRR JRE| RN 2o pUR
‘puaezmib iz g G “EUrE) RG] KL MEEKK LPE

EAnaU pastiuun Sl FEASS P SUNT PAsSHELLS
AEmynoulny DUEFIPUE "BHELNLELKTS PUSODRA 2RI DN IS

“FRinT) ] ACETROYY LU | REITEERSN ST

1 puR SpOEae ooy HDILSRIERY ADY XKDIUSERINE N
ymay Eiﬂuﬁﬁﬁggi-uﬂ
Eii‘u!‘-igd H.ILI-._.F-

R LT _.Eﬂ_—m Huﬁ:ﬂﬂhh_ﬂ_r“_ RO AEAR KAPUA

'BRIPNY WEELHOOH POOAA ESAMES, STHddaC) IOUAR ] SDpEaN

"FEE] WA, L3aL) '3king Ja0pg HSnogdu) “Fednn) 1ABaK)

PaEnu-Aapar) Biepryou LSy SAD L Ed POON, 328 SEing SUIARN, ‘PooN 5551 SSROpISY

‘EMHEUNLELKTY puRESRID PUE PLFEKKIN FUNMT] X © SAMOPEOIN NPT X 5 -asdan) B Joumn)
[LITE TR TR T B aumsad W el uinnn H ‘e | EEEEEEIH_
Eggglﬁml H 'PH EEBPURLIINY

TEANTR] ALIAADy 1] JaEa uado upuns IO A0S SRDEEN HEA payoos]) Jasdog)

SMELEMDS) 'PUD Doy, Saiddan) sabus,] ‘peid anddo)

= s o e s e —— . . Bl s e m—— e s ———— e

FERIHE ) (RiF (= = e PaRG SooREDTY [FRATS P S s SeaaaEn




"oy umbad medogy (P esdog)

[BysTRER] PO ¥og EE JOH U U} 2sda]) mon oedng
OO "3%0a]) SPURNETH ‘S0 SUmMUbINg | pUE AR LB
IxuD) S0 PUR 00W] DY IS M1 AR [ of pe
ML POUCNIRYY DD S “SAADPEDIN M AUE D00 P
Fosdo]) LDRINT) E W PUR 2IRY LD A Aoy (1]
AMR PEOKKLLTY T SJDLIR | TTKIOM SEKIH TKKMA JIKEHRH
Dy FIUDUGH AR JDDLEMEKET) [POOAR, UBIH pRULappg
(spund) DEDD SEEMA TPOapa, UBIH pRysusEl ‘osdol) Ano Jaedn])
Jama uado uspuns 0] Ty D) e g aedon o (asdo]) Aus | Jaedng
PXNES 2Dy Uy 3P0 (3o PEIUNL ] U LD
IO Saecdnny aam Dipue] “sppeay asdal) pRUsEES "aedn)
LI TS TS o3 T =i ndwss oD 5 umuiiury ‘aedal) BDns (oednD EpUBRERD])
SADPECWY LR | Sy LmDpEa SR DOUNPEE] NS
puepEesD pe pue {1med |pELLE] EpOaN, pusE AEMET Syqum saddn

T — TR =T T 4] o T b R — 0o T TR —y Trwrwrrss Sy -§ceres
AR praraamm L | SR BRI GO Y e D B L] PRORR e -1

AEmqnoutiy “{pma) s o) sdoue {181 D0H
U0 U} ¢ puBEERID puoe B e ) iguy (3sdogd IpKpag poass
ATy 1SP0Y | SLOARY J POGAR IFER(] [ SECGCRT) SHIRDLT "I PODRELSMER DNIS

L {pm=ay
i wouy | wymed gmus) sosdar) souRng puB ERaEAT poas ASEDd ISSS

Iy
L

1

tE
:
|HE§

le



=puaie ] 2edoly Aga_| unoy oS §ng
Eonods HqEon purpoos | | Evoap edony Aens Jasdo]) ETME) aopeoyy usidn sasn
EIN LTS LAY ‘asdar) eouEny sdoaq] §asdoD sdaaq [(ped) aedosy s
SULKKSEH ‘oxda]) SeennD {1md] asday 3 ‘PO, PUD] SE5LEL]
UEMN ‘Epina] | pueEeass pasoidiaun LousunTy LoD MopEal PEDH WY T2sdn)) BpOpRg T
UM "2bpac; yoseEn AEmqnoulny | POGRA LIOUILEYTY LEEHY) "SYKORILE SMnpg ‘aedal) smpie ]
FRETIT) SN Eoaade -oedo]) weydn {immd) asdal) peubuess '2edany g Lapng EQIUERD |
ATy] EIURNILR ISR ImDIDpNY | POMUERIT AKIERLNL] B4 F aeioD sEmd {0 Y V) smopean amEdiLEH
PUE IDE I Buscmper SyE] Py 158do]) LN SAMOPEDYY UL | HDDILDY RS, NS pum LEBL| puBpRTY
uarpban dummss 1= UMEAL 3Ol "Soo || (1SS | e gnos | Lapng B
‘puaEsEIb
REOnou pasokueun
AEngnaulny "poogh An(] ‘arrenpi] dan mopea SQUEPRD |
PUNDOIEH ‘BXRUUTMS “TAMMIDW (TR M3f] ADREDEY FIMEIT] amEdiUe]] | SPLSE RS
pumgaae | {1aed) sog| panDo]) (| ADpEa N aedan) mmd I Y £ smopean pum LEBL| PRUpHE
RIMmHLSE ey | aedony s Ssopeoy Buon oxdon) suak] Jumed) asdony i || Eee) nos A
DN P Es
WFDapooy, ‘Eimpyiy
= LINIIT a]
LR PO 1200y {panunguan)
SPUETTCCNA
(lmapu [enddan) punoy Saddan) s °C - | ssopeog sl Ao L




bukino Susunsg) "SI YRESE Eal] (pmun
" FUBILEE) RSN O FMOEUE SR | LAY ] DRI pus g7y sxdon
ONIS

umpy sube pEy Sqery sdeay pods BRapEUHN 1S5S

HLURDY]

]

L

JaMDiHPE paERE] “Bugny Appoasebory Janc) ADN, Seof] ALass

‘BNaEpIS MR ‘puspoas ‘sdofeD) 3| | ‘puuan | ArEgEy Ry SEEN, “asdan) Aoprmen BLADI]

Joainig NN [RFTE-ILAS NS LKRELKIAN, S
T o]

N [ENTEHILSS Bein] awdum| pus aedory Aeng ‘sedo])

Bury Saeilio]y LrRp M Sein saampdont] ‘axdar) Oy, HLADI]

By PRBPoOM THddaD) b pEy Siqeny DNIS AaymEry ¢ |

SO

JoEmic

LIARCMIY LN LIARCNY S SUDN s
subs pey aqRny

. = pucinns

LAMMIY ALY | PURERRID ENOQmE?) e U] oy fape AopEing "L
ldvH
ampedusey 1} ooy

BOEIMEUGT) | LNMPEA BSRINGT) NERE] wany

saoads Aoy 10 sy Ay BB P SapMemnr) |

o E |




puaEsRID EPLEART
mErey paanaliaun "1 20H uo jau) asddog anEdur |

ALENH ) Fermuguoabl] 7 D) MOpEag UIBepKioH J1id W) pua LT

uaouy auoy | | pueEemib EnoaeaEy) | pus Aoge R SRaN 1K JPWUENDC EUIE NERA PEoMD ONIS || oD ynos
U

By puEpooms hddo) LT T T T = aedany exappag Fedon) syos] aeden) weqdaou NS || s unog
[N

BH] PUBPOOM THddag) | I FLHLLE LRy POGA AR “ONES | SIMAD(] LGS

JHANSS IS5V HA 1 WHVHD AdvOSTINY 1 LS

U e} poapy,
BXM puBpoDm Txddon MEUHLUTE LNy LMADPEISIAR] ST LAy KNS ENNIN LDESMUN TIN] SMAD(] LINOS,
‘SRFKE) B0
Aappot| ‘ualmgs, pooabiua el U0 ou) Bupny quaIg)
PRIBEXKIAA T=RoANy SaeinDy Aopeey | 'EMOPEDN] HHOAWISEAA Pl |
BN puBpoos shdda]) || pusrssib noamyE) (e |ps) BH SAMENEED 1S (SSS | EHMAD] oS
SUMD(]
LIARCMIY SILKY sbeu pEy ey DN Sap=duIng
_ r—
LARCMIY SILKY wabmnu pEy yqRNYy DN T T T
SUMD(]
LIARCMIY SILKY b pely opqeny DN Sap=duIng
SAMAD(]
LIARTMIY SILKY ﬂ.-.ml.:-.ﬂmui_ﬂ_ﬂ THIDN SapEduIng

Aty B B L,



By PUBPoOm THdda)) | IS LRy ugigugﬁﬂniugi uulm anEduiry

waouy auoy | Eymd pagulisa

g = R ey b — it b} i |

LIARCHIY SILKY =M papulEsapin

Dy
E

waouy auoy | Eymd pagpuiERapn auny | anpdury
Dy

umouy auay | Eymy paypufisapun

waauy avoy | — () peped puspeon AR Aoy ONIS | | angduey

BOEIMEUGT) | LNMPEA BSRINGT) NERE]
j saaads Ay 10 sy Ay BIE BEEOL] | B3N REEY




W] AT o]
PUE Y22 200MRIG "PODAN HE] SAT] T Wip () PoOAA 18] TSMPAA
BIO| puBpoom axddo] | L pusponm uEsuy ziwng ynos | s 6L
EPUEPT |
angduin
PLE L

BN PURpoDm TaHdoo) 1=

e Anquery m (pad) ssxdusy o) SpURHOW B

FHO0 Lnas

SN anEduiry

Kadure yoomg

PRSI T | Lo EPUEIANT |
HmxEi] AUEms anmduing |
SH0A RAA 1310 NN ERY OU OiIre pLME U
unEpias ol RO LNaS
B NUELE] | ApamEpE W] 2BpUCUmL] UE DRG] SO [LOM | "I (s Aogmp,
qEnbe papHELap | YR 'SRULELS PSEKR 10 2abpa oo BuapE LN 1S5S USRS A B4 X0 SR LAY LEE
KXY EEAR 1D - AIZ0N 1585 angEduiry | 3 [l |
JR,| SXTIPOOAN
I POOMK]
:mymd papuiEsapan HMALY] oS
HKKNA
pueEeah pasothuun SHMD{] | USSR
LLAMCMIY SILIOY AEmnynoulny - | 10 JOUI) MDD IKNME]IEL] SLAMPOT) “OINIS angduin LL
JE LEREL Ny HNY] EEMNNA
LIARCMLY LN symd papulEEapan MDY angdwry | vopgbeg pL
{panuguan)
A=gEp,
L e 1 | Lt it |




EPLITIAT
| anEdury
EIDRD07 FMEN pue | Epumimn
BN PUBROOm Thddo]) L PLE|POGER LR aedal punad J pOoys, EXY SONIS | EEoo ynos | apng EZ
aEd ye
et papEubRaIp- 1K)
pueEsah pasnukiuun
AEmnynoulny
Efj.jﬂﬂ..ﬂﬂnlfjl:unllﬂln.lu-ni Euﬁf‘ihﬁ %{u
JaEm uado Buspuss 2oy ‘anpiag uapl ] pawioy "asdor) peoy LETRDD) “aedn)
ada pan 'aedos poyonr) ‘qeubey o ‘aedon) smEubey Aogwp,
UETEIC DN Jawiiny (L]
BN PUBROOM Thddo) LT T T T = Xum | Aoy ul {ped pus) e 5o JONIS | S0 4noS | o 07
EPLITIAT
ansduin
puE L |
] FEOOUNOS | HRUBEAD
PUB 3ENH RO a1 o
LIARCHIY LK ‘npmd papuiEsaMIn auny | o uynos | =y Rl
HLURDY]
afipay Ang LIP3 LY |
uaouy auoy | 3md pamEubnap-uon auDy | =D Lgnos Il
FEA uad( Buspunc Aagep,
L
LIARCHIY SILKHY Ltk L] { ] LT pUE KLU MEAL LN LD SR NS | s unos | saddn o) |




BN puURpoDm Taddon)

Kapnn

AT T T )




5] [ MDpEaN
‘s jpueEsEIb B NS UALSY UM KNSR 'LUDEED] mopeap AR

ISNEMU Ry
‘DIOA KRR WS EynoU paanaiiun PHD S| ‘AUE] LD DS LEUT| CASgR A, SUKIEIDOTY
UETY 'EEn0 Kt DRDT MOPEOW ISR, TI01S USUP]| ‘ueRs NG 5 oo
J0ON] FEMENE i P2 | EmOpeogy 0 DA IS SUDTRDOY AOpEoy Ao, SaIe)
PRRET-ALUA Eaion | qpeayiLRRG e | NS
qEnbe paEHEBLaPR .
DDA I EXIRAR, R L) UM B I555 2 Oy5a
{ vy &
LN STLEC] PUNSLL M) SR
U ZACHIND LD
Jay Gubam) EUTEsD

HEq dvd Spu

NI uDps aimend bucmicy)
"IN KRRAA L BINI0)
o | LY jpusERRiD
ey by A EAnSU paanEluf
yoox] ‘pEayErg
i Tty T o '
LY SiTMQUTEsR | qpocu LG I | AOpEDY DL PO
SENgDIU QTR
‘abmaquiaess Aia N J1an1 | E= 1A (555
ampedusey 1} weaous)
= LT T ey ] 1NN A N0 T) ANEEE
§ satois Aoy 10 sy Ky BIE PR,




FOOHEW U | ape sumng
UMDY SN ID SRULEID SSSUDU OM] SO0 RS ONIS | angsduey
an

b




muaducy ayding Gupryw
FLITIEL] YR 1AL paquaTy
PUERIOOM 1PR
A1) smAag LREN es EpUET|
PRAA DU PAAESH WS {1} axdon) pEoUNEE] PUR [PUIDAI] SONES | ansduiey
G SRS TTT TS OO PUE L
pUBpOMR FRING | [EImEm-LLaE uEsuy =poow pus A agusy Bddn Isgs | weeo ynas
[T
[T LTS N TMOPESW SEAN RBAGGUE | ‘BRopeaN
B [EN Uopanes (ABwgR 0 Ay ¥ J) 380D ang ‘smopeay
piremReais pasniiun | g BopUes 'EMOTBaYY Kara abeIy oy sBEung 'asdog g T
AEmynoutny abmuny| ‘poaps, SOMEH US| poosTsny (ynoe 3 ypou | ansduimy

"EIDO) WD) IS 3 PUE ARMPEI POESID SaMEN] pLE LT
LK Janny MDPEI MDY IDS WEPEIAE 1d) uDap Ay NS || EoeD ynoes

puaesmib
RINOU PsniiLEun
AEngnoulny
[HETEKK “Fi MDPBAN RIPERN] S0 X CE( S0) MDIEy SRR EPLITANT
(RIS LR | ol [DECL S0) MDPESN BIEDEAD Ipnos (ICC L S0) Aopean anEdwEy HRIEERD ]
DpopsT] D) JEmy] DPORAT] SADPEIN £ JBETY Snopean PLME L =R JD
Jaan] U BUmET AN MISISPEN SADPEIN LR HEE]) 3N WeH ONIS TR UNOS | =i "BL
Aagmp,
LHOoRY
AT EY Y {1ed) UDap Jaan] NS | e oS | sxddn oL
poeuinig
'ENONTEDS 1 BKa
{pamunuan)
“raduipues; Aagep,
L= ..u.nlﬂ_.lm LELY
e e e a2 L] iERF | kL

b




-abum ENREU 2 AT S0 LR SEB) |1 S8 FRIR DU 0] 2RI 0 Sue 2m sipd

U PAJTRIID SHINJEL | RO0] KU [BLDTEY IPIA (NG B35y SRR SORTEpUeT] Ul LI Imaa Juasaxd 8 X ABU PIER SRR IDpUs ioads
iol R R PSE BAR
pueEeals pasnkiuun
AEngnaulny LN, EPUFIAT|
DR "] Sdd)y SauE] P BUsE AN, "SR] 3 LD ADpEaN anEduir
TR ATy JOO(E) I7§ | AOpERy LR | Joamn ey bnoy) Layng puE L] | SpumARy
LiAMCHIY LK e i o el "2y ARAgEy E000) AMUNTL] 3Rd0T) PRUDIEM CONKS || RO unos | Lapng i
=T
A0y pUE SEINP TP
pad dng: L S3Erpo
LR SOTHEILL
'SR DLEEN
"EISIQIEAN
abpas pua pazy
Tamdoup {panunuan]
RN PFL-ipo] FNEEKKNA
fapaym
S, R ‘L




& AR LTy e
bau| ‘sxdininge yEypen | pumgpooe | TR 00 ua K] I DEUDSEYSOY {IAM] TSSO TPOe] LA
PIEIERY] ‘PR LE N IR pEany | pUe poogA qUKEHEED R UooEa] tuay] B SusEpbey NS
Wil =g =T E= TTHTT T 4]

puspemiE ymp o | | puemesib snoamomn Tizow) pH SAREYED 15 'PEH PRSI (|555

(o] B3 ) 250073 105 DESLEALEE BAT
DN

d 1
SDGURD FD LK O “IMAD{] S|
Homday] EmeEs BN [EETEHLSS URY {SAERS| R HEARRUGT) ALOH B o) B sl
E.u.h.ﬁﬂ%._. _ I sppas) uey f pH Sadanr lumogy Asger
EERG a0EE | |  PUBERRID EN0QEET) NS
ampedusey 1} ooy




U] AR RN 211

b “Ima(] ERAEYE “LADT] UGS JEH uap Do Timeanapy )

o 1]
| &= ]

=Jnl

(1md) pooga 29D, | B EDTESE JEH SEMPURA MO
5SS

ST SEoUS § INDPAIIEG] Lunal] SiEe) suandays NS

f1md) poony, weag AsqEo
1585




Beech, Ash and Wych-

&im.

wondkand
Calkcareous grassiand

1 i Horwwos—- Hosminlodron | Arveird ooers ool S warnd boned writiy

1}, Gaidemits Planiaion (ot an | woodtand

freoril-

wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww



Landscape Character Assessment

Revision P05

The terra firma Consultancy Ltd.
www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com

Appendix 4: Ecological Assessment
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