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e Expert Judgement
* Overlay Maps (Constraints mapping)

 Landuse partitioning analysis - identifies fragmenta tion
through linear development

« GIS

 Network/Causal Chain analysis
 Modelling/Forecasting

e Scenario/Sensitivity Analysis

e Cost Benefit Analysis

e Multi Criteria Analysis

« Life Cycle Analysis

Carrying capacity/ecological foot printing
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Increased likelihood of internationally
important biodiversity sites being
avoided through the siting process.

A 4

Potential for continued access and

\ 4

Minimisation
of Impact on
Internationally
Designated
Sites

Potential for direct and indirect
effects on landscapes to be
minimised.

enjoyment of potentially important
recreational/amenity areas

Potential for indirect and in
combination effects to be minimised
on internationally designated
biodiversity resources.

The criterion could indirectly protect
greenfield areas from being used as
sites.
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Potential to reduce direct (e.g. loss)
and indirect impacts (e.g. alterations
to setting) upon cultural heritage

resources through the siting process.
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3. To maintain and improve access for all.

Performance [ 1 | L [ ] | 1] [ ] | [ ] L [ ]

Commentary

4. Reduce the causes of deprivation.

Performan:e [ 1 [ | [ [ ] [ ] 1] [ [ ]
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