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Introduction
1. The Rother District Council Core Strategy confirmed through its rural strategy policy, RA1
that Crowhurst should seek to deliver 20 dwellings over the period up to 2028. Rather than
allocate these dwellings in the second part of its Development and Site Allocation Document,
it confirmed Crowhurst Parish Council could deliver these dwellings through its
Neighbourhood Plan.

2. In the early stages of the Neighbourhood Plan preparation, Rother District Council confirmed
that a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) would be required to assess the impacts
of the plan. The District Council also confirmed the scoping exercise undertaken in respect
of its DASA plan would apply to the Neighbourhood Plan and advised upon the matters to be
scoped into the SEA process.

3. In order to see the SEA as a thread running through the entirety of the plan, the relevant
issues to be addressed through the SEA were considered at the start of the plan process and
in relation to the site assessment process to ensure the sites that progressed through the
process to be allocated were the most appropriate available sites.

4. This document sets out the approach to the Site Assessment Process and seeks to
demonstrate the process in which sites have been considered and how the final sites have
been chosen and how these have been chosen to minimise effects on the environment and
maximise opportunities for enhancement.
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Methodology
The initial stage- Identification of potential sites
5. Prior to the criteria being chosen, it was key that the approach to site selection took account
of local views. It was apparent from residents’ surveys that the rural character of the village
was of paramount importance, as was ensuring access to the wider village in a safe manner.
Furthermore, throughout the process the general view has been to promote smaller sites with
a greater disbursement of the development rather than one large development, although
there is recognition of needing and wanting new affordable housing within the village.

6. In order to fully examine the potential available land within the Parish for new development,
a call for sites was held in Winter 2016/7. This was advertised locally and from this exercise
52 sites were put forward for potential development or protection, both by the respective
landowners and third parties. An initial call for sites had also taken place during a village wide
survey in the summer 2016. During the site assessment process, further land was put forward
by landowners following site exhibitions and other engagement. Lastly, consideration of land
not identified through the above process was reviewed on a plan basis by the planning
consultant undertaking the initial site assessments to take account of any land that could be
suitable and if there was land identified, further proactive engagement could be had with the
registered owners. This process sought to identify land primarily for housing but also for other
uses such as community uses but also areas which were considered important to protect for
landscape or other reasons.

7. These sites were assessed alongside any other potentially available land, such as those
identified in the Rother District Council SHLAA process in 2013 and any identified outside the
call for sites process (those not put forward but identified by the assessor). In terms of the
relevance to this process, 35 sites were put forward for housing development of which 15
were available and promoted by the owner.

8. In the first instance, every site was visited by Ashley Wynn MRTPI and the features,
constraints and opportunities were recorded on a site assessment form, an example of which
is attached as Appendix 1 with the full extent of assessment forms available as background
evidence. This initial visit included assessment of land use factors and suitability, as well as
initial consideration of matters such as availability and deliverability, as in some case land
had been put forward by persons other than the landowner.
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9. In order to fully consider all potential sites, each site was assessed irrespective of the
availability of the land in order that if a suitable site was identified, further discussions could
then be had with the landowner to see if the land would be made available for potential
development. The assessments for each site were then subject to a public exhibition whereby
local residents were given the opportunity to comment on these conclusions and provide
views in support or against the various sites.

The Selection Criteria
10. As mentioned previously, it was key that the approach to site selection took account of local
views. The rural character of the village was of paramount importance, as well as ensuring
access to the wider village in a safe manner. Smaller sites were preferred although more
affordable housing within the village was also wanted. Having regard to the latter issue, the
National Planning Policy Guidelines (NPPG) thresholds are relevant as schemes of 10 units
and less will not deliver affordable housing on the allocated site. This was an important
consideration in the construction of the criteria.

11. There is also a requirement that the site selection process took account of the strategic
policies of the Rother District Council and that of the Strategic Environment Assessment
(SEA) Directive which seeks to integrate environmental considerations into plan making in
order to promote sustainable development. Thus the criteria which were chosen to identify
potential suitable sites encompassed the following factors:

a. SEA framework which had been created following the scoping/screening opinion
provided by Rother;
b. The strategic policies of the Core Strategy, the parent policy document to the
Neighbourhood Plan;
c. Evidence from the residents surveys;
d. National Planning Policy Guidelines and National Planning Policy Framework.

12. As expected the issues relevant to the aims and objectives of each of the above are relatively
consistent with one another which would then feed into the site criteria against which each
site would be considered. For example the SEA framework, the Core Strategy and local
residents place significant emphasis on protection of landscape and biodiversity and so it
follows that potential sites must be able to protect these identified interests. The NPPG
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thresholds and local housing needs dictated an approach to prioritise affordable housing
delivery on a site.

13. Each site was considered against the following criteria and for ease of reference the SEA
objectives are referenced against each part of the criteria. Figure 1 below sets out the criteria.

Criteria
1
(D)
2
(E)

3
(D)

4
(E)
5
E)
6
(E)
7
(E)

8
(E)
9
(E)

10
(E)

Potential to provide affordable housing and a
mix of house types
Adjacent to and within 1000m of the facilities
of one part of the village such as the school,
village hall, recreation ground and pub via a
safe walkable route
Within 1000m of the railway station

Compatibility with SEA
Framework
Access and Housing
Transport
Access and Housing
Air Quality/emissions
Access/Housing
Air Quality/emissions

Development can secure a safe access to the
site
Development should have low visual impact
from viewpoints within the village
Development should be low key in respect of
wider landscape and respect local landscape
and settlement character
Can retain significant natural features such as
trees and hedgerows and no significant loss
is caused

Will have a low impact on Biodiversity and
has potential to provide an enhancement to
wildlife
Will not impinge upon a flood zone or local
water resources and that the site can manage
its water resources without impact on other
properties.
Development will maintain the character and
setting of the historic environment of the
village or any heritage assets

Accessibility
Landscape
Heritage
Landscape
Heritage
Landscape
Heritage
Biodiversity
Flood risk
Air quality
Biodiversity

Flood Risk
Water consumption

Landscape
Heritage

Figure 1 Criteria for selecting sites

14. As seen in Figure 1, some of the parts are considered essential (E) and some desirable (D)
and thus if a site were to fail on account of a desirable requirement, it would not automatically
5
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be discounted. However, if a site were to be contrary to an essential criterion, it would not
proceed to the next stage.

The Assessment
Stage One – Site Assessments
15. The first stage of the assessments was to consider the SHLAA sites which were considered
by the District Council as part of the preparation for the Core Strategy and which led to the
allocation of 20 houses to Crowhurst. There were 6 sites put forward by the SHLAA within
the village including one green site (considered suitable), one amber site (potentially suitable)
and four red sites (unsuitable sites). The SHLAA Plan and Table is attached as Appendix
2. Thus the green and amber site were taken forward for assessment under the NP Process.
In terms of the red sites, one of the sites (CR1) was considered to be too small to be
considered and the other three sites were significant areas of land to the east and west of
the village (CR2-4) which the council considered to be representative of the AONB and would
be harmful in landscape terms. Due to the extent of this land making up the majority of the
surrounding land to the village, it was considered pertinent to investigate whether parts of this
discounted land could be acceptable rather than the entirety of it as considered by the council.
Some of the landowners, indeed submitted smaller parcels of land within these red sites and
these sites were considered further on their individual merits notwithstanding they fell within
a larger site discounted by the council.

16. Having regard to the evidence collated on each site (using the site assessment forms), each
site was reviewed against the agreed criteria set out above. A matrix table is set out below
which shows how sites were identified: green (acceptable or can be mitigated), amber
(requires further investigation) and red (unacceptable). A summary of the Stage One site
assessment is set out in the table attached as Appendix 3. As can be seen from this process,
not one site gained an entire green rating as each site assessed required further investigation
in respect of certain matters such as landscape, heritage or access. If a site gained an amber
against an essential criteria, this did not discount the site from progressing to the next stage
but a red rating on an essential rating did discount the site from progressing to stage two. In
assessing the development against the relevant criteria, the rating given to each criterion was
based on the author’s professional judgement and experience and also having regard to the
available evidence base available at that time. For example taking Landscape as an example,
it was not considered proportionate to have a site specific landscape assessment undertaken
by a landscape consultant for each site and thus the stage one assessment assessed sites
6
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as to whether there was landscape harm or not and if so could this likely be mitigated having
regard to the criteria. If the answer was there was no harm or yes it could potentially be
mitigated, it would have an amber rating and could progress to the stage two subject to no
red ratings on the other points. This meant, resources for site specific landscape and
sensitivity assessment could then be directed towards sites with potential for development
and to avoid a waste of valuable resources. This judgements were also reviewed by the NP
Steering Group and sub task groups such as the land use task, environment and heritage
task group and others to ensure local knowledge was taken into account as part of the overall
assessment.

17. In summary the following sites did not progress to stage two for the following reasons;

Site and site ref

Reasons and justification for not selecting

Land at Craig Court
(2)
South of Broadfield
(4)

Lack of available access, protrudes into landscape
Impact on adjacent woodland
High degree of landscape visibility and potential impact on setting
of the Listed Church, could promote urban sprawl and erosion of
important open landscape. Potential impacts on SSSI, Access
and loss of hedgerow, cutting into bank. Discounted on landscape
grounds
Discounted as can only provide 1 unit
High visibility in wider landscape and would create a block of
development detached from existing built form. Access would be
difficult due to levels and would be highly prominent in setting of
church.
Access, landscape and availability issues and distance from
village facilities and railway station
Site is a considerable distance from village and would be an
isolated site, access along country lane and impact on landscape
raised as significant concerns
Would have involved demolition of existing building which
appears in good condition so likely not viable and in any case no
willing land owner
Remote site, accessibility and landscape harm

Stables (5)
Land at Forge
Cottage (6)

Croucher Farm (7)
Land at Stonebridge
Farm (8)
Blacksmiths Yard (9)

Hill House Farm (10)
Land at Furnace
Cottages (12)
Land at Pye Farm
(19)
Land at Sampson
Farm (20)
Land at Adams Farm
(21)
7

Levels and size of site inappropriate for 6 units
Remote from village and would have had landscape harm and no
landowner support in any case
Access inadequate and visible from landscape and would cause
landscape harm
Remote from village, landscape harm
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Land at Hunters Hill
(22)
Land at Christian
Healing Centre (23)
Land at Upper Wilting
Farm (25)
Land at Adams Farm
Track (26)
Land at Forewood
(27)
Land at Decoy Farm
(29)
Land at Ballards Hill
(31)
Land at Coombe Dell
(32)

Remote site and would cause landscape harm
Out of character with landscape and settlement and access
issues.
Remote site and landscape harm
Remote site and landscape harm
Land is within the Fore wood SSSI and Ancient Woodland so
would be unacceptable in principle
Site is isolated from village and set in a rural context where new
strategic development would be unacceptable.
Highly visible in the landscape

Site considered to be potentially acceptable for development
subject to investigation on access, density and layout. Site
proceeded to Stage 2 of the site assessment process but the land
became unavailable and withdrew from NDP process. Concerns
also raised about affecting character of surrounding built
environment.
Land at Upper Wilting Remote site, noise, air quality issues and landscape harm
(33)
Land to rear of
Access, landscape issues and no willing landowner and
Christian Healing
incompatible with existing use
Centre (36)
Land adjacent to Old As part of assessment also considered land to the north which
Post Office (39)
was potentially considered suitable in SHLAA. However, further
work by Rother confirmed drainage and land stability issues and
in relation to the wider land there are also landscape and heritage
issues and a large part of land within Flood Zone 3. Furthermore,
owners confirmed not available due to need for farm buildings so
does not proceed.
Brakes Coppice (40) Woodland and existing tourism use
Sites 45-49
These sites were a combination of smaller sites or larger sites
Crowhurst Leisure
which has tourism policy restrictions at the current time. At this
Park
time, this would not be in conformity with the Rother DC tourism
policies and the smaller sites would not be of a strategic scale.
Land between
Land is seen in a countryside context which would be detached
Brakes Coppice and
from the settlement of the village. Access to the village would also
Christian Healing
be subject to walking on a unlit road which is currently 60mph.
Centre
Figure 2 Stage One rejected sites

18. In addition to the assessment against the site criteria which broadly assessed it suitability,
each site was considered as to whether it was available and deliverable within the plan period.
If a site did not have a willing landowner or there was no interest in development of the site,
a site was also scored on whether it was available and deliverable. Had an unavailable site
been acceptable, further discussions would have been held with the landowner but in this
8
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case there were no sites that were acceptable so largely the matter of availability was
immaterial. At the time the sites taken forward all had a willing landowner who had promoted
the land for development and further discussions have been held with landowners which
confirmed the original commitment to the land.

19. Following this Stage One assessment the approach and the identification of the sites to be
taken forward was discussed at the public meeting on the 21st May 2017 and was subject of
a further village survey held in July 2017. Thus, from the first stage, five sites were to be
shortlisted:

a. Land at Forewood Rise (combination of Sites 3 and 41)
b. Land at Coombe Dell (Site 32)
c. Land at Station Road (Site 1)
d. Land adjacent to Railway Station (site 11)
e. Land adjacent to Hye House (combination of site 34, 35, 36 and site 18)

20. The reasons for these sites being taken forward included their location abutting the village
edge and being close to its facilities and the railway station. It was also considered, unlike
the rejected sites, that there was the potential for any impacts to be mitigated. However, these
sites would be subject to further assessment in respect of landscape impacts, access and
other potential identified constraint as well as further discussions with the landowner
regarding deliverability and viability.

Stage Two – Site assessments
21. Alongside the site specific assessments of the sites that proceeded to stage 2 for further
assessment, consultants also undertook an assessment of the wider Landscape Character
of the Parish along with a Heritage and Built Environment Assessment. These latter studies
identified the specific character of the wider parish, and sought to identify views and areas
which were important to the landscape character of the village. At this stage, following the
publication of this document, the sites discounted on landscape grounds were reviewed
against this document to ensure the stage one conclusions remained compatible with this
new evidence. In summary, it was of the view, this evidence strengthened the decisions on
stage one sites and this evidence informed the stage two approach to the site assessment
process. This document would also form the evidence base for the sites and inform future
development within the Parish.
9
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22. Leading on from this master document, sites a, b, c and e, being outside the current
development boundary, were subject to a detailed landscape assessment including
landscape sensitivity assessment to identify whether the site could be developed without any
adverse effects on landscape character and what, if any, mitigation was required to avoid any
landscape effects. This study, produced by Huskisson Brown Associates confirmed all sites
could accommodate some form of development without any harm, subject to a mitigation
scheme which could be secured with a site specific policy. However, they confirmed the
landscape sensitivity of each site;

a. Land at Forewood Rise - Moderate Landscape Sensitivity
b. Land at Coombe Dell - Low Landscape Sensitivity
c. Land at Station Road - Moderate Landscape Sensitivity
d. Land adjacent to Railway Station - not subject to landscape assessment
e. Land adjacent to Hye House- Moderate Landscape Sensitivity

23. Having regard to the above, the preferences on landscape grounds would be the Hye House
due to its non-AONB location, notwithstanding its sensitivity. However this did not perform as
well in terms of the access and there remained ownership issues in respect of gaining access
from Ballards Hill along Royal Oak Lane. Coombe Dell, which is a smaller infill site also
performed well due to its central contained location. However, the Landscape Assessment
did identify areas within each site that could be developed without harm to the wider
landscape, subject to a mitigation strategy which could be secured by way of site specific
criteria. This document is attached as Appendix 4.

24. Access was a key issue for many of the sites due to the rural context of Crowhurst and the
nature of the surrounding road network. The other sites were sent to Ben Lenton of East
Sussex County Council who confirms it appears most sites could achieve adequate visibility,
albeit site b would need to remove significant hedgerow and foliage which is a feature of that
area. Sites would have to provide a 4.8 metre carriageway into the site. His email is attached
as Appendix 5.

25. In relation to the wider accessibility of the village, sites a, b, c and d are centrally located, and
fulfil the criteria of abutting the village and being within 1000m of village facilities and the
railway station. Sites a and b are also located on one of the main safe pedestrian footpath
10

10 Jan 2017

Crowhurst Neighbourhood Plan – Site Assessment Paper

routes within the village. Site e is within 1000m of the southern part of the village but is further
from the railway station. Site d is adjacent to the railway station.

26. In terms of the other criteria, on the available evidence, none of the sites present any adverse
impact to biodiversity, significant landscape features or the setting to any heritage assets,
provided Plan policies and recommended landscape mitigation is carried out. Whilst Site d
has a number of trees on the site, these were assessed by the District Council’s tree officer
who confirmed these should not act as a constraint to development.

27. Sites a, c, and e were large enough to deliver affordable housing on site having regard to the
11 unit threshold set out by the NPPG and so the size of the sites holds benefits in delivering
one of the key aims of local people in delivering affordable homes in the area. Sites b and d
would have been large enough to require a commuted payment for off-site provision which
was not guaranteed to be spent within the village.

28. In the summer of 2017, meetings were held with landowners in respect of the availability and
deliverability of the sites and landowners confirmed the land remained available for housing
development. Sites where there is more than one landowner also confirmed they were happy
to enter into a collaboration agreement to ensure land is developable in a coordinated
manner. Thus at the time of the meeting, the sites remained available and deliverable.

29. Unfortunately, following the meeting Sites 34-36 (which were required for access to site 18
or ‘e’) was withdrawn from the process and thus effectively made site 18 undeliverable having
no suitable access to the site. Furthermore, site b has become unavailable during the
process and this will not proceed. Site b also had issues in relation to settlement character
(criterion 6).

30. On account of the removal of the two sites from the process, it is considered the central
location of the sites a and c, the lack of other constraints, the containment within the wider
landscape, it is considered sites a and c should be taken forward as allocations within the
Neighbourhood Plan for housing sites. This is subject to the boundaries of the sites being
reduced to the areas identified by the Landscape Assessment as being acceptable for
development subject to the implementation of the suggested landscape strategy. Site d has
excellent accessibility to public transport and is located within a built environment of the
village and so has limited landscape impact.
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Conclusions
31. It is considered the land at Station Road and Land south of Forewood Rise should be taken
forward for development along with the land adjacent to the Station Car Park. These sites
are taken forward for allocation within the preferred strategy and will be subject to relevant
policy criteria to ensure the matters identified during this site assessment are addressed by
the policy. The reasons can be summarised below;

Site and site ref

Justification for selecting

Station Road (1)

Occupies a very central location which has footpath access
and good access to the main parts of the village and the
railway station. The allocated site is a reduced part of the
original submitted land which has been assessed as being
developable without any detrimental impacts subject to a
landscape mitigation strategy and development being
sensitively designed

Known as Site C

Land south of
Forewood Rise (3
and 41)
Known as Site A

Land adjacent to
railway station (11)
Known as Site D

12

The site again occupies a very central location with good
access to the central part of the village along a safe footpath
route and also has good access to the railway station. Also,
this site achieves a significant distance from the Fore Wood
SSSI and the original submitted site has been reduced to an
area considered to be developable without harm to the wider
landscape character (informed by a landscape assessment
– stage 2 of the site assessment process).
This site forms part of the former station land and thus
although overgrown could be considered to be brownfield
land. The land is covered with a number of trees but these
have been assessed by Rother DC to be of low value and
quality. Site is set within the built environment of the village
and thus has little impact on the wider AONB landscape.
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Land south of
Broadfield

Stables
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5

6
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9

8

Land Craig Close
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Land at Stonebridge
Farm
Land at Blacksmiths
Field

Land east of Station
Road

Address

1

Site
no

Available
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2

3

4

5

6

Criteria
7

8

9

10

2

3-

0

3-

3-

9-

2+

4+

32+

Community
reponse
(+ -)

Should not proceed
Should not proceed

Existing sheltered accommodation and
owner has indicated it is not available

Should not proceed

remote site

Dangerous access (which would require
a large part of the hedgerow to be
removed and is located on the 60mph
part and does not have safe access

Should not proceed

Should not proceed

Should not proceed

Proceed to further
assessment

Does not proceed due
to access issues and
landscape

No access available
Potentially smaller area of site could be
suitable away from SSSI but needs
further assessment and is reliant on
other land for access
Visible in a number of views and could
lead to sprawl between parts of the
village. Heritage and ecology issues
Only suitable for 1 property so not
suitable for the NP Process
Visible in a number of views and could
lead to sprawl between parts of the
village and could impact upon setting of
Church, difficulties with change of levels
and access

Proceed to further
assessment

Proceed to next stage

Potentially suitable site subject to
further assessment in relation to access
and landscape impacts

Comments

Land adj to Furnace
Cottage

Land to rear of
Plough PH

Land adj Pyes Farm
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Should not proceed

Quite a prominent site which relates to
open countryside rather than the
settlement

Should not proceed

Should not proceed

remote site

remote site

Should not proceed

remote site

Should not proceed

Should not proceed

Very visible in the landscape from public
footpaths and access is poor

remote site

Should not proceed

remote site

Should proceed for
further assessment

Should not proceed

Shoulld proceed for
further assessment

Centrally located site and identified in
SHLAA but issues regarding access
Levels and size of site make it unsuitable
for 6 units
Has no access without reliance on other
parties and therefore access and
landscape impacts should be
undertaken. To be considered in
combination with sites 34 and 35. Not
AONB

Should not proceed

remote site

Comments

Land at Ballards Hill

Land at Coombe
Dell

Upper Wilting Farm
and New Road

Landscape Cottages

Landscape Studio

Land to rear of
Christian Healing
centre

Land between Old
Post Office and
Station Road

Brakes Coppice

32

33

34

35

36

39

40

Address

31

Site
no

Available

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

8-

6-

4-

3+

3+

2-

18+

5-

Community
reponse
(+ -)

Individually unsuitable due to size but
could provide access to site 18 and
therefore should be considered in
combination with this larger site
Individually unsuitable due to size but
could provide access to site 18 and
therefore should be considered in
combination with this larger site
Land does not relate to the village and
access would have to be taken through
the healing centre and this would
unlikely to be suitable
Considered along with land to the north
which in the Rother SHLAA originally
considered part of this to be a
potentially suitable site. However, since
that time Rother raised concerns
regarding surface water, drainage and
land stability. Also other concerns
regarding heritage and landscape
impact, and owner has confirmed land is
not available. Other parts of the land is
flood 3 so unsuitable
remote site in a wooded context which
makes access or development difficult

remote site

Very visible in the landscape and relates
to open countryside
Centrally located site which could be
suitable but requires further assessment
in relation to landscape and access

Comments

Should not proceed

Should not proceed for
further assessment

Should not proceed

Should proceed for
further assessment

Should proceed for
further assessment

Should not proceed

Should proceed for
further assessment

Should not proceed

Crowhurst Park Pelham Gates

Crowhurst Park
Dairy buildings

45

46

47

51

Crowhurst ParkMansion Building
Land between
Brakes Coppice and
Christian Healing
Centre

Land adj Cricket
Pitch, Crowhurst
Park

49

Field south of
Forewood Rise

Address

41

Site
no

Available

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

1

15+

Community
reponse
(+ -)

Landscape impact due to its detachment
from the village and access would be
walking along an unlit 60mph zone

Rother strategic policies at this time
would prohibit change of use of holiday
lets to dwellings so not suitable to
proceed at this stage
Likely to be limited to 1-2 unit so
unsuitable for NP allocation
Likely to be limited to less than 6 units
so unsuitable for NP allocation

Land outside Parish

Due to the levels and screening to the
south, it could be a potentially suitable
site although its access and layout need
further investigation along with
landscape and access assessment.
Should be considered in combination
with Site 3

Comments

Should not proceed

Should not proceed

Should not proceed

Should not proceed at
this stage

Should not proceed

Should proceed for
further assessment
together with Site 3

Proceed to next stage
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3 LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

7KHIRFXVIRUWKHDVVHVVPHQWLVRQVHOHFWHGVLWHVIRUVPDOOVFDOHUHVLGHQWLDO
GHYHORSPHQW7KHVLWHVKDYHEHHQVHOHFWHGE\&URZKXUVW3DULVK&RXQFLO
IROORZLQJHDUOLHUVLWHDYDLODELOLW\DQGDVVHVVPHQWZRUN

 $Q$SSURDFKWR/DQGVFDSH&KDUDFWHU$VVHVVPHQW1DWXUDO(QJODQG
Oct 2014
 7RSLF3DSHU7HFKQLTXHVDQG&ULWHULDIRU-XGJLQJ&DSDFLW\DQG
6HQVLWLYLW\7KH&RXQWU\VLGH$JHQF\DQG6FRWWLVK1DWXUDO+HULWDJH
 *XLGHOLQHVIRU/DQGVFDSHDQG9LVXDO,PSDFW$VVHVVPHQWWKLUGHGLWLRQ
7KH/DQGVFDSH,QVWLWXWHDQGWKH,QVWLWXWHRI(QYLURQPHQWDO0DQDJHPHQW
DQG$VVHVVPHQW$SULO

7KHDSSURDFKWRDVVHVVLQJODQGVFDSHVHQVLWLYLW\DQGFDSDFLW\XVHGLQWKLV
UHSRUWKDVEHHQLQIRUPHGE\SXEOLVKHGJXLGDQFHLQFOXGLQJ

 /DQGVFDSH&DSDFLW\WKHUHODWLYHDELOLW\RIWKHODQGVFDSHWR
DFFRPPRGDWHGLIIHUHQWDPRXQWVRIFKDQJHRUGHYHORSPHQWRIDVSHFLÀF
W\SHZLWKRXWVLJQLÀFDQWHIIHFWVRQLWVODQGVFDSHDQGYLVXDOFKDUDFWHURU
VLJQLÀFDQWO\FRPSURPLVLQJWKHODQGVFDSHYDOXHVDVVRFLDWHGZLWKLW

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
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3.3

3.2

/DQGVFDSH6HQVLWLYLW\DQG&DSDFLW\$VVHVVPHQWLVDV\VWHPDWLFSURFHVVIRU
assessing:

3.1

 /DQGVFDSH6HQVLWLYLW\WKHUHODWLYHUREXVWQHVVYXOQHUDELOLW\RID
ODQGVFDSHWRDVSHFLÀFW\SHRIGHYHORSPHQWEDVHGRQMXGJHPHQWV
DERXWODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUVHQVLWLYLW\DQGYLVXDOVHQVLWLYLW\,WLVWKH
FRPELQDWLRQRIWKHGLVWLQFWLYHFKDUDFWHULVWLFV LQFOXGLQJFXOWXUDODQG
natural/ecological factors, condition and aesthetic characteristics) and
YLVXDOVHQVLWLYLW\

METHODOLOGY AND APPROACH TO ASSESSMENT

3.0
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 6WDJH&RQFHSW/DQGVFDSH6WUDWHJ\
)RU HDFK VLWH D &RQFHSW /DQGVFDSH 6WUDWHJ\ LOOXVWUDWHV D IUDPHZRUN
IRU KRZ UHVLGHQWLDO GHYHORSPHQW FRXOG EH DFFRPPRGDWHG 0LWLJDWLRQ
PHDVXUHVDUHDOVRLQGLFDWHG

 6WDJH0LWLJDWLRQ
'UDZLQJ XSRQ WKH ÀQGLQJV RI WKH DVVHVVPHQW ZRUN FRQVLGHUDWLRQ ZDV
JLYHQ WR RSSRUWXQLWLHV IRU PLWLJDWLRQ DQG HQKDQFHPHQW WKDW FRXOG EH
GHVLJQHGLQWRDQ\SRWHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQW

 6WDJH$VVHVVPHQW
7KH VLWHV ZHUH DVVHVVHG DJDLQVW D VHW RI GHÀQHG FULWHULD WR HVWDEOLVK
RYHUDOOODQGVFDSHVHQVLWLYLW\DQGODQGVFDSHFDSDFLW\7KHVHÀQGLQJVDUH
LOOXVWUDWHGRQDVHULHVRIWDEOHVDQGSURYLGHDWUDQVSDUHQWDQGFRPSDUDWLYH
DVVHVVPHQWEHWZHHQWKHVLWHV

 6WDJH6LWHVXUYH\DQGDQDO\VLV
)LHOG VXUYH\ YHULÀHG DQG UHÀQHG WKH GHVN EDVHG ZRUN 7KLV LQFOXGHG
LQVSHFWLQJ YLHZV IURP SXEOLF URDGV ULJKWV RI ZD\ DQG RWKHU SXEOLF
YLHZSRLQWV ZLWKLQ WKH SDULVK ERXQGDU\  WR GHÀQH YLVXDODHVWKHWLF
FKDUDFWHULVWLFVWUDQTXLOOLW\FRQGLWLRQDQGUHODWLRQVKLSEHWZHHQWKHVLWH
LWVFRQWULEXWLRQWRLWV/&$DUHDDQGDGMDFHQW/&$VZLWKLQWKHSDULVK

 6WDJH'HVNWRSDQDO\VLV
%XLOGLQJRQWKHFKDUDFWHUDVVHVVPHQWVHWRXWLQ6HFWLRQRIWKLVUHSRUW
DUHYLHZRIDHULDOSKRWRJUDSK\GHWDLOHGPDSSHGLQIRUPDWLRQUHOHYDQW
ODQGVFDSH SODQQLQJ SROLF\ DQG SXEOLVKHG ODQGVFDSH VWXGLHV IRU HDFK
LGHQWLÀHGVLWHZDVPDGH

2XUDSSURDFKDQGWKHPDLQVWDJHVIRUWKHDVVHVVPHQWDUHVHWRXWEHORZ

Assessment process and judgements

+

Visual Sensitivity

=

Overall Landscape
Sensitivity

$QRYHUDOOODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUVHQVLWLYLW\UDWLQJLVJLYHQEDVHGRQWKH
FRQVLGHUDWLRQVVHWRXWDERYHDQGSURIHVVLRQDOMXGJHPHQW

 6HWWOHPHQWHGJHTXDOLW\FRQGLWLRQ²ODQGVFDSHVZLWKH[LVWLQJKDUVKDEUXSW
DQGXQDWWUDFWLYHVHWWOHPHQWHGJHVDUHOLNHO\WREHOHVVVHQVLWLYHWRKRXVLQJ
GHYHORSPHQWFRPSDUHGWRWKRVHZLWKDQDWWUDFWLYHRUPXWHGVHWWOHPHQW
HGJHVXFKDVWKDWSURYLGHGE\RSHQVSDFHVRUVPDOOVFDOHKLVWRULF
EXLOGLQJVRUE\DQH[LVWLQJVWURQJJUHHQHGJHVXFKDVZRRGODQGDQG
hedgerow belts.

 &RQWULEXWLRQWRWKHODQGVFDSHVHWWLQJRIWKHVHWWOHPHQWVVHWWOHPHQWV
ZLWKSDUWLFXODUO\GLVWLQFWLYHODQGVFDSHVHWWLQJVLQWHUPVRIDFRPELQDWLRQ
RINH\FRPSRQHQWFKDUDFWHUIHDWXUHVHJULYHUVODQGIRUPWUHHJURXSV
ZRRGODQGVODQGPDUNEXLOGLQJVH[SHULHQFHGLQNH\YLHZVDSSURDFKLQJRU
OHDYLQJWKHVHWWOHPHQWRUDUHH[SHULHQFHGDVDQDWWUDFWLYHEDFNGURSIURP
ZLWKLQWKHVHWWOHPHQWDUHPRUHOLNHO\WREHVHQVLWLYHWRGHYHORSPHQWWKDW
could erode/or lead to the loss of these settings

 /DQGVFDSHFRQGLWLRQTXDOLW\²EDVHGXSRQMXGJHPHQWVDERXWWKHSK\VLFDO
VWDWHRIWKHODQGVFDSHDQGDERXWLWVLQWDFWQHVVIURPYLVXDOIXQFWLRQDO
DQGHFRORJLFDOSHUVSHFWLYHV,WDOVRUHÁHFWVWKHVWDWHRIUHSDLURILQGLYLGXDO
IHDWXUHVDQGHOHPHQWVZKLFKPDNHXSFKDUDFWHULQDQ\RQHSODFH

 Landscape scale and pattern²DUHDVZLWKDFRPSOH[LQWLPDWHDQGVPDOO
VFDOHLUUHJXODUÀHOGSDWWHUQDUHOLNHO\WREHPRUHVHQVLWLYHWRGLVUXSWLRQRI
ÀHOGSDWWHUQE\GHYHORSPHQWFRPSDUHGZLWKDVLPSOHPRUHXQLIRUPRU
IUDJPHQWHGÀHOGSDWWHUQ

Landscape Character Sensitivity Criteria
 /DQGIRUP²DUHDVZLWKDYHU\YDULHGFRPSOH[ODQGIRUPRUVWURQJ
WRSRJUDSKLFIHDWXUHVHJVWURQJO\UROOLQJODQGIRUPPD\EHPRUHDEOH
WRFRQWDLQWKHYLVXDOLPSDFWRIGHYHORSPHQWEXWDUHOLNHO\WREHPRUH
VHQVLWLYHWRUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQWLQODQGVFDSHWHUPVZKHQFRPSDUHG
ZLWKWKRVHZLWKDVLPSOHSUHGRPLQDQWO\ÁDWODQGIRUP

Landscape
Character Sensitivity

Overall Landscape Sensitivity
7KHRYHUDOOVHQVLWLYLW\RIHDFKVLWHZDVDVVHVVHG7KLVZDVFRQVLGHUHGLQ
WHUPVRIWKHIROORZLQJGHÀQHGFULWHULDUHODWLQJWRWKHLQWHUDFWLRQVEHWZHHQ
WKHODQGVFDSHLWVHOI ODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUVHQVLWLYLW\ DQGWKHZD\LWLVYLHZHG
YLVLELOLW\ (DFKFULWHULDZDVUDQNHGRQDSRLQWVFDOH /RZ+LJK 
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STAGE 3 - ASSESSMENT
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Low

Landscape
Moderate
Character
Sensitivity Low-Moderate

LowModerate

LowModerate

Moderate

Moderate

High

ModerateHigh

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High

High

High

High

High

High
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Visual Sensitivity

Low-Moderate

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate
Low-Moderate

Moderate
Low-Moderate

High
Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

High

Overall Landscape Sensitivity Rankings
7KHUHVXOWVRIWKHODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUVHQVLWLYLW\DVVHVVPHQWDQGWKHYLVXDO
VHQVLWLYLW\DVVHVVPHQWDUHFRPELQHGWRJLYHDQRYHUDOODVVHVVPHQWRI
ODQGVFDSHVHQVLWLYLW\DVVHWRXWEHORZ

$QRYHUDOOYLVXDOVHQVLWLYLW\UDWLQJLVJLYHQEDVHGRQWKHFRQVLGHUDWLRQVVHW
RXWDERYHDQGSURIHVVLRQDOMXGJHPHQW

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

3.8

3.7

 9LVXDOUHFHSWRUVWKHQXPEHUVW\SHDQGVHQVLWLYLW\RIYLHZHUV

 9LHZVDQGODQGPDUNVWKHLPSRUWDQFHRIYLHZVDQGODQGPDUNVORRNLQJ
RXWZDUGVIURPWKHDUHD

 *HQHUDOYLVLELOLW\WKHUHODWLYHGHJUHHWRZKLFKGHYHORSPHQWLVOLNHO\WR
EHYLVLEOHIURPWKHZLGHUODQGVFDSHRUIURPZLWKLQDQDUHDLQWHUPVRI
DYDLODEOHSXEOLFYLHZV

Visual Sensitivity Criteria

=

Overall Landscape
+
6HQVLWLYLW\

/DQGVFDSH9DOXH

OVERALL
LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY

ModerateHigh

LowModerate

High

Low

Low

ModerateHigh

ModerateHigh

LowModerate

Moderate

LowModerate

ModerateHigh

Moderate

ModerateHigh

LowModerate

Moderate

Moderate

High

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY

Huskisson Brown Associates

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

LANDSCAPE VALUE

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

LowModerate

Negligible/
Low

High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/
Low

Negligible/
Low

Negligible/
Low

 Conservation interests - the presence of features of wildlife,
archaeological, historic and cultural interest that can add value to the
landscape, as well as having high value in their own right.

 Contribution to High Weald AONB and its setting.

Landscape value is concerned with the relative value that is attached to
different landscapes.
 3HUFHSWXDODVSHFWVTXDOLWLHV HJVFHQLFEHDXW\VHQVHRISODFHWUDQTXLOOLW\
ZLOGQHVVUXUDOLW\ 

Landscape Value Criteria

Landscape Capacity
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6RPHRIWKHNH\FKDUDFWHULVWLFVDQGTXDOLWLHVRIWKHODQGVFDSHDUHYXOQHUDEOH
WRFKDQJH$OWKRXJKWKHODQGVFDSHKDVVRPHDELOLW\WRDEVRUEGHYHORSPHQWLW
LVOLNHO\WRFDXVHVRPHFKDQJHLQFKDUDFWHU&DUHZRXOGEHQHHGHGLQORFDWLQJ
GHYHORSPHQW,WPD\EHDEOHWREHDFFRPPRGDWHGLQVRPHSDUWVRIWKHDUHD
HJ ¶URXQGLQJ RII RI D VHWWOHPHQW· RU LQ ¶LQÀOO VLWHV· 0D\ EH VXLWDEOH IRU VPDOO
VHWWOHPHQWH[WHQVLRQVDVVXPLQJDSSURSULDWHPLWLJDWLRQ
Moderate-High )HZRIWKHNH\FKDUDFWHULVWLFVRIWKHODQGVFDSHDUHYXOQHUDEOHWRFKDQJH7KH
ODQGVFDSHLVOLNHO\WREHDEOHWRDFFRPPRGDWHUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQWZLWKRQO\
PLQRUPRGHUDWH DGYHUVH FKDQJH LQ FKDUDFWHU WDNLQJ DFFRXQW RI DSSURSULDWH
PLWLJDWLRQ 0D\ SRWHQWLDOO\ EH D QHHG WR WDNH DFFRXQW RIWR HQVXUH FDUH ZLWK
ORFDWLQJGHYHORSPHQWLQUHODWLRQWRVSHFLÀFFKDUDFWHULVWLFVIDFWRUVHJVHWWOHPHQW
separation/settings.
High
.H\FKDUDFWHULVWLFVDQGWKHRYHUDOOFKDUDFWHURIWKHODQGVFDSHZRXOGQRWOLNHO\
WREHDGYHUVHO\DIIHFWHGE\GHYHORSPHQW7KHODQGVFDSHLVOLNHO\WREHDEOHWR
DFFRPPRGDWH GHYHORSPHQW ZLWKRXW VLJQLÀFDQW DGYHUVH FKDQJH LQ ODQGVFDSH
FKDUDFWHU WDNLQJ LQWR DFFRXQW DSSURSULDWH PLWLJDWLRQ 0D\ EH DUHDV WKDW DUH
VXLWDEOHIRUODUJHUXUEDQH[WHQVLRQV

CAPACITY
DEFINITION
ASSESSMENT
RANKING
Negligible/Low 3RVLWLYH NH\ FKDUDFWHULVWLFV RYHUDOO FKDUDFWHU DQG TXDOLWLHV RI WKH ODQGVFDSH
DUHKLJKO\YXOQHUDEOHWRGHYHORSPHQW'HYHORSPHQWZRXOGEHOLNHO\WRUHVXOWLQ
VLJQLÀFDQWGHWULPHQWDOHIIHFWVRQWKHFKDUDFWHURIWKHODQGVFDSHDVDZKROHDQG
VKRXOGJHQHUDOO\EHDYRLGHGXQOHVVRQDYHU\VPDOOVFDOH
Low-Moderate 3RVLWLYHNH\FKDUDFWHULVWLFVRYHUDOOFKDUDFWHUDQGTXDOLWLHVRIWKHODQGVFDSHDUH
YXOQHUDEOHWRFKDQJH7KHUHPD\EHVRPHOLPLWHGRSSRUWXQLWLHVWRDFFRPPRGDWH
GHYHORSPHQWZLWKRXWGHWULPHQWDOHIIHFWV

 /DQGVFDSH&RQFHSW3ODQVDQGPLWLJDWLRQVWUDWHJLHVDUHLQWHQGHGWR
UHLQIRUFHDQGHQKDQFHORFDOODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUDQGYLVXDODPHQLW\
5HFRPPHQGDWLRQVDUHPDGHUHJDUGLQJSULQFLSOHVRISRWHQWLDO
GHYHORSPHQWIRUDVLWHWRKHOSSURYLGHJXLGDQFHLQLGHQWLI\LQJWKHPRVW
VXLWDEOHORFDWLRQVDQGOD\RXWVIRUIXWXUHGHYHORSPHQW

 7KHDVVHVVPHQWFRQVLGHUVWKHVHQVLWLYLW\DQGFDSDFLW\RIWKHODQGVFDSH
WRDFFRPPRGDWHVPDOOVFDOHUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQWDVVXPLQJ
WKDWEXLOGLQJVZRXOGEHPDLQO\VWRUH\RIDVFDOHDQGPDVV
FRPPHQVXUDWHZLWKWKHORFDOFRQWH[W

The following assumptions have been made:
 7KLVUHSRUWFRQVLGHUVRQO\FULWHULDUHODWLQJWRODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUDQG
YLVXDODPHQLW\'HYHORSPHQWRIVLWHVPD\EHXQIHDVLEOHIRURWKHUUHDVRQV
EH\RQGWKHVFRSHRIWKLVVWXG\IRUH[DPSOHLQFRQQHFWLRQZLWKDFFHVV
drainage or ecological issues.

7KHODQGVFDSHFDSDFLW\RIHDFKVLWHWRDFFRPPRGDWHUHVLGHQWLDO
GHYHORSPHQWZDVDVVHVVHG7KLVWRRNLQWRDFFRXQWWKHRYHUDOOVHQVLWLYLW\
of the landscape, and considered the perceptions/values attached to the
ODQGVFDSH DJDLQVWGHÀQHGFULWHULD DQGWKURXJKH[HUFLVLQJSURIHVVLRQDO
MXGJHPHQWLQWHUPVRIWKHFDSDFLW\DVVHVVPHQWGHÀQLWLRQVEHORZ

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT
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Landscape Capacity Rankings

Landscape Capacity
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Moderate
6LWH%)RUHZRRG/DQH

Low-Moderate
6LWH$3RZGHUPLOO9DOOH\1RUWKHUQ6ORSHV
6LWH&&HQWUDO&URZKXUVW
6LWH(+\H+RXVH5LGJH

CAPACITY ASSESSMENT - SITE COMPARATIVE TABLE
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Site Location Plan

E

A

B

250m

N

Huskisson Brown Associates
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Key Plan

0m

C

9DULDEOHHGJH
VRPHPRGHUQ
LQÁXHQFHEXW
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
ZHOOÀOWHUHGLQWR
landscape.

Moderate
contribution
IURP
landscape
features and
green spaces.

9DULDEOHHGJH
VRPHKLVWRULF
EXWPRGHUQ
larger scale
also evident.

3DUWLDOPLQRU
contribution
IURPODQGVFDSH
features/green
spaces.

Occasional
ÀOWHUHGHGJHEXW
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
abrupt.

No contribution,
Character
LHQRLGHQWLÀDEOH
contribution
landscape setting
to the
landscape
setting of the
settlements.

Condition/
quality of the
settlement
edge.

Huskisson Brown Associates
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Harsh, abrupt
DQGXQÀOWHUHG
VHWWOHPHQWHGJH

,PSRUWDQW
FRQWULEXWLRQIURP
landscape features
and green spaces.

Fair

3RRUWRIDLU

3RRU

Landscape
condition/
intactness

*RRG

9DULHGSDWWHUQ
ZLWKVRPH
LQWULFDF\/DUJHO\
undisturbed and
coherent land
FRYHU6RPH
historic land use
pattern.

6RPHYDULHW\
/LPLWHG
disturbance,
a degree of
FRQVLVWHQF\LQ
pattern of land
use and cover.

/DUJHO\VLPSOH
ZLWKVRPH
disturbance, or
PRVWO\IUDJPHQWHG
land cover and
land use.

6LPSOHODUJHVFDOH
pattern, and/or
YHU\IUDJPHQWHG
disturbed land
cover.

Landscape
scale/pattern

HIGH

Soft porous
VHWWOHPHQW
HGJHÀOWHUHG
into historic
landscape
pattern.

Substantial
contribution
WRVHWWLQJIURP
YHU\GLVWLQFWLYH
landscape
features and
green spaces
at the edge
of/on the
approaches to
WKHVHWWOHPHQWV

9HU\JRRG

Intricate,
varied pattern
undisturbed,
consistent
patterns of
land cover and
KLVWRULFOD\RXW

9HU\FRPSOH[
with strong
topographical
YDULHW\

32

LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER
SENSITIVITY

Low-Moderate
LowModerate

Moderate
Low-Moderate
Low
Low

Moderate
Low-Moderate
Low

High

High

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

VISUAL SENSITIVITY

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

HIGH

ModerateHigh

High

High

High

High

High
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Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High

3XEOLFYLHZVDUH
H[SHULHQFHGE\
DKLJKQXPEHU
of visitors to the
landscape and/or
ORFDOO\LPSRUWDQW
35R:9LVLELOLW\
IURPPDMRU
transport routes.

Distinctive
SDQRUDPLF
views, including
SURPLQHQW
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVDQG
RUPDMRUJDWHZD\
views available
IURPDFURVVWKH
area.

([WHQVLYHYLHZV
of/across the
area. the area
LVDPDMRU
FRPSRQHQWRI
wider landscape
views. High level
RIYLVLELOLW\

High

)UHTXHQWSXEOLF
views for visitors
HQMR\LQJWKH
ODQGVFDSHDQGIURP
35R:V
Occasional
public views
IURP35R:
routes and
local transport
routes.

3XEOLFYLHZVDUH
H[SHULHQFHGE\D
VPDOOQXPEHURI
public receptors
RUE\DODUJHU
QXPEHURI
receptors with a
passing interest
in their visual
HQYLURQPHQWHJ
PRWRULVWVRQORFDO
transport routes.

6RPHSXEOLF
views for visitors
DQGIURP35R:V
6RPHYLVLELOLW\
IURPWUDQVSRUW
routes.

6RPHLPSRUWDQW
views to the wider
landscape and
of natural/built
ODQGPDUNVDUH
available, and
DQ\PRUHLQWUXVLYH
HOHPHQWVDUH
QRWSDUWLFXODUO\
SURPLQHQW

$UHDIURPZKLFK
WKHUHDUHVRPH
wider views
containing
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVEXW
WKHUHPD\DOVR
EHVRPHLQWUXVLYH
HOHPHQWV
/LPLWHGSDUWLDO
views of
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVEXW
WKHUHPD\DOVR
EHDUHODWLYHO\
developed
cluttered
VN\OLQH

No views of
natural and
EXLOWODQGPDUNV
&OXWWHUHGVN\OLQH
character.

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

Visual
Receptors

7KHDUHDLVD
FRPSRQHQWRIZLGHU
longer landscape
views of/across the
area. Moderate-high
OHYHORIYLVLELOLW\

6RPHYLVLELOLW\
of/across the
DUHDIURPWKH
surrounding
landscape.
Moderate level of
YLVLELOLW\

Occasional
views of/across
the area where
JDSVLQH[LVWLQJ
features allow.
/RZPRGHUDWH
level of
YLVLELOLW\

Views and
Landmarks

LOW
7KLVDUHDLVZHOO
FRQWDLQHGE\
H[LVWLQJIHDWXUHV
- buildings, trees,
ODQGIRUP/RZ
OHYHORIYLVLELOLW\

General
Visibility

MODERATE

&RPSOH[
topographical
variation.

MODERATE

Occasional
YDULHW\EXW
lacking strong
FRPSOH[LW\

6LPSOHODUJHVFDOH 6LPSOHODUJHWR
SUHGRPLQDQWO\ÁDW PHGLXPVFDOH
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
ÁDWWRPLOGO\
undulating.

Topography/
landform

LOW

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

7KLVDUHDLVKLJKO\YLVLEOHIURPWKH%H[KLOO/LQN 35R:D ZKLFKFURVVHVWKH
VLWHDVZHOODVIURP35R:DZKLFKUXQVDORQJWKHORZHUVORSHVVRXWKRIWKHVLWH
7KHVLWHLVDFRPSRQHQWRIZLGHUXQREWUXVLYHYLHZVDFURVVWKHUXUDOODQGVFDSHDQG
contributes towards a Moderate-High YLVXDOVHQVLWLYLW\UDQNLQJ

7KLVDUHD·VJHQWO\XQGXODWLQJWRSRJUDSK\ODUJHO\XQGLVWXUEHGÀHOGSDWWHUQDQGJRRG
ODQGVFDSHFRQGLWLRQZLWKÀOWHUHGVHWWOHPHQWHGJHPDNHVDQLPSRUWDQWFRQWULEXWLRQ
to the distinctive rural landscape setting of Crowhurst village, point to an overall
Moderate-HighODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUVHQVLWLYLW\

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

Visual Sensitivity

Landscape Character Sensitivity

SITE A - POWDERMILL VALLEY NORTHERN SLOPES

Not present.
Lack of local
RUVWDWXWRU\
designations
within the area
RUDGMDFHQW

Conservation
interests: presence
of features
of wildlife,
archaeological,
historic and
cultural interest
that can add value
to the landscape,
as well as having
value in their own
right.
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No
contribution.
No
relationship
with the
AONB.

Contribute to the
setting of the
High Weald AONB
and its special
qualities.

LOW

1RWWUDQTXLO
PXFKKXPDQ
DFWLYLW\/DFN
of a distinctive
sense of place
or scenic
EHDXW\

Perceptual
aspects/qualities
(eg scenic beauty,
sense of place,
tranquillity,
wildness, rurality)

Slight
contribution
IURPDIHZ
undesignatied
features of
interest. Lack
RIVWDWXWRU\
designations
within the area
RUDGMRLQLQJ

Slight
contribution.
/LPLWHGGLVWDQW
setting to the
AONB.

/LPLWHG
WUDQTXLOOLW\
ZLWKVLJQLÀFDQW
KXPDQ
GHWUDFWRUVIURP
rural/natural
TXDOLWLHV
/LPLWHG
perception of a
sense of place.
Substantial
contribution.
Setting is within
the AONB.

6WDWXWRU\/RFDO
designations
and their settings
affect a high
proportion of the
area.

0RGHUDWH0DMRU
contribution. Close
distant setting
to the AONB,
with boundaries
DGMRLQLQJ
$QXPEHURI
features of
LQWHUHVW6WDWXWRU\
designations and
their settings affect
parts of the area.

Moderate
contribution.
Middle distant
setting to the
AONB.

6RPHIHDWXUHV
of interest.
6RPHORFDO
designations
cover the
area or are
LPPHGLDWHO\
DGMDFHQW
6WDWXWRU\
designation in
WKHYLFLQLW\

HIGH
7UDQTXLODQG
UHPRWHLQ
character,
QDWXUDOEHDXW\
ZLWKIHZKXPDQ
LQÁXHQFHV9HU\
distinctive sense
of place.

6RPHKXPDQ
DFWLYLW\
affecting
WUDQTXLOOLW\
DQGRUVRPH
features that
contribute to
a sense of
place.

5HODWLYHO\WUDQTXLO
and/or a strong
sense of place
ZLWKVRPHVFHQLF
features.

MODERATE

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

7KHVLWHLVORFDWHGZLWKLQWKH+LJK:HDOG$21%DQGWRWKHVRXWKRI)RUH:RRGZKLFK
is an area of Ancient Woodland, and has a SSSI and SNCI designation contributing
to a Moderate-High ODQGVFDSHYDOXH)RUHZRRG5LVHKRXVLQJGHYHORSPHQWDORQJ
WKHVLWH·VHDVWHUQHGJHEHJLQVWRDIIHFWWKHWUDQTXLOOLW\RIWKHDUHDEXWRYHUDOOWKHVLWH
has a strong sense of place.

Landscape Value Criteria
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OVERALL
LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY
Low

LowModerate

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

LowModerate

Negligible/
Low

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

LANDSCAPE VALUE

Moderate-High

High

Moderate-High Moderate-High

LowModerate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Moderate-High

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

ModerateHigh

High

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY

Low/Moderate
3RVLWLYH NH\ FKDUDFWHULVWLFV RYHUDOO FKDUDFWHU DQG TXDOLWLHV RI WKH ODQGVFDSH DUH YXOQHUDEOH
WR FKDQJH 7KHUH PD\ EH VRPH OLPLWHG RSSRUWXQLWLHV WR DFFRPPRGDWH GHYHORSPHQW ZLWKRXW
GHWULPHQWDOHIIHFWV

Landscape Capacity Ranking

9DULDEOHHGJH
VRPHPRGHUQ
LQÁXHQFHEXW
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
ZHOOÀOWHUHGLQWR
landscape.

Moderate
contribution
IURP
landscape
features and
green spaces.

9DULDEOHHGJH
VRPHKLVWRULF
EXWPRGHUQ
larger scale
also evident.

3DUWLDOPLQRU
contribution
IURPODQGVFDSH
features/green
spaces.

Occasional
ÀOWHUHGHGJHEXW
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
abrupt.

No contribution,
Character
LHQRLGHQWLÀDEOH
contribution
landscape setting
to the
landscape
setting of the
settlements.

Condition/
quality of the
settlement
edge.

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Harsh, abrupt
DQGXQÀOWHUHG
VHWWOHPHQWHGJH

,PSRUWDQW
FRQWULEXWLRQIURP
landscape features
and green spaces.

Fair

3RRUWRIDLU

3RRU

Landscape
condition/
intactness

*RRG

9DULHGSDWWHUQ
ZLWKVRPH
LQWULFDF\/DUJHO\
undisturbed and
coherent land
FRYHU6RPH
historic land use
pattern.

6RPHYDULHW\
/LPLWHG
disturbance,
a degree of
FRQVLVWHQF\LQ
pattern of land
use and cover.

/DUJHO\VLPSOH
ZLWKVRPH
disturbance, or
PRVWO\IUDJPHQWHG
land cover and
land use.

6LPSOHODUJHVFDOH
pattern, and/or
YHU\IUDJPHQWHG
disturbed land
cover.

Landscape
scale/pattern

HIGH

Soft porous
VHWWOHPHQW
HGJHÀOWHUHG
into historic
landscape
pattern.

Substantial
contribution
WRVHWWLQJIURP
YHU\GLVWLQFWLYH
landscape
features and
green spaces
at the edge
of/on the
approaches to
WKHVHWWOHPHQWV

9HU\JRRG

Intricate,
varied pattern
undisturbed,
consistent
patterns of
land cover and
KLVWRULFOD\RXW

9HU\FRPSOH[
with strong
topographical
YDULHW\
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LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER
SENSITIVITY

Low-Moderate
LowModerate

Moderate
Low-Moderate
Low
Low

Moderate
Low-Moderate
Low

High

High

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

VISUAL SENSITIVITY

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

HIGH

ModerateHigh

High

High

High

High

High
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Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High

3XEOLFYLHZVDUH
H[SHULHQFHGE\
DKLJKQXPEHU
of visitors to the
landscape and/or
ORFDOO\LPSRUWDQW
35R:9LVLELOLW\
IURPPDMRU
transport routes.

Distinctive
SDQRUDPLF
views, including
SURPLQHQW
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVDQG
RUPDMRUJDWHZD\
views available
IURPDFURVVWKH
area.

([WHQVLYHYLHZV
of/across the
area. the area
LVDPDMRU
FRPSRQHQWRI
wider landscape
views. High level
RIYLVLELOLW\

High

)UHTXHQWSXEOLF
views for visitors
HQMR\LQJWKH
ODQGVFDSHDQGIURP
35R:V
Occasional
public views
IURP35R:
routes and
local transport
routes.

3XEOLFYLHZVDUH
H[SHULHQFHGE\D
VPDOOQXPEHURI
public receptors
RUE\DODUJHU
QXPEHURI
receptors with a
passing interest
in their visual
HQYLURQPHQWHJ
PRWRULVWVRQORFDO
transport routes.

6RPHSXEOLF
views for visitors
DQGIURP35R:V
6RPHYLVLELOLW\
IURPWUDQVSRUW
routes.

6RPHLPSRUWDQW
views to the wider
landscape and
of natural/built
ODQGPDUNVDUH
available, and
DQ\PRUHLQWUXVLYH
HOHPHQWVDUH
QRWSDUWLFXODUO\
SURPLQHQW

$UHDIURPZKLFK
WKHUHDUHVRPH
wider views
containing
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVEXW
WKHUHPD\DOVR
EHVRPHLQWUXVLYH
HOHPHQWV
/LPLWHGSDUWLDO
views of
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVEXW
WKHUHPD\DOVR
EHDUHODWLYHO\
developed
cluttered
VN\OLQH

No views of
natural and
EXLOWODQGPDUNV
&OXWWHUHGVN\OLQH
character.

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

Visual
Receptors

7KHDUHDLVD
FRPSRQHQWRIZLGHU
longer landscape
views of/across the
area. Moderate-high
OHYHORIYLVLELOLW\

6RPHYLVLELOLW\
of/across the
DUHDIURPWKH
surrounding
landscape.
Moderate level of
YLVLELOLW\

Occasional
views of/across
the area where
JDSVLQH[LVWLQJ
features allow.
/RZPRGHUDWH
level of
YLVLELOLW\

Views and
Landmarks

LOW
7KLVDUHDLVZHOO
FRQWDLQHGE\
H[LVWLQJIHDWXUHV
- buildings, trees,
ODQGIRUP/RZ
OHYHORIYLVLELOLW\

General
Visibility

MODERATE

&RPSOH[
topographical
variation.

MODERATE

Occasional
YDULHW\EXW
lacking strong
FRPSOH[LW\

6LPSOHODUJHVFDOH 6LPSOHODUJHWR
SUHGRPLQDQWO\ÁDW PHGLXPVFDOH
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
ÁDWWRPLOGO\
undulating.

Topography/
landform

LOW

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

7KHVLWHLVZHOOFRQWDLQHGE\WKHH[LVWLQJYHJHWDWLRQDQGUDLOZD\OLQHDORQJWKHQRUWKHUQ
ERXQGDU\7KHUHDUHQR352:ZLWKLQWKHYLFLQLW\RIWKHVLWH3XEOLFYLHZVRIWKHVLWHV
ZHVWHUQERXQGDU\RIWKHVLWHDUHH[SHULHQFHGE\DVPDOOQXPEHURIUHFHSWRUVDORQJ
)RUHZRRG/DQH7KLVFRQWULEXWHVWRLow YLVXDOVHQVLWLYLW\

7KLV LV DQ H[LVWLQJ UHVLGHQWLDO VLWH FRQVLVWLQJ RI D VLQJOH KRXVH ZLWKLQ JDUGHQ SORW
,W LV ZHOO ÀOWHUHG LQWR WKH DUHD·V VHWWOHPHQW SDWWHUQ DQG WKH ZHOOZRRGHG ERXQGDU\
SURYLGHV VRPH FRQWULEXWLRQ WR WKH FKDUDFWHU DUHD UHVXOWLQJ LQ D Low-Moderate
ODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUVHQVLWLYLW\

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

Visual Sensitivity

Landscape Character Sensitivity

SITE B - FOREWOOD LANE

No
contribution.
No
relationship
with the
AONB.

Not present.
Lack of local
RUVWDWXWRU\
designations
within the area
RUDGMDFHQW

Contribute to the
setting of the
High Weald AONB
and its special
qualities.

Conservation
interests: presence
of features
of wildlife,
archaeological,
historic and
cultural interest
that can add value
to the landscape,
as well as having
value in their own
right.
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1RWWUDQTXLO
PXFKKXPDQ
DFWLYLW\/DFN
of a distinctive
sense of place
or scenic
EHDXW\

Perceptual
aspects/qualities
(eg scenic beauty,
sense of place,
tranquillity,
wildness, rurality)

LOW

Slight
contribution
IURPDIHZ
undesignatied
features of
interest. Lack
RIVWDWXWRU\
designations
within the area
RUDGMRLQLQJ

Slight
contribution.
/LPLWHGGLVWDQW
setting to the
AONB.

/LPLWHG
WUDQTXLOOLW\
ZLWKVLJQLÀFDQW
KXPDQ
GHWUDFWRUVIURP
rural/natural
TXDOLWLHV
/LPLWHG
perception of a
sense of place.
Substantial
contribution.
Setting is within
the AONB.

6WDWXWRU\/RFDO
designations
and their settings
affect a high
proportion of the
area.

0RGHUDWH0DMRU
contribution. Close
distant setting
to the AONB,
with boundaries
DGMRLQLQJ
$QXPEHURI
features of
LQWHUHVW6WDWXWRU\
designations and
their settings affect
parts of the area.

Moderate
contribution.
Middle distant
setting to the
AONB.

6RPHIHDWXUHV
of interest.
6RPHORFDO
designations
cover the
area or are
LPPHGLDWHO\
DGMDFHQW
6WDWXWRU\
designation in
WKHYLFLQLW\

6RPHKXPDQ
DFWLYLW\
affecting
WUDQTXLOOLW\
DQGRUVRPH
features that
contribute to
a sense of
place.

7UDQTXLODQG
UHPRWHLQ
character,
QDWXUDOEHDXW\
ZLWKIHZKXPDQ
LQÁXHQFHV9HU\
distinctive sense
of place.

HIGH
5HODWLYHO\WUDQTXLO
and/or a strong
sense of place
ZLWKVRPHVFHQLF
features.

MODERATE
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OVERALL
LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY
Low

LowModerate

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

LowModerate

Negligible/
Low

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

LANDSCAPE VALUE

Moderate-High

High

Moderate-High Moderate-High

LowModerate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Moderate-High

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

ModerateHigh

High

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY

Moderate
6RPHRIWKHNH\FKDUDFWHULVWLFVDQGTXDOLWLHVRIWKHODQGVFDSHDUHYXOQHUDEOHWRFKDQJH$OWKRXJK
WKH ODQGVFDSH KDV VRPH DELOLW\ WR DEVRUE GHYHORSPHQW LW LV OLNHO\ WR FDXVH VRPH FKDQJH LQ
FKDUDFWHU&DUHZRXOGEHQHHGHGLQORFDWLQJGHYHORSPHQW,WPD\EHDEOHWREHDFFRPPRGDWHG
LQVRPHSDUWVRIWKHDUHDHJ¶URXQGLQJRIIRIDVHWWOHPHQW·RULQ¶LQÀOOVLWHV·0D\EHVXLWDEOHIRU
VPDOOVHWWOHPHQWH[WHQVLRQVDVVXPLQJDSSURSULDWHPLWLJDWLRQ

7KHVLWHLVVLWXDWHGZLWKLQWKH)RUH:RRG/DQHVHWWOHPHQWDUHDLPPHGLDWHO\DGMDFHQW
WRWKHUDLOZD\OLQHZKLFKOLPLWVWKHWUDQTXLOOLW\RIWKHDUHD7KHVLWHLVORFDWHGZLWKLQWKH
+LJK:HDOG$21%DQGLQWKHYLFLQLW\RI)RUH:RRGDQDUHDRI$QFLHQW:RRGODQG
SSSI/SNCI designation which contributes to Moderate landscape value.

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

Landscape Capacity Ranking

Landscape Value Criteria

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Soft porous
VHWWOHPHQW
HGJHÀOWHUHG
into historic
landscape
pattern.

9DULDEOHHGJH
VRPHPRGHUQ
LQÁXHQFHEXW
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
ZHOOÀOWHUHGLQWR
landscape.

9DULDEOHHGJH
VRPHKLVWRULF
EXWPRGHUQ
larger scale
also evident.

Occasional
ÀOWHUHGHGJHEXW
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
abrupt.

Harsh, abrupt
DQGXQÀOWHUHG
VHWWOHPHQWHGJH

Condition/
quality of the
settlement
edge.

Substantial
contribution
WRVHWWLQJIURP
YHU\GLVWLQFWLYH
landscape
features and
green spaces
at the edge
of/on the
approaches to
WKHVHWWOHPHQWV

,PSRUWDQW
FRQWULEXWLRQIURP
landscape features
and green spaces.

Moderate
contribution
IURP
landscape
features and
green spaces.

3DUWLDOPLQRU
contribution
IURPODQGVFDSH
features/green
spaces.

No contribution,
Character
LHQRLGHQWLÀDEOH
contribution
landscape setting
to the
landscape
setting of the
settlements.

9HU\JRRG

Fair

3RRUWRIDLU

3RRU

Landscape
condition/
intactness

Intricate,
varied pattern
undisturbed,
consistent
patterns of
land cover and
KLVWRULFOD\RXW

*RRG

9DULHGSDWWHUQ
ZLWKVRPH
LQWULFDF\/DUJHO\
undisturbed and
coherent land
FRYHU6RPH
historic land use
pattern.

6RPHYDULHW\
/LPLWHG
disturbance,
a degree of
FRQVLVWHQF\LQ
pattern of land
use and cover.

/DUJHO\VLPSOH
ZLWKVRPH
disturbance, or
PRVWO\IUDJPHQWHG
land cover and
land use.

6LPSOHODUJHVFDOH
pattern, and/or
YHU\IUDJPHQWHG
disturbed land
cover.

Landscape
scale/pattern

HIGH
9HU\FRPSOH[
with strong
topographical
YDULHW\
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Occasional
public views
IURP35R:
routes and
local transport
routes.

3XEOLFYLHZVDUH
H[SHULHQFHGE\D
VPDOOQXPEHURI
public receptors
RUE\DODUJHU
QXPEHURI
receptors with a
passing interest
in their visual
HQYLURQPHQWHJ
PRWRULVWVRQORFDO
transport routes.

LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER
SENSITIVITY

Low-Moderate
LowModerate

Moderate
Low-Moderate
Low
LowModerate

Moderate
Low-Moderate
Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High

HIGH

ModerateHigh

High

High

High

High

High
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Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High

3XEOLFYLHZVDUH
H[SHULHQFHGE\
DKLJKQXPEHU
of visitors to the
landscape and/or
ORFDOO\LPSRUWDQW
35R:9LVLELOLW\
IURPPDMRU
transport routes.

Distinctive
SDQRUDPLF
views, including
SURPLQHQW
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVDQG
RUPDMRUJDWHZD\
views available
IURPDFURVVWKH
area.

([WHQVLYHYLHZV
of/across the
DUHD7KHDUHD
LVDPDMRU
FRPSRQHQWRI
wider landscape
views. High level
RIYLVLELOLW\

High

)UHTXHQWSXEOLF
views for visitors
HQMR\LQJWKH
ODQGVFDSHDQGIURP
35R:V

6RPHLPSRUWDQW
views to the wider
landscape and
of natural/built
ODQGPDUNVDUH
available, and
DQ\PRUHLQWUXVLYH
HOHPHQWVDUH
QRWSDUWLFXODUO\
SURPLQHQW

7KHDUHDLVD
FRPSRQHQWRIZLGHU
longer landscape
views of/across the
area. Moderate-high
OHYHORIYLVLELOLW\

VISUAL SENSITIVITY

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

High

6RPHSXEOLF
views for visitors
DQGIURP35R:V
6RPHYLVLELOLW\
IURPWUDQVSRUW
routes.

$UHDIURPZKLFK
WKHUHDUHVRPH
wider views
containing
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVEXW
WKHUHPD\DOVR
EHVRPHLQWUXVLYH
HOHPHQWV

/LPLWHGSDUWLDO
views of
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVEXW
WKHUHPD\DOVR
EHDUHODWLYHO\
developed
cluttered
VN\OLQH

No views of
natural and
EXLOWODQGPDUNV
&OXWWHUHGVN\OLQH
character.

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

Visual
Receptors

6RPHYLVLELOLW\
of/across the
DUHDIURPWKH
surrounding
landscape.
Moderate level of
YLVLELOLW\

Occasional
views of/across
the area where
JDSVLQH[LVWLQJ
features allow.
/RZPRGHUDWH
level of
YLVLELOLW\

Views and
Landmarks

LOW
7KLVDUHDLVZHOO
FRQWDLQHGE\
H[LVWLQJIHDWXUHV
- buildings, trees,
ODQGIRUP/RZ
OHYHORIYLVLELOLW\

General
Visibility

MODERATE

&RPSOH[
topographical
variation.

MODERATE

Occasional
YDULHW\EXW
lacking strong
FRPSOH[LW\

LOW

6LPSOHODUJHVFDOH 6LPSOHODUJHWR
SUHGRPLQDQWO\ÁDW PHGLXPVFDOH
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
ÁDWWRPLOGO\
undulating.

Topography/
landform

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

7KHVLWHLVKLJKO\YLVLEOHIURPWKH35R:DZKLFKFURVVHVWKURXJKWKHVLWHDVZHOODV
IURPWKH&RXQWU\:DON%H[KLOO/LQN 35R:D ZKLFKUXQVRXWVLGHWKHVLWH
DORQJWKHORZHUVORSHVWRWKHVRXWKZLWKPDQ\UHFHSWRUVRIPRGHUDWHKLJKVHQVLWLYLW\
7KH VLWH LV D FRPSRQHQW RI D ZLGHU ODQGVFDSH ZLWK YLHZV DFURVV WKH YDOOH\ 7KLV
contributes to a Moderate-High YLVXDOVHQVLWLYLW\

7KLVDUHD·VJHQWO\XQGXODWLQJWRSRJUDSK\ODUJHO\XQGLVWXUEHGÀHOGSDWWHUQDQGJRRG
ODQGVFDSH FRQGLWLRQ ZLWK UHODWLYHO\ ÀOWHUHG VHWWOHPHQW HGJH PDNHV DQ LPSRUWDQW
contribution to the distinctive rural landscape setting of Crowhurst village, point to a
Moderate-HighODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUVHQVLWLYLW\

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

Visual Sensitivity

Landscape Character Sensitivity

SITE C - CENTRAL CROWHURST

No
contribution.
No
relationship
with the
AONB.

Not present.
Lack of local
RUVWDWXWRU\
designations
within the area
RUDGMDFHQW

Contribute to the
setting of the
High Weald AONB
and its special
qualities.

Conservation
interests: presence
of features
of wildlife,
archaeological,
historic and
cultural interest
that can add value
to the landscape,
as well as having
value in their own
right.
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1RWWUDQTXLO
PXFKKXPDQ
DFWLYLW\/DFN
of a distinctive
sense of place
or scenic
EHDXW\

Perceptual
aspects/qualities
(eg scenic beauty,
sense of place,
tranquillity,
wildness, rurality)

LOW

Slight
contribution
IURPDIHZ
undesignatied
features of
interest. Lack
RIVWDWXWRU\
designations
within the area
RUDGMRLQLQJ

Slight
contribution.
/LPLWHGGLVWDQW
setting to the
AONB.

/LPLWHG
WUDQTXLOOLW\
ZLWKVLJQLÀFDQW
KXPDQ
GHWUDFWRUVIURP
rural/natural
TXDOLWLHV
/LPLWHG
perception of a
sense of place.
Substantial
contribution.
Setting is within
the AONB.

6WDWXWRU\/RFDO
designations
and their settings
affect a high
proportion of the
area.

0RGHUDWH0DMRU
contribution. Close
distant setting
to the AONB,
with boundaries
DGMRLQLQJ
$QXPEHURI
features of
LQWHUHVW6WDWXWRU\
designations and
their settings affect
parts of the area.

Moderate
contribution.
Middle distant
setting to the
AONB.

6RPHIHDWXUHV
of interest.
6RPHORFDO
designations
cover the
area or are
LPPHGLDWHO\
DGMDFHQW
6WDWXWRU\
designation in
WKHYLFLQLW\

6RPHKXPDQ
DFWLYLW\
affecting
WUDQTXLOOLW\
DQGRUVRPH
features that
contribute to
a sense of
place.

7UDQTXLODQG
UHPRWHLQ
character,
QDWXUDOEHDXW\
ZLWKIHZKXPDQ
LQÁXHQFHV9HU\
distinctive sense
of place.

HIGH
5HODWLYHO\WUDQTXLO
and/or a strong
sense of place
ZLWKVRPHVFHQLF
features.

MODERATE

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

7KHVLWHLVORFDWHGZLWKLQWKH+LJK:HDOG$21%DQGZLWKLQWKHYLFLQLW\RIWKH/LVWHG
%XLOGLQJVDQG6FKHGXOHG$QFLHQW0RQXPHQWZLWKLQ&URZKXUVW+LVWRULF9LOODJH7KH
RSHQÀHOGFKDUDFWHUFRQWULEXWHVWRDVHQVHRISODFHZLWKVRPHKXPDQDFWLYLW\DIIHFWLQJ
WKHWUDQTXLOOLW\WRZDUGVWKHZHVWRIWKHVLWH7KLVFRQWULEXWHVWRModerate landscape
value.

Landscape Value Criteria
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OVERALL
LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY
Low
LowModerate

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

LowModerate

Negligible/
Low

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

LANDSCAPE VALUE

Moderate-High

High

Moderate-High Moderate-High

LowModerate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Moderate-High

Moderate

ModerateHigh

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

High

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY

Low/Moderate
3RVLWLYH NH\ FKDUDFWHULVWLFV RYHUDOO FKDUDFWHU DQG TXDOLWLHV RI WKH ODQGVFDSH DUH YXOQHUDEOH
WR FKDQJH 7KHUH PD\ EH VRPH OLPLWHG RSSRUWXQLWLHV WR DFFRPPRGDWH GHYHORSPHQW ZLWKRXW
GHWULPHQWDOHIIHFWV

Landscape Capacity Ranking

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Soft porous
VHWWOHPHQW
HGJHÀOWHUHG
into historic
landscape
pattern.

9DULDEOHHGJH
VRPHPRGHUQ
LQÁXHQFHEXW
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
ZHOOÀOWHUHGLQWR
landscape.

9DULDEOHHGJH
VRPHKLVWRULF
EXWPRGHUQ
larger scale
also evident.

Occasional
ÀOWHUHGHGJHEXW
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
abrupt.

Harsh, abrupt
DQGXQÀOWHUHG
VHWWOHPHQWHGJH

Condition/
quality of the
settlement
edge.

Substantial
contribution
WRVHWWLQJIURP
YHU\GLVWLQFWLYH
landscape
features and
green spaces
at the edge
of/on the
approaches to
WKHVHWWOHPHQWV

,PSRUWDQW
FRQWULEXWLRQIURP
landscape features
and green spaces.

Moderate
contribution
IURP
landscape
features and
green spaces.

3DUWLDOPLQRU
contribution
IURPODQGVFDSH
features/green
spaces.

No contribution,
Character
LHQRLGHQWLÀDEOH
contribution
landscape setting
to the
landscape
setting of the
settlements.

9HU\JRRG

Fair

3RRUWRIDLU

3RRU

Landscape
condition/
intactness

Intricate,
varied pattern
undisturbed,
consistent
patterns of
land cover and
KLVWRULFOD\RXW

*RRG

9DULHGSDWWHUQ
ZLWKVRPH
LQWULFDF\/DUJHO\
undisturbed and
coherent land
FRYHU6RPH
historic land use
pattern.

6RPHYDULHW\
/LPLWHG
disturbance,
a degree of
FRQVLVWHQF\LQ
pattern of land
use and cover.

/DUJHO\VLPSOH
ZLWKVRPH
disturbance, or
PRVWO\IUDJPHQWHG
land cover and
land use.

6LPSOHODUJHVFDOH
pattern, and/or
YHU\IUDJPHQWHG
disturbed land
cover.

Landscape
scale/pattern

HIGH
9HU\FRPSOH[
with strong
topographical
YDULHW\
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LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER
SENSITIVITY

Low-Moderate
LowModerate

Moderate
Low-Moderate
Low
LowModerate

Moderate
Low-Moderate
Low

High

High

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

VISUAL SENSITIVITY

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

High
Moderate-High

ModerateHigh

High

High

High

High

High

High
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Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High

3XEOLFYLHZVDUH
H[SHULHQFHGE\
DKLJKQXPEHU
of visitors to the
landscape and/or
ORFDOO\LPSRUWDQW
35R:9LVLELOLW\
IURPPDMRU
transport routes.
)UHTXHQWSXEOLF
views for visitors
HQMR\LQJWKH
ODQGVFDSHDQGIURP
35R:V

6RPHSXEOLF
views for visitors
DQGIURP35R:V
6RPHYLVLELOLW\
IURPWUDQVSRUW
routes.
Occasional
public views
IURP35R:
routes and
local transport
routes.

3XEOLFYLHZVDUH
H[SHULHQFHGE\D
VPDOOQXPEHURI
public receptors
RUE\DODUJHU
QXPEHURI
receptors with a
passing interest
in their visual
HQYLURQPHQWHJ
PRWRULVWVRQORFDO
transport routes.

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

Visual
Receptors

Distinctive
SDQRUDPLF
views, including
SURPLQHQW
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVDQG
RUPDMRUJDWHZD\
views available
IURPDFURVVWKH
area.

6RPHLPSRUWDQW
views to the wider
landscape and
of natural/built
ODQGPDUNVDUH
available, and
DQ\PRUHLQWUXVLYH
HOHPHQWVDUH
QRWSDUWLFXODUO\
SURPLQHQW
$UHDIURPZKLFK
WKHUHDUHVRPH
wider views
containing
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVEXW
WKHUHPD\DOVR
EHVRPHLQWUXVLYH
HOHPHQWV
/LPLWHGSDUWLDO
views of
natural/built
ODQGPDUNVEXW
WKHUHPD\DOVR
EHDUHODWLYHO\
developed
cluttered
VN\OLQH

No views of
natural and
EXLOWODQGPDUNV
&OXWWHUHGVN\OLQH
character.

HIGH
([WHQVLYHYLHZV
of/across the
DUHD7KHDUHD
LVDPDMRU
FRPSRQHQWRI
wider landscape
views. High level
RIYLVLELOLW\

7KHDUHDLVD
FRPSRQHQWRIZLGHU
longer landscape
views of/across the
area. Moderate-high
OHYHORIYLVLELOLW\

6RPHYLVLELOLW\
of/across the
DUHDIURPWKH
surrounding
landscape.
Moderate level of
YLVLELOLW\

Occasional
views of/across
the area where
JDSVLQH[LVWLQJ
features allow.
/RZPRGHUDWH
level of
YLVLELOLW\

Views and
Landmarks

LOW
7KLVDUHDLVZHOO
FRQWDLQHGE\
H[LVWLQJIHDWXUHV
- buildings, trees,
ODQGIRUP/RZ
OHYHORIYLVLELOLW\

General
Visibility

MODERATE

&RPSOH[
topographical
variation.

MODERATE

Occasional
YDULHW\EXW
lacking strong
FRPSOH[LW\

LOW

6LPSOHODUJHVFDOH 6LPSOHODUJHWR
SUHGRPLQDQWO\ÁDW PHGLXPVFDOH
SUHGRPLQDQWO\
ÁDWWRPLOGO\
undulating.

Topography/
landform

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

7KHVLWHLVKLJKO\YLVLEOHIURPWKH35R:VZKLFKDUHSUHVHQWZLWKLQ3RZGHUPLOO9DOOH\
&RXQWU\:DON%H[KLOO/LQNDQG35R: DQG35R:EZKLFKUXQVDORQJ
WKH ULGJH VRXWKZHVW RI WKH VLWH 7KH VLWH LV D FRPSRQHQW RI ZLGHU ODQGVFDSH ZLWK
XQREWUXVLYHYLHZVDFURVVDUXUDOODQGVFDSH7KLVFRQWULEXWHVWRDModerate-High
YLVXDOVHQVLWLYLW\

7KLVDUHD·VJHQWO\XQGXODWLQJWRSRJUDSK\ODUJHO\XQGLVWXUEHGÀHOGSDWWHUQDQGJRRG
ODQGVFDSH FRQGLWLRQ ZLWK UHODWLYHO\ ÀOWHUHG VHWWOHPHQW HGJH PDNH DQ LPSRUWDQW
FRQWULEXWLRQ WR WKH GLVWLQFWLYH UXUDO ODQGVFDSH FKDUDFWHU RI &URZKXUVW 3DULVK DQG
points to an overall Moderate-HighODQGVFDSHFKDUDFWHUVHQVLWLYLW\

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

Visual Sensitivity

Landscape Character Sensitivity

SITE E - HYE HOUSE RIDGE

No
contribution.
No
relationship
with the
AONB.

Not present.
Lack of local
RUVWDWXWRU\
designations
within the area
RUDGMDFHQW

Contribute to the
setting of the
High Weald AONB
and its special
qualities.

Conservation
interests: presence
of features
of wildlife,
archaeological,
historic and
cultural interest
that can add value
to the landscape,
as well as having
value in their own
right.

HBA-769-001.indd

October 2017

1RWWUDQTXLO
PXFKKXPDQ
DFWLYLW\/DFN
of a distinctive
sense of place
or scenic
EHDXW\

Perceptual
aspects/qualities
(eg scenic beauty,
sense of place,
tranquillity,
wildness, rurality)

LOW

Slight
contribution
IURPDIHZ
undesignatied
features of
interest. Lack
RIVWDWXWRU\
designations
within the area
RUDGMRLQLQJ

Slight
contribution.
/LPLWHGGLVWDQW
setting to the
AONB.

/LPLWHG
WUDQTXLOOLW\
ZLWKVLJQLÀFDQW
KXPDQ
GHWUDFWRUVIURP
rural/natural
TXDOLWLHV
/LPLWHG
perception of a
sense of place.
Substantial
contribution.
Setting is within
the AONB.

6WDWXWRU\/RFDO
designations
and their settings
affect a high
proportion of the
area.

0RGHUDWH0DMRU
contribution. Close
distant setting
to the AONB,
with boundaries
DGMRLQLQJ
$QXPEHURI
features of
LQWHUHVW6WDWXWRU\
designations and
their settings affect
parts of the area.

Moderate
contribution.
Middle distant
setting to the
AONB.

6RPHIHDWXUHV
of interest.
6RPHORFDO
designations
cover the
area or are
LPPHGLDWHO\
DGMDFHQW
6WDWXWRU\
designation in
WKHYLFLQLW\

6RPHKXPDQ
DFWLYLW\
affecting
WUDQTXLOOLW\
DQGRUVRPH
features that
contribute to
a sense of
place.

7UDQTXLODQG
UHPRWHLQ
character,
QDWXUDOEHDXW\
ZLWKIHZKXPDQ
LQÁXHQFHV9HU\
distinctive sense
of place.

HIGH
5HODWLYHO\WUDQTXLO
and/or a strong
sense of place
ZLWKVRPHVFHQLF
features.

MODERATE

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY

7KHVLWHLVORFDWHGRXWVLGHWKH+LJK:HDOG$21%DQGPDNHVDPRGHUDWHFRQWULEXWLRQ
WRLWVVHWWLQJ,WLVVLWXDWHGFORVHWR+\H+RXVH/LVWHG%XLOGLQJDQGVRXWKRI&KDSHO+LOO
:RRGV7KHVHIDFWRUVFRQWULEXWHWRZDUGVModerate landscape value.
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OVERALL
LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY
Low
LowModerate

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

LowModerate

Negligible/
Low

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

LANDSCAPE VALUE

Moderate-High

High

Moderate-High Moderate-High

LowModerate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Moderate-High

Moderate

ModerateHigh

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

High

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY

Low/Moderate
3RVLWLYH NH\ FKDUDFWHULVWLFV RYHUDOO FKDUDFWHU DQG TXDOLWLHV RI WKH ODQGVFDSH DUH YXOQHUDEOH
WR FKDQJH 7KHUH PD\ EH VRPH OLPLWHG RSSRUWXQLWLHV WR DFFRPPRGDWH GHYHORSPHQW ZLWKRXW
GHWULPHQWDOHIIHFWV

Landscape Capacity Ranking

3 LANDSCAPE STRATEGIES

2SHQFRXQWU\VLGH

Landscape buffer

Notable buildings

Listed buildings

Ancient woodland/SSSI/SNCI

LCA 2b
&URZKXUVW+LVWRULF9LOODJH

LCA 2a
3RZGHUPLOO9DOOH\)DUPODQG

LCA 1b
)RUH:RRG/DQH6HWWOHPHQW

LCA 1a
Fore Wood Nature Reserve

Huskisson Brown Associates

$PHQLW\/DQGVFDSH

Access

([LVWLQJWUHHV ,QGLFDWLYH

35R:

3RWHQWLDOGHYHORSDEOH
residential area
DSSUR[KD

Site A

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Key

 0DLQWDLQRSHQDUHDRIFRXQWU\VLGHDFURVVZHVWHUQVORSHV
WRSURWHFWUXUDOHGJHWRDQFLHQWZRRGODQGDQGPDLQWDLQ
WUDQTXLOFKDUDFWHULVWLFRIWKHYDOOH\DQGYLOODJHVHWWLQJ
 6RPHFDSDFLW\IRUVPDOOVFDOHGHYHORSPHQWWREHORFDWHG
RQWKHORZHUVRXWKIDFLQJVORSHVVRXWKRIWKHH[LVWLQJ
GHYHORSPHQW
 5RXWHRI&RXQWU\:DON%H[KLOO/LQNWREHSURWHFWHG
DQGDQ\GHYHORSPHQWZRXOGQHHGWREHVHQVLWLYHO\
designed to respect this rural path.
 $Q\GHYHORSPHQWWRSURYLGHFRQQHFWLRQVWRH[LVWLQJ35R:
WRLQFUHDVHSHUPHDELOLW\DQGFUHDWHDFRXQWU\VLGHURXWHWR
the village.
 /DQGVFDSHEXIIHUDORQJFRXQWU\VLGHERXQGDU\WRSURYLGH
VWURQJVRIWHGJHWRKHOSÀOWHUGHYHORSPHQWLQWRWKH
H[LVWLQJODQGVFDSHSDWWHUQDQGFUHDWHKDELWDWOLQNDJHV
 1HZGHYHORSPHQWWRUHÁHFWUXUDOYLOODJHDQGIDUPVWHDG
characteristics through use of vernacular architecture,
GHWDLOLQJOD\RXWDQGVFDOHDYRLGLQJVXEXUEDQLVDWLRQ

Landscape Strategy

Capacity Assessment Ranking: Low-Moderate
3RVLWLYH NH\ FKDUDFWHULVWLFV RYHUDOO FKDUDFWHU DQG TXDOLWLHV RI
WKHODQGVFDSHDUHYXOQHUDEOHWRFKDQJH7KHUHPD\EHVRPH
OLPLWHGRSSRUWXQLWLHVWRDFFRPPRGDWHUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQW
ZLWKRXWGHWULPHQWDOHIIHFWV

0m

3D
ULV
K
E
RX

100m

DU
\

QG
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3RWHQWLDO
developable
area
Powdermill
Valley

RXQWU\
:DON
%H[KLO
O/LQN
35R:
D

1HZYLOODJHOLQN
YLD35R:

35R:D

&

Retain as open
FRXQWU\VLGH

Fore Wood
Nature Reserve

SITE A - POWDERMILL VALLEY NORTHERN SLOPES LANDSCAPE STRATEGY

Crowhurst
Historic
Village

3RWHQWLDOVLWH
DFFHVV

HBA-769-001.indd
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1RWH7KHVLWHLVORFDWHGZLWKLQWKH
High Weald AONB

Medieval Manor
6W*HRUJH·V&KXUFK

)RUHZRRG/DQH

Access

3RWHQWLDOGHYHORSDEOHUHVLGHQWLDODUHD
DSSUR[KD

/&$E)RUH:RRG/DQH6HWWOHPHQW

/&$F6WDWLRQ5RDG6HWWOHPHQW

LCA 1a Fore Wood Nature Reserve

35R:

Ancient woodland/SSSI/SNCI

Listed buildings

([LVWLQJODQGVFDSHEXIIHU LQGLFDWLYH

Site B

HBA-769-001.indd
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Key

Landscape Strategy
 5HWDLQH[LVWLQJERXQGDU\YHJHWDWLRQZKLFKSURYLGHVD
ZHOOZRRGHGHQFORVHGODQGVFDSHZLWKQHZGHYHORSPHQW
contained within.
 ([LVWLQJHQWUDQFHRII)RUHZRRG/DQHPD\QHHGWREH
LPSURYHGZLGHQHGWRSURYLGHVXLWDEOHDFFHVV
 0DQDJHPDLQWDLQH[LVWLQJWUHHVDQGYHJHWDWLRQIRU
HFRORJLFDOHQKDQFHPHQW
 ([LVWLQJEXQJDORZDQGJDUDJHWREHUHPRYHG
 1HZGHYHORSPHQWWRUHÁHFWUXUDOYLOODJHDQGIDUPVWHDG
characteristics through use of vernacular architecture,
GHWDLOLQJOD\RXWDQGVFDOHDYRLGLQJVXEXUEDQLVDWLRQ

Capacity Assessment Ranking: Moderate
6RPHRIWKHNH\FKDUDFWHULVWLFVDQGTXDOLWLHVRIWKHODQGVFDSH
DUHYXOQHUDEOHWRFKDQJH$OWKRXJKWKHODQGVFDSHKDVVRPH
DELOLW\WRDEVRUEGHYHORSPHQWLWLVOLNHO\WRFDXVHVRPHFKDQJH
in character. Care would be needed in locating residential
GHYHORSPHQW ,W PD\ EH DEOH WR EH DFFRPPRGDWHG LQ VRPH
SDUWVRIWKHDUHDHJ¶URXQGLQJRIIRIDVHWWOHPHQW·RULQ¶LQÀOO
VLWHV·0D\EHVXLWDEOHIRUVPDOOVHWWOHPHQWH[WHQVLRQVDVVXPLQJ
DSSURSULDWHPLWLJDWLRQ

0m

SITE B - FOREWOOD LANE LANDSCAPE STRATEGY

100m

43

3RWHQWLDO
developable
area

Existing buffer
ODQGVFDSH
retained

3RWHQWLDOVLWH
DFFHVV

Fore Wood
Nature
Reserve

%URZQ&RWWDJH

Huskisson Brown Associates

CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

1RWH7KHVLWHLVORFDWHGZLWKLQWKH
High Weald AONB

35R:

LCA 1d
%UDNHV&RSSLFH)DUPODQG

LCA 1c
6WDWLRQ5RDG6HWWOHPHQW

.H\9LHZV

35R:

Listed buildings

Notable buildings

([LVWLQJWUHHV ,QGLFDWLYH

Site C

Landscape buffer

Huskisson Brown Associates

9LOODJH6FKRRO

9LOODJH+DOO

1HZ¶YLOODJH
JUHHQ·ZLWK
existing
veteran tree
retained

100m

44

Powdermill
Valley

35R
:
D

Medieval Manor

6W*HRUJH·V&KXUFK

1HZ9LOODJH*UHHQZLWK
0m
SUDs

2SHQFRXQWU\VLGH

Access

3RWHQWLDOGHYHORSDEOH
UHVLGHQWLDODUHD DSSUR[
0.74ha)

LCA 2b Crowhurst
+LVWRULF9LOODJH

LCA 2a
3RZGHUPLOO9DOOH\
)DUPODQG

provision
CROWHURST PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER, SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

Key

Landscape Strategy
 3RWHQWLDOIRUQHZYLOODJHJUHHQWREHHVWDEOLVKHGDW
western side.
 1RUWKHUQSDUWRIWKHVLWHWREHUHWDLQHGDVFRXQWU\VLGHWR
protect distinctive rural characteristic of the village and
strong distinctive woodland edge between Station Road
VHWWOHPHQWDQGWKHDGMDFHQWÀHOGV
 (QKDQFHPHQWRIKLVWRULFODQGVFDSHVHWWLQJRIYLOODJHE\
UHWDLQLQJJUHHQVSDFHVLPSRUWDQWYLHZVDQGUHPRYLQJ
derelict buildings which are a detractor in the landscape.
 Active frontages to create positive relationships between
QHZVHWWOHPHQWHGJHKLVWRULFYLOODJHDQG3RZGHUPLOO
9DOOH\WRWKHVRXWK
 $Q\QHZGHYHORSPHQWWRUHÁHFWUXUDOYLOODJHDQG
IDUPVWHDGFKDUDFWHULVWLFVWKURXJKXVHRIYHUQDFXODU
DUFKLWHFWXUHGHWDLOLQJOD\RXWDQGVFDOHDYRLGLQJ
suburbanisation.
 /DQGVFDSHEXIIHUDORQJFRXQWU\VLGHERXQGDU\WRSURYLGH
VRIWHGJHÀOWHULQJWKHGHYHORSPHQWLQWRWKHH[LVWLQJ
landscape pattern.
 (QWUDQFHDQGDFFHVVURDGDVSHUH[LVWLQJIDUPVWHDG
 ([LVWLQJ35R: QRD WREHUHWDLQHGDQGDFFRPPRGDWHG
LQDQ\GHYHORSPHQWWKURXJKVHQVLWLYHGHVLJQ

Capacity Assessment Ranking: Low-Moderate
3RVLWLYH NH\ FKDUDFWHULVWLFV RYHUDOO FKDUDFWHU DQG TXDOLWLHV RI
WKHODQGVFDSHDUHYXOQHUDEOHWRFKDQJH7KHUHPD\EHVRPH
OLPLWHGRSSRUWXQLWLHVWRDFFRPPRGDWHUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQW
ZLWKRXWGHWULPHQWDOHIIHFWV

SITE C - CENTRAL CROWHURST LANDSCAPE STRATEGY

%

D
:
35R

e
tag
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35R
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:
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Crowhurst
Historic Village

35
R:
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1RWH7KHVLWHLVORFDWHGZLWKLQWKH
High Weald AONB

Fire damaged barn to
be removed

¶)DUPVWHDGVW\OH·
UHVLGHQWLDOGZHOOLQJV

belt
ODQGVFDSH
buffer
35R:WREHUHWDLQHG

D
: Tree
35R

Retain as open
FRXQWU\VLGH

Existing
tree lined
edge
retained

Landscape buffer provision

Access

3RWHQWLDOGHYHORSDEOHUHVLGHQWLDODUHD
DSSUR[KD

/&$D:DWHUPLOO9DOOH\)DUPODQG

/&$G6RXWKHUQ3RZGHUPLOO9DOOH\)DUPODQG

/&$F3ORXJK,QQ6HWWOHPHQW$UHD

/&$D3RZGHUPLOO9DOOH\)DUPODQG

35R:

$21%ERXQGDU\

Listed buildings

Notable buildings

([LVWLQJWUHHV ,QGLFDWLYH

6LWH(
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Key

 3RWHQWLDOWRLQWHJUDWHGHYHORSPHQWLQWRZRRGHGVORSHVE\
FUHDWLQJZRRGODQGEHOWDORQJWKHVRXWKHUQERXQGDU\DQG
DXJPHQWLQJERXQGDU\SODQWLQJWRUHVWRIVLWH
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