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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. The assessment also had regard to National Planning Policy including that relating to Areas
of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) having regard to the national and local policies that
apply to such areas. Although at the outset of the process, it was unclear whether major
sites (as per the DMDO) would arise as part of the plan, the approach to prioritise areas
outside of the AONB and to conserve this designated character formed an integral part of
the assessment. This is especially so as the boundary for the AONB runs through the
southern part of the village with the areas considered to be the central part of the village
falling within the AONB area. It is also clear on finalisation of the housing sites to take
forward for allocation that the plan is compliance with Paragraph 116 of the NPPF in only
supporting major development in such area in exceptional circumstances.

5. 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,
accord with planning guidance and maximise opportunities for enhancement.
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Methodology
The initial stage- Identification of potential sites
6. 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.

7. 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 by 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 that 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.

8. 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, 36 sites were put forward for housing development of which
18 were available and promoted by the owner. Of the 15 that were available, 5 were located
in the areas outside of the AONB.

9. 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
3
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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.

10. 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
11. 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.

12. 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.

13. 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
4
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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 thresholds and local housing needs dictated an approach to prioritise affordable
housing delivery on a site.

14. 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)

5

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

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 including whether
the site was located in the AONB
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

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

Accessibility
Landscape
Heritage
Landscape
Heritage

Landscape
Heritage
Biodiversity
Flood risk
Air quality
Biodiversity

Flood Risk
Water consumption

Landscape
Heritage
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Figure 1 Criteria for selecting sites

15. 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 be discounted. However, if a site were to be contrary to an essential criterion,
it would not proceed to the next stage.

16. The assessments and the criteria was also underpinned by local and national planning
policy, particularly those relating to the AONB, having regard to Policy 115 and 116 of the
NPPF which places great weight on the conservation of such landscapes and the general
presumption against major development in these areas. At the stage of the initial site
assessments, due to the preference of locals for smaller sites, it is was unclear whether
paragraph 116 would be applicable to the plan as it was initially intended to pursue smaller
sites that may not have been considered ‘major’. However, if a site was identified in a nonAONB area, it was obviously given priority subject to other planning considerations.

The Assessment
Stage One – Site Assessments
17. 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 sites 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.

6

October 2018

Crowhurst Neighbourhood Plan – Site Assessment Paper

18. 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 can be set out below which shows the assessment against the 10 site
criteria. This is 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 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.

19. As part of this process, the AONB status of the site was also considered and if a site was a
non-AONB location, this would also be considered as part of the assessment and given
priority in line with Planning Policy. 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. These judgements were also reviewed by the
NP Steering Group and sub task groups such as the land use task, environment and
heritage groups and others to ensure local knowledge was taken into account as part of the
overall assessment.

20. In summary the following sites did not progress to stage two for the following reasons;
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Reasons and justification for not selecting

In AONB

Land at Craig
Court (2)
South of

Lack of available access, protrudes into landscape
Impact on adjacent woodland
High degree of landscape visibility and potential impact on

AONB
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Broadfield (4)

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)
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
8

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. Not available (not
promoted by owner)
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

AONB
AONB

Non-AONB

Non-AONB

Non-AONB

AONB

Levels and size of site inappropriate for 6 units

AONB

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

AONB

Remote from village, landscape harm

AONB

Remote site and would cause landscape harm

AONB

Out of character with landscape and settlement and access
issues.

AONB

Remote site and landscape harm. Not available (not
promoted by owner)

Non-AONB

Remote site and landscape harm. Not available (not
promoted by owner)

Non- AONB

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

AONB

Site considered to be potentially acceptable for development

AONB
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Coombe Dell
(32)

Land at Upper
Wilting (33)
Land to rear of
Christian
Healing Centre
(36)
Land adjacent
to Old Post
Office (39)

Brakes
Coppice (40)
Sites 45-49
Crowhurst
Leisure Park

Land between
Brakes
Coppice and
Christian
Healing Centre

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.
Remote site, noise, air quality issues and landscape harm

Non-AONB

Access, landscape issues and no willing landowner and
incompatible with existing use

AONB

As part of assessment also considered land to the north
which 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.
Woodland and existing tourism use

AONB

AONB

These sites were a combination of smaller sites or larger
AONB
sites which has tourism policy restrictions at the current
time. At this 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 is seen in a countryside context which would be
AONB
detached from the settlement of the village. Access to the
village would also be subject to walking on a unlit road which
is currently 60mph.
Figure 2 Stage One rejected sites

21. 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 case there were no sites where this was the case so in these case the
matter of availability was largely 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.
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AONB
22. Having regard to the planning policy position in respect of the AONB, of the 5 ‘available’ site
that was located in a non-AONB location, 2 of these were discounted due to these being
either remote from the village. Although 3 of the sites (sites 34, 35 and 18) were taken
forward to the next stage of assessment, these would be considered as one site as Site 18
was dependent on Sites 34 and 35 for access purposes. The remainder of the sites within
the non-AONB areas of the village did not progress due to either a lack of landowner
interest or the site being poor in terms of other essential planning matters such as access,
accessibility to village amenities and railway station or integration within the village.
Therefore although at this stage, the preference remained small sites (not major), the scope
of developing outside the AONB was limited to one site (site 18, 34 and 35) which was
taken forward to the second stage of assessment.

23. 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)

24. 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.

25. A copy of the maps of the various sites is attached as Appendix 4
Stage Two – Site assessments
26. Alongside the site specific assessments of the sites that proceeded to stage 2 for further
assessment, the appointed landscape 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
10
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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.

27. 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

28. Having regard to the above, at this stage, the preference on landscape grounds was 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. For all the sites, 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 and which ever. This document is attached as Appendix 5.

29. 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
11
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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 6.

30. 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 c are also located on one of the main safe pedestrian
footpath 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.

31. 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.

32. 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.

33. 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.

34. 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).
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35. As a result of the withdrawal of the site that would have provided access to Site 18, this no
longer represented a suitable or deliverable site. Thus, as a result, there was now no
available site in the non-AONB area of the Parish

36. 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
37. 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

Land south of
Forewood Rise (3
and 41)

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.

Land adjacent to
railway station (11)

38. Although the original brief was to deliver the housing requirements in smaller sites, the
identified housing needs and the lack of suitable sites, resulted in two of the sites having to
accommodate more than 10 homes, which could be considered to represent ‘major
development. However, having regard to the tests of Paragraph 116, the allocation of such
sites is considered justified in this instance. Firstly, the majority of the Parish is located in
the AONB with the railway station and village amenities such as the school and village hall
located in the northern AONB part of the village. The need for the development is confirmed
by the allocation in the Core Strategy and the affordable housing need identified in the
housing survey and wider evidence base. Such needs need to be met within the Parish and
it has been shown there is no sites available outside the AONB and thus there is no scope
to develop outside the area. Finally, the sites have been subject to a landscape assessment
and the policy for the individual sites will mitigate any impact and thus the process has fully
considered any landscape impact and how this can be avoided or moderated. Thus the
assessment process fully accords with Paragraph 116 of the NPP
14
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&XUUHQW8VH

3URSRVHG8VH

2ZQHU
SURPRWLRQ'HYHORSHU

6LWH/DQGEHWZHHQ&URXFKHUV)DUPDQG0HDGRZV


KD
$JULFXOWXUDOODQGLQFOXGLQJDQH[LVWLQJEXLOGLQJ
+RXVLQJ
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3ODQQLQJ+LVWRU\


$Q\FRQVWUDLQWV
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RQKLJKHUJURXQGDQGLVRSHQWRWKHVRXWKEHLQJYLVLEOH
IURPIRRWSDWKV7KXVIXUWKHUDVVHVVPHQWLVUHTXLUHGEXWLW
PD\EHSRVVLEOHWKDWDVPDOOHUGHYHORSPHQWFRXOGUHIOHFW
DGMRLQLQJKRXVLQJWRWKHQRUWKDQGDGGLWLRQDOODQGV FDSLQJ
FRXOGEHSURYLGHGWRWKHUHDUERXQGDU\+RZHYHUDFFHVVLV
SRRUDVRQDGDQJHURXVEHQGDQGWKHPDMRULW\RIWKHVLWHLV
RQDPSKVWUHWFKRIURDG7KHVLWHZRXOGKDYHWR
GHPRQVWUDWHDFFHVVFDQEHGHOLYHUHGLQDVDIHPDQQHU
7KHVLWHLVDGLVWDQFHIURPWKHUDLOZD\VWDWLRQDQGVFKRRO
DOWKRXJKWKLVPHDQVXWLOLVLQJWKHURXWHVDFURVVWKH
FRXQWU\VLGH
'XHWRODFNRIXQFHUWDLQW\RYHUDYDLODELOLW\WKHVLWHLVQRW
GHOLYHUDEOH+RZHYHUHYHQLIZHUHWRFKDQJHFRQFHUQV
UHJDUGLQJDFFHVVDQGSHGHVWULDQVDIHW\UHPDLQZKLFKGR
QRWVXSSRUWQHZKRXVLQJRQWKHVLWHVRVKRXOGQRWEHWDNHQ
IRUZDUG+RZHYHULIGXHWRLWVQRQ$21%ORFDWLRQWKH
3DULVKZLVKWRH[SORUHWKLVIXUWKHULWLVUHFRPPHQGHG
IXUWKHULQYHVWLJDWLRQLQWRWKHDFFHVVDQGODQGVFDSHLPSDFW

Appendix 2

Appendix 3

ƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ
^ŝƚĞ
ĚĚƌĞƐƐ
ŶŽ

ϭ >ĂŶĚĞĂƐƚŽĨ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶZŽĂĚ

Ϯ >ĂŶĚƌĂŝŐůŽƐĞ

ϯ >ĂŶĚĂĚũ&ŽƌĞǁŽŽĚZŝƐĞ

ǀĂŝůĂďůĞ

ϭ

Ϯ ϯ ϰ

ϱ

ϲ ϳ

ϴ

ϵ

ŽŵŵƵ
ŶŝƚǇ
ϭϬ KE
ŽŵŵŶĞƚƐ
ƌĞƉŽŶƐĞ
;нͲͿ
WŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇƐƵŝƚĂďůĞƐŝƚĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚŝŶƌĞůĂƚŝŽŶƚŽĂĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚ
ϯϮн ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ

WƌŽĐĞĞĚƚŽŶĞǆƚ
ƐƚĂŐĞ

z

WƌŽĐĞĞĚƚŽĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ

z
z

ϰн

EŽĂĐĐĞƐƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ

ŽĞƐŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ
ĚƵĞƚŽĂĐĐĞƐƐŝƐƐƵĞƐ
ĂŶĚůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ

Ϯн

WŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇƐŵĂůůĞƌĂƌĞĂŽĨƐŝƚĞĐŽƵůĚďĞ
ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵ^^^/ďƵƚŶĞĞĚƐĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚĂŶĚŝƐƌĞůŝĂŶƚŽŶŽƚŚĞƌůĂŶĚĨŽƌ
ĂĐĐĞƐƐ

WƌŽĐĞĞĚƚŽĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϰ >ĂŶĚƐŽƵƚŚŽĨƌŽĂĚĨŝĞůĚ

z

ϵͲ

sŝƐŝďůĞŝŶĂŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨǀŝĞǁƐĂŶĚĐŽƵůĚůĞĂĚ
ƚŽƐƉƌĂǁůďĞƚǁĞĞŶƉĂƌƚƐŽĨƚŚĞǀŝůůĂŐĞ͘
,ĞƌŝƚĂŐĞĂŶĚĞĐŽůŽŐǇŝƐƐƵĞƐ

ϱ ^ƚĂďůĞƐ

z

ϯͲ

KŶůǇƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĨŽƌϭƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇƐŽŶŽƚƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ
ĨŽƌƚŚĞEWWƌŽĐĞƐƐ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϯͲ

sŝƐŝďůĞŝŶĂŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨǀŝĞǁƐĂŶĚĐŽƵůĚůĞĂĚ
ƚŽƐƉƌĂǁůďĞƚǁĞĞŶƉĂƌƚƐŽĨƚŚĞǀŝůůĂŐĞĂŶĚ
ĐŽƵůĚŝŵƉĂĐƚƵƉŽŶƐĞƚƚŝŶŐŽĨŚƵƌĐŚ͕
ĚŝĨĨŝĐƵůƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚĐŚĂŶŐĞŽĨůĞǀĞůƐĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƐƐ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϲ >ĂŶĚĂĚũƚŽ&ŽƌŐĞŽƚƚĂŐĞƐ

z

ϳ >ĂŶĚĂĚũƌŽƵĐŚĞƌƐ&Ăƌŵ

E

Ϭ

ĂŶŐĞƌŽƵƐĂĐĐĞƐƐ;ǁŚŝĐŚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĂ
ůĂƌŐĞƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞŚĞĚŐĞƌŽǁƚŽďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞϲϬŵƉŚƉĂƌƚĂŶĚĚŽĞƐ
ŶŽƚŚĂǀĞƐĂĨĞĂĐĐĞƐƐ

ϴ >ĂŶĚĂƚ^ƚŽŶĞďƌŝĚŐĞ&Ăƌŵ

E

ϯͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

ϵ >ĂŶĚĂƚůĂĐŬƐŵŝƚŚƐ&ŝĞůĚ

z

Ϯ

ǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƐŚĞůƚĞƌĞĚĂĐĐŽŵŽĚĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŽǁŶĞƌ
ŚĂƐŝŶĚŝŽĐĂƚĞĚŝƚŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϭϬ >ĂŶĚĂƚ,ŝůů,ŽƵƐĞ&Ăƌŵ

z

ϲͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

ϭϭ >ĂŶĚĂĚũƚŽ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌWĂƌŬ

z

ϳн

ĞŶƚƌĂůůǇůŽĐĂƚĞĚƐŝƚĞĂŶĚŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶ^,> ^ŚŽƵůůĚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚĨŽƌ
ďƵƚŝƐƐƵĞƐƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐĂĐĐĞƐƐ
ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ

ϯͲ

>ĞǀĞůƐĂŶĚƐŝǌĞŽĨƐŝƚĞŵĂŬĞŝƚƵŶƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĨŽƌ
ϲƵŶŝƚƐ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϭϮ >ĂŶĚĂĚũƚŽ&ƵƌŶĂĐĞŽƚƚĂŐĞ

z

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϭϴ >ĂŶĚƚŽƌĞĂƌŽĨWůŽƵŐŚW,

E

ϮͲ

,ĂƐŶŽĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŝƚŚŽƵƚƌĞůŝĂŶĐĞŽŶŽƚŚĞƌ
ƉĂƌƚŝĞƐĂŶĚƚŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ
^ŚŽƵůĚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚĨŽƌ
ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶ͘dŽďĞ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚŝŶĐŽŵďŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚƐŝƚĞƐϯϰĂŶĚ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ
;EŽĂĐĐĞƐƐͿ
ϯϱ͘EŽƚKE

ϭϵ >ĂŶĚĂĚũWǇĞƐ&Ăƌŵ

z

ϮͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϮϬ >ĂŶĚĂƚ^ĂŵƉƐŽŶƐ>ĂŶĞ

z

ϰͲ

sĞƌǇǀŝƐŝďůĞŝŶƚŚĞůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞĨƌŽŵƉƵďůŝĐ
ĨŽŽƚƉĂƚŚƐĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƐƐŝƐƉŽŽƌ

Ϯϭ >ĂŶĚĂĚũĚĂŵƐ&Ăƌŵ

E

ϰͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

ϮϮ >ĂŶĚĂƚ,ƵŶƚĞƌƐ,ŝůů

E

Ϭс

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

>ĂŶĚŽƉƉŚƌŝƐƚŝĂŶ,ĞĂůŝŶŐ
Ϯϯ ĞŶƚƌĞ

z

ϲн

YƵŝƚĞĂƉƌŽŵŝŶĞŶƚƐŝƚĞǁŚŝĐŚƌĞůĂƚĞƐƚŽŽƉĞŶ
ĐŽƵŶƚƌǇƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŚĞƌƚŚĂŶƚŚĞƐĞƚƚůĞŵĞŶƚ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

Ϯϱ >ĂŶĚĂƚhƉƉĞƌtŝůƚŝŶŐ&Ăƌŵ

E

ϰͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

Ϯϲ >ĂŶĚĂƚĚĂŵƐ&ĂƌŵdƌĂĐŬ

E

ϲͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

Ϯϳ >ĂŶĚĂĚũƚŽƚŚĞ&ŽƌĞǁŽŽĚ

z

ϴͲ

>ĂŶĚŝƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶŽƌĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƚŽƚŚĞ^^^/
ƐŽŝŶĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞŽŶĞĐŽůŽŐŝĐĂůŐƌŽƵŶĚƐ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

Ϯϵ >ĂŶĚĂƚĞĐŽǇ&Ăƌŵ

E

ϭͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϱͲ

sĞƌǇǀŝƐŝďůĞŝŶƚŚĞůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞĂŶĚƌĞůĂƚĞƐƚŽ
ŽƉĞŶĐŽƵŶƚƌǇƐŝĚĞ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϯϭ >ĂŶĚĂƚĂůůĂƌĚƐ,ŝůů

z

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϯϮ >ĂŶĚĂƚŽŽŵďĞĞůů

z

ϭϴͲ

^ŚŽƵůĚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚĨŽƌ
ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ĞŶƚƌĂůůǇůŽĐĂƚĞĚƐŝƚĞǁŚŝĐŚĐŽƵůĚďĞƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ;ŚĂŶŐĞ
ďƵƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚŝŶƌĞůĂƚŝŽŶƚŽ ŽĨŽǁŶĞƌƐŚŝƉŶŽ
ůŽŶŐĞƌĂǀĂůĂďůĞͿ
ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƐƐ

hƉƉĞƌtŝůƚŝŶŐ&ĂƌŵĂŶĚEĞǁ
ϯϯ ZŽĂĚ

E

ϮͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϯ

/ŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůůǇƵŶƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĚƵĞƚŽƐŝǌĞďƵƚĐŽƵůĚ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽƐŝƚĞϭϴĂŶĚƚŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞ
ƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚŝŶĐŽŵďŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚ
ƚŚŝƐůĂƌŐĞƌƐŝƚĞ

^ŚŽƵůĚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚĨŽƌ
ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ
;ŶŽĂĐĐĞƐƐͿ

ϯϰ >ĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞŽƚƚĂŐĞƐ

E

ϯϱ >ĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ^ƚƵĚŝŽ

>ĂŶĚƚŽƌĞĂƌŽĨŚƌŝƐƚŝĂŶ
ϯϲ ,ĞĂůŝŶŐĐĞŶƚƌĞ

E
z

ϯ

/ŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůůǇƵŶƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĚƵĞƚŽƐŝǌĞďƵƚĐŽƵůĚ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽƐŝƚĞϭϴĂŶĚƚŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞ
ƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚŝŶĐŽŵďŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚ
ƚŚŝƐůĂƌŐĞƌƐŝƚĞ

ϰͲ

>ĂŶĚĚŽĞƐŶŽƚƌĞůĂƚĞƚŽƚŚĞǀŝůůĂŐĞĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƐƐ
ǁŽƵůĚŚĂǀĞƚŽďĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŚƌŽƵŐŚƚŚĞŚĞĂůŝŶŐ
ĐĞŶƚƌĞĂŶĚƚŚŝƐǁŽƵůĚƵŶůŝŬĞůǇƚŽďĞƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ ^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

^ŚŽƵůĚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚĨŽƌ
ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ
;ŶŽĂĐĐĞƐƐͿ

>ĂŶĚďĞƚǁĞĞŶKůĚWŽƐƚKĨĨŝĐĞ
ϯϵ ĂŶĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶZŽĂĚ

z

ϲͲ

ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚĂůŽŶŐǁŝƚŚůĂŶĚƚŽƚŚĞŶŽƌƚŚ
ǁŚŝĐŚǁĂƐĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZŽƚŚĞƌ^,>
ǁŚŝĐŚŽƌŝŐŝŶĂůůǇĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚŝƐƚŽďĞ
ĂƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇƐƵŝƚĂďůĞƐŝƚĞ͘,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ƐŝŶĐĞ
ƚŚĂƚƚŝŵĞZŽƚŚĞƌƌĂŝƐĞĚĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ
ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞǁĂƚĞƌ͕ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞĂŶĚůĂŶĚƐƚĂďŝůŝƚǇ͘/Ŷ
ĂŶǇĐĂƐĞŽƚŚĞƌĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐŚĞƌŝĂƚŐĞ
ĂŶĚůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞŝŵƉĂĐƚĂŶĚŽǁŶĞƌŚĂƐ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ
ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵĞĚůĂŶĚŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘KƚŚĞƌƉĂƌƚƐ ĨŽƌĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ŽĨƚŚĞůĂŶĚŝƐĨůŽŽĚϯƐŽƵŶƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ

ϰϬ ƌĂŬĞƐŽƉƉŝĐĞ

z

ϲͲ

ƌĞŵŽƚĞƐŝƚĞŝŶĂǁŽŽĚĞĚĐŽŶƚĞǆƚǁŚŝĐŚ
ŵĂŬĞƐĂĐĐĞƐƐŽƌĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚĚŝĨĨŝĐƵůƚ

ϰϭ &ŝĞůĚƐŽƵƚŚŽĨ&ŽƌĞǁŽŽĚZŝƐĞ

z

>ĂŶĚĂĚũƌŝĐŬĞƚWŝƚĐŚ͕
ϰϱ ƌŽǁŚƵƌƐƚWĂƌŬ

z

ϭϱн

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ƵĞƚŽƚŚĞůĞǀĞůƐĂŶĚƐĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐƚŽƚŚĞƐŽƵƚŚ͕
ŝƚĐŽƵůĚďĞĂƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇƐƵŝƚĂďůĞƐŝƚĞĂůƚŚŽƵŐŚ
ŝƚƐĂĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚůĂǇŽƵƚŶĞĞĚĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ŝŶǀĞƚƐŝŐĂƚŝŽŶĂůŽŶŐǁŝƚŚůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƐƐ ^ŚŽƵůĚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚĨŽƌ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ͘^ŚŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚŝŶ
ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ
ĐŽŵďŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚ^ŝƚĞϯ
ƚŽŐĞƚŚĞƌǁŝƚŚ^ŝƚĞϯ
>ĂŶĚŽƵƚƐŝĚĞWĂƌŝƐŚ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

ϰϲ ƌŽǁŚƵƌƐƚWĂƌŬͲWĞůŚĂŵ'ĂƚĞƐ
ϰϳ ƌŽǁŚƵƌƐƚWĂƌŬĂŝƌǇďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ
ƌŽǁŚƵƌƐƚWĂƌŬͲDĂŶƐŝŽŶ
ϰϵ ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ

>ĂŶĚďĞƚǁĞĞŶƌĂŬĞƐŽƉƉŝĐĞ
ϱϭ ĂŶĚŚƌŝƐƚŝĂŶ,ĞĂůŝŶŐĞŶƚƌĞ

z

ϭ

ZŽƚŚĞƌƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐƉŽůŝĐŝĞƐĂƚƚŚŝƐƚŝŵĞǁŽƵůĚ
ƉƌŽŚŝďŝƚĐŚĂŶŐĞŽĨƵƐĞŽĨŚŽůŝĚĂǇůĞƚƐƚŽ
ĚǁĞůůŝŶŐƐƐŽŶŽƚƐƵŝƚĂďůĞƚŽƉƌŽĐĞĞĚĂƚƚŚŝƐ
ƐƚĂŐĞ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ
ĂƚƚŚŝƐƐƚĂŐĞ

z

>ŝŬĞůǇƚŽďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽϭͲϮƵŶŝƚƐŽƵŶƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ
ĨŽƌEWĂůůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

z

>ŝŬĞůǇƚŽďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶϲƵŶŝƚƐƐŽ
ƵŶƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĨŽƌEWĂůůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ

z

>ĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞŝŵƉĂĐƚĚƵĞƚŽŝƚƐĚĞƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ
ĨƌŽŵƚŚĞǀŝůůĂŐĞĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŽƵůĚďĞǁĂůŬŝŶŐ
ĂůŽŶŐĂŶƵŶůŝƚϲϬŵƉŚǌŽŶĞ
^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ

^ŚŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ
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Appendix 5

3 LANDSCAPE SENSITIVITY & CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

3.0

METHODOLOGY AND APPROACH TO ASSESSMENT

3.1

Ncpfuecrg"Ugpukvkxkv{"cpf"Ecrcekv{"Cuuguuogpv"ku"c"u{uvgocvke"rtqeguu"hqt"
assessing:

Assessment process and judgements
3.4

 Ncpfuecrg"Ugpukvkxkv{"/"vjg"tgncvkxg"tqdwuvpguu1xwnpgtcdknkv{"qh"c"
ncpfuecrg"vq"c"urgekÞe"v{rg"qh"fgxgnqrogpv"dcugf"qp"lwfigogpvu"
cdqwv"ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"ugpukvkxkv{"cpf"xkuwcn"ugpukvkxkv{0"Kv"ku"vjg"
eqodkpcvkqp"qh"vjg"fkuvkpevkxg"ejctcevgtkuvkeu"*kpenwfkpi"ewnvwtcn"cpf"
natural/ecological factors, condition and aesthetic characteristics) and
xkuwcn"ugpukvkxkv{

 Uvcig"3<"Fgumvqr"cpcn{uku
Dwknfkpi"qp"vjg"ejctcevgt"cuuguuogpv"ugv"qwv"kp"Ugevkqp"3"qh"vjku"tgrqtv."
c"tgxkgy"qh"cgtkcn"rjqvqitcrj{."fgvckngf"ocrrgf"kphqtocvkqp."tgngxcpv"
ncpfuecrg" rncppkpi" rqnke{" cpf" rwdnkujgf" ncpfuecrg" uvwfkgu" hqt" gcej"
kfgpvkÞgf"ukvg"ycu"ocfg0"
 Uvcig"4<"Ukvg"uwtxg{"cpf"cpcn{uku
Hkgnf" uwtxg{" xgtkÞgf" cpf" tgÞpgf" vjg" fgum" dcugf" yqtm0" Vjku" kpenwfgf"
kpurgevkpi" xkgyu" htqo" rwdnke" tqcfu." tkijvu" qh" yc{" cpf" qvjgt" rwdnke"
xkgyrqkpvu" *ykvjkp" vjg" rctkuj" dqwpfct{+." vq" fgÞpg" xkuwcn1cguvjgvke"
ejctcevgtkuvkeu."vtcpswknnkv{."eqpfkvkqp."cpf"tgncvkqpujkr"dgvyggp"vjg"ukvg."
kvu"eqpvtkdwvkqp"vq"kvu"NEC"ctgc"cpf"cflcegpv"NECu"ykvjkp"vjg"rctkuj0""

 Ncpfuecrg"Ecrcekv{"/"vjg"tgncvkxg"cdknkv{"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"vq"
ceeqooqfcvg"fkhhgtgpv"coqwpvu"qh"ejcpig"qt"fgxgnqrogpv"qh"c"urgekÞe"
v{rg"ykvjqwv"ukipkÞecpv"ghhgevu"qp"kvu"ncpfuecrg"cpf"xkuwcn"ejctcevgt."qt"
ukipkÞecpvn{"eqortqokukpi"vjg"ncpfuecrg"xcnwgu"cuuqekcvgf"ykvj"kv0"
3.2

Vjg"crrtqcej"vq"cuuguukpi"ncpfuecrg"ugpukvkxkv{"cpf"ecrcekv{"wugf"kp"vjku"
tgrqtv"jcu"dggp"kphqtogf"d{"rwdnkujgf"iwkfcpeg"kpenwfkpi<

 Uvcig"5<"Cuuguuogpv
Vjg" ukvgu" ygtg" cuuguugf" cickpuv" c" ugv" qh" fgÞpgf" etkvgtkc" vq" guvcdnkuj"
qxgtcnn"ncpfuecrg"ugpukvkxkv{"cpf"ncpfuecrg"ecrcekv{0"Vjgug"Þpfkpiu"ctg"
knnwuvtcvgf"qp"c"ugtkgu"qh"vcdngu"cpf"rtqxkfg"c"vtcpurctgpv"cpf"eqorctcvkxg"
cuuguuogpv"dgvyggp"vjg"ukvgu0"

 Cp"Crrtqcej"vq"Ncpfuecrg"Ejctcevgt"Cuuguuogpv."Pcvwtcn"Gpincpf."
Oct 2014
 Vqrke"Rcrgt"8<"Vgejpkswgu"cpf"Etkvgtkc"hqt"Lwfikpi"Ecrcekv{"cpf"
Ugpukvkxkv{."Vjg"Eqwpvt{ukfg"Cigpe{"cpf"Ueqvvkuj"Pcvwtcn"Jgtkvcig."4224
 Iwkfgnkpgu"hqt"Ncpfuecrg"cpf"Xkuwcn"Korcev"Cuuguuogpv."vjktf"gfkvkqp."
Vjg"Ncpfuecrg"Kpuvkvwvg"cpf"vjg"Kpuvkvwvg"qh"Gpxktqpogpvcn"Ocpcigogpv"
cpf"Cuuguuogpv."Crtkn"4235"
3.3

 Uvcig"6<"Okvkicvkqp
Ftcykpi" wrqp" vjg" Þpfkpiu" qh" vjg" cuuguuogpv" yqtm." eqpukfgtcvkqp" ycu"
ikxgp" vq" qrrqtvwpkvkgu" hqt" okvkicvkqp" cpf" gpjcpegogpv" vjcv" eqwnf" dg"
fgukipgf"kpvq"cp{"rqvgpvkcn"fgxgnqrogpv0

Vjg"hqewu"hqt"vjg"cuuguuogpv"ku"qp"6"ugngevgf"ukvgu"hqt"uocnn"uecng"tgukfgpvkcn"
fgxgnqrogpv0"Vjg"ukvgu"jcxg"dggp"ugngevgf"d{"Etqyjwtuv"Rctkuj"Eqwpekn"
hqnnqykpi"gctnkgt"ukvg"cxckncdknkv{"cpf"cuuguuogpv"yqtm0"
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Qwt"crrtqcej"cpf"vjg"ockp"uvcigu"hqt"vjg"cuuguuogpv"ctg"ugv"qwv"dgnqy<

 Uvcig"7<"Eqpegrv"Ncpfuecrg"Uvtcvgi{
Hqt" gcej" ukvg" c" Eqpegrv" Ncpfuecrg" Uvtcvgi{" knnwuvtcvgu" c" htcogyqtm"
hqt" jqy" tgukfgpvkcn" fgxgnqrogpv" eqwnf" dg" ceeqooqfcvgf0" Okvkicvkqp"
ogcuwtgu"ctg"cnuq"kpfkecvgf0""
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Visual Sensitivity Criteria
STAGE 3 - ASSESSMENT
3.5

 Igpgtcn"xkukdknkv{/"vjg"tgncvkxg"fgitgg"vq"yjkej"fgxgnqrogpv"ku"nkmgn{"vq"
dg"xkukdng"htqo"vjg"ykfgt"ncpfuecrg"qt"htqo"ykvjkp"cp"ctgc"kp"vgtou"qh"
cxckncdng"rwdnke"xkgyu=

Overall Landscape Sensitivity
Vjg"qxgtcnn"ugpukvkxkv{"qh"gcej"ukvg"ycu"cuuguugf0"Vjku"ycu"eqpukfgtgf"kp"
vgtou"qh"vjg"hqnnqykpi"fgÞpgf"etkvgtkc"tgncvkpi"vq"vjg"kpvgtcevkqpu"dgvyggp"
vjg"ncpfuecrg"kvugnh."*ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"ugpukvkxkv{+"cpf"vjg"yc{"kv"ku"xkgygf"
*xkukdknkv{+0"Gcej"etkvgtkc"ycu"tcpmgf"qp"c"7"rqkpv"uecng"*Nqy/Jkij+0
Landscape
Character Sensitivity

+

Visual Sensitivity

=

 Xkgyu"cpf"ncpfoctmu"/"vjg"korqtvcpeg"qh"xkgyu"cpf"ncpfoctmu"nqqmkpi"
qwvyctfu"htqo"vjg"ctgc=
 Xkuwcn"tgegrvqtu"/"vjg"pwodgtu."v{rg"cpf"ugpukvkxkv{"qh"xkgygtu"

Overall Landscape
Sensitivity

3.7

Landscape Character Sensitivity Criteria
 Ncpfhqto"Ï"ctgcu"ykvj"c"xgt{"xctkgf1eqorngz"ncpf"hqto"qt"uvtqpi"
vqrqitcrjke"hgcvwtgu"g0i0"uvtqpin{"tqnnkpi"ncpfhqto"oc{"dg"oqtg"cdng"
vq"eqpvckp"vjg"xkuwcn"korcev"qh"fgxgnqrogpv"dwv"ctg"nkmgn{"vq"dg"oqtg"
ugpukvkxg"vq"tgukfgpvkcn"fgxgnqrogpv"kp"ncpfuecrg"vgtou"yjgp"eqorctgf"
ykvj"vjqug"ykvj"c"ukorng."rtgfqokpcpvn{"àcv"ncpfhqto0

3.8

Cp"qxgtcnn"xkuwcn"ugpukvkxkv{"tcvkpi"ku"ikxgp."dcugf"qp"vjg"eqpukfgtcvkqpu"ugv"
qwv"cdqxg"cpf"rtqhguukqpcn"lwfigogpv0
Overall Landscape Sensitivity Rankings
Vjg"tguwnvu"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"ugpukvkxkv{"cuuguuogpv"cpf"vjg"xkuwcn"
ugpukvkxkv{"cuuguuogpv"ctg"eqodkpgf"vq"ikxg"cp"qxgtcnn"cuuguuogpv"qh"
ncpfuecrg"ugpukvkxkv{."cu"ugv"qwv"dgnqy<

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

 Landscape scale and pattern"Ï"ctgcu"ykvj"c"eqorngz."kpvkocvg"cpf"uocnn"
uecng."kttgiwnct"Þgnf"rcvvgtp"ctg"nkmgn{"vq"dg"oqtg"ugpukvkxg"vq"fkutwrvkqp"qh"
Þgnf"rcvvgtp"d{"fgxgnqrogpv."eqorctgf"ykvj"c"ukorng."oqtg"wpkhqto"qt"
htciogpvgf"Þgnf"rcvvgtp0"

High

High

High

High

High

High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High

Landscape
Moderate
Character
Sensitivity Low-Moderate

 Ncpfuecrg"eqpfkvkqp1swcnkv{"Ï"dcugf"wrqp"lwfigogpvu"cdqwv"vjg"rj{ukecn"
uvcvg"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg."cpf"cdqwv"kvu"kpvcevpguu"htqo"xkuwcn."hwpevkqpcn"
cpf"geqnqikecn"rgturgevkxgu0"Kv"cnuq"tgàgevu"vjg"uvcvg"qh"tgrckt"qh"kpfkxkfwcn"
hgcvwtgu"cpf"gngogpvu"yjkej"ocmg"wr"ejctcevgt"kp"cp{"qpg"rnceg0"

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High

Low

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High

LowModerate

LowModerate

Moderate

ModerateHigh

High

Visual Sensitivity

 Eqpvtkdwvkqp"vq"vjg"ncpfuecrg"ugvvkpi"qh"vjg"ugvvngogpvu"/"ugvvngogpvu"
ykvj"rctvkewnctn{"fkuvkpevkxg"ncpfuecrg"ugvvkpiu"kp"vgtou"qh"c"eqodkpcvkqp"
qh"mg{"eqorqpgpv"ejctcevgt"hgcvwtgu"gi"tkxgtu."ncpfhqto."vtgg"itqwru1
yqqfncpfu."ncpfoctm"dwknfkpiu."gzrgtkgpegf"kp"mg{"xkgyu"crrtqcejkpi"qt"
ngcxkpi"vjg"ugvvngogpv"qt"ctg"gzrgtkgpegf"cu"cp"cvvtcevkxg"dcemftqr"htqo"
ykvjkp"vjg"ugvvngogpv"ctg"oqtg"nkmgn{"vq"dg"ugpukvkxg"vq"fgxgnqrogpv"vjcv"
could erode/or lead to the loss of these settings
 Ugvvngogpv"gfig"swcnkv{1eqpfkvkqp"Ï"ncpfuecrgu"ykvj"gzkuvkpi"jctuj."cdtwrv"
cpf"wpcvvtcevkxg"ugvvngogpv"gfigu"ctg"nkmgn{"vq"dg"nguu"ugpukvkxg"vq"jqwukpi"
fgxgnqrogpv"eqorctgf"vq"vjqug"ykvj"cp"cvvtcevkxg"qt"owvgf"ugvvngogpv"
gfig"uwej"cu"vjcv"rtqxkfgf"d{"qrgp"urcegu"qt"uocnn"uecng"jkuvqtke"
dwknfkpiu."qt"d{"cp"gzkuvkpi"uvtqpi"itggp"gfig."uwej"cu"yqqfncpf"cpf"
hedgerow belts.
3.6

Cp"qxgtcnn"ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"ugpukvkxkv{"tcvkpi"ku"ikxgp."dcugf"qp"vjg"
eqpukfgtcvkqpu"ugv"qwv"cdqxg"cpf"rtqhguukqpcn"lwfigogpv0"
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3.9

Landscape Capacity

Landscape Capacity Rankings

Vjg"ncpfuecrg"ecrcekv{"qh"gcej"ukvg"vq"ceeqooqfcvg"tgukfgpvkcn"
fgxgnqrogpv"ycu"cuuguugf0"Vjku"vqqm"kpvq"ceeqwpv"vjg"qxgtcnn"ugpukvkxkv{"
of the landscape, and considered the perceptions/values attached to the
ncpfuecrg"*cickpuv"fgÞpgf"etkvgtkc+"cpf"vjtqwij"gzgtekukpi"rtqhguukqpcn"
lwfigogpv"kp"vgtou"qh"vjg"ecrcekv{"cuuguuogpv"fgÞpkvkqpu"dgnqy0"

The following assumptions have been made:
 Vjku"tgrqtv"eqpukfgtu"qpn{"etkvgtkc"tgncvkpi"vq"ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"cpf"
xkuwcn"cogpkv{0"Fgxgnqrogpv"qh"ukvgu"oc{"dg"wphgcukdng"hqt"qvjgt"tgcuqpu"
dg{qpf"vjg"ueqrg"qh"vjku"uvwf{."hqt"gzcorng"kp"eqppgevkqp"ykvj"ceeguu."
drainage or ecological issues.

Landscape Capacity

=

 Vjg"cuuguuogpv"eqpukfgtu"vjg"ugpukvkxkv{"cpf"ecrcekv{"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"
vq"ceeqooqfcvg"uocnn/uecng"tgukfgpvkcn"fgxgnqrogpv."cuuwokpi"
vjcv"dwknfkpiu"yqwnf"dg"ockpn{"4/4314"uvqtg{"qh"c"uecng"cpf"ocuu"
eqoogpuwtcvg"ykvj"vjg"nqecn"eqpvgzv0

Ncpfuecrg"Xcnwg

Overall Landscape
+
Ugpukvkxkv{

 Ncpfuecrg"Eqpegrv"Rncpu"cpf"okvkicvkqp"uvtcvgikgu"ctg"kpvgpfgf"vq"
tgkphqteg"cpf"gpjcpeg"nqecn"ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"cpf"xkuwcn"cogpkv{0"
Tgeqoogpfcvkqpu"ctg"ocfg"tgictfkpi"rtkpekrngu"qh"rqvgpvkcn"
fgxgnqrogpv"hqt"c"ukvg"vq"jgnr"rtqxkfg"iwkfcpeg"kp"kfgpvkh{kpi"vjg"oquv"
uwkvcdng"nqecvkqpu"cpf"nc{qwvu"hqt"hwvwtg"fgxgnqrogpv0"

Landscape Value Criteria
Landscape value is concerned with the relative value that is attached to
different landscapes.
 Rgtegrvwcn"curgevu1swcnkvkgu"*gi"uegpke"dgcwv{."ugpug"qh"rnceg."vtcpswknnkv{."
yknfpguu."twtcnkv{+0

CAPACITY
DEFINITION
ASSESSMENT
RANKING
Negligible/Low Rqukvkxg" mg{" ejctcevgtkuvkeu." qxgtcnn" ejctcevgt" cpf" swcnkvkgu" qh" vjg" ncpfuecrg"
ctg"jkijn{"xwnpgtcdng"vq"fgxgnqrogpv0"Fgxgnqrogpv"yqwnf"dg"nkmgn{"vq"tguwnv"kp""
ukipkÞecpv"fgvtkogpvcn"ghhgevu"qp"vjg"ejctcevgt"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"cu"c"yjqng"cpf"
ujqwnf"igpgtcnn{"dg"cxqkfgf."wpnguu"qp"c"xgt{"uocnn"uecng0
Low-Moderate Rqukvkxg"mg{"ejctcevgtkuvkeu."qxgtcnn"ejctcevgt"cpf"swcnkvkgu"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"ctg"
xwnpgtcdng"vq"ejcpig0"Vjgtg"oc{"dg"uqog"nkokvgf"qrrqtvwpkvkgu"vq"ceeqooqfcvg"
fgxgnqrogpv"ykvjqwv"fgvtkogpvcn"ghhgevu0

 Contribution to High Weald AONB and its setting.
 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.

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY

OVERALL
LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY

High

Moderate

LowModerate

Negligible/
Low

Negligible/Low

Negligible/
Low

ModerateHigh

Moderate

LowModerate

LowModerate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/
Low

Moderate

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/
Low

LowModerate

ModerateHigh

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low

High

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low

LowModerate

Moderate

ModerateHigh

High

Uqog"qh"vjg"mg{"ejctcevgtkuvkeu"cpf"swcnkvkgu"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"ctg"xwnpgtcdng"
vq"ejcpig0"Cnvjqwij"vjg"ncpfuecrg"jcu"uqog"cdknkv{"vq"cduqtd"fgxgnqrogpv."kv"
ku"nkmgn{"vq"ecwug"uqog"ejcpig"kp"ejctcevgt0"Ectg"yqwnf"dg"pggfgf"kp"nqecvkpi"
fgxgnqrogpv0"Kv"oc{"dg"cdng"vq"dg"ceeqooqfcvgf"kp"uqog"rctvu"qh"vjg"ctgc"
gi" Ótqwpfkpi" qhh" qh" c" ugvvngogpvÔ" qt" kp" ÓkpÞnn" ukvguÔ0" Oc{" dg" uwkvcdng" hqt" uocnn"
ugvvngogpv"gzvgpukqpu."cuuwokpi"crrtqrtkcvg"okvkicvkqp0
Moderate-High Hgy"qh"vjg"mg{"ejctcevgtkuvkeu"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"ctg"xwnpgtcdng"vq"ejcpig0"Vjg"
ncpfuecrg"ku"nkmgn{"vq"dg"cdng"vq"ceeqooqfcvg"tgukfgpvkcn"fgxgnqrogpv"ykvj"qpn{"
okpqt/oqfgtcvg" cfxgtug" ejcpig" kp" ejctcevgt" vcmkpi" ceeqwpv" qh" crrtqrtkcvg"
okvkicvkqp0" Oc{" rqvgpvkcnn{" dg" c" pggf" vq" vcmg" ceeqwpv" qh1vq" gpuwtg" ectg" ykvj"
nqecvkpi"fgxgnqrogpv"kp"tgncvkqp"vq"urgekÞe"ejctcevgtkuvkeu1hcevqtu"gi"ugvvngogpv"
separation/settings.
High
Mg{"ejctcevgtkuvkeu"cpf"vjg"qxgtcnn"ejctcevgt"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"yqwnf"pqv"nkmgn{"
vq"dg"cfxgtugn{"chhgevgf"d{"fgxgnqrogpv0"Vjg"ncpfuecrg"ku"nkmgn{"vq"dg"cdng"vq"
ceeqooqfcvg" fgxgnqrogpv" ykvjqwv" ukipkÞecpv" cfxgtug" ejcpig" kp" ncpfuecrg"
ejctcevgt." vcmkpi" kpvq" ceeqwpv" crrtqrtkcvg" okvkicvkqp0" Oc{" dg" ctgcu" vjcv" ctg"
uwkvcdng"hqt"nctigt"wtdcp"gzvgpukqpu0
Moderate
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Ukvg"C"/"Rqyfgtoknn"Xcnng{"Pqtvjgtp"Unqrgu
Ukvg"E"/"Egpvtcn"Etqyjwtuv
Ukvg"G"/"J{g"Jqwug"Tkfig

B
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SITE A - POWDERMILL VALLEY NORTHERN SLOPES
Landscape Character Sensitivity

Visual Sensitivity

Vjku"ctgcÔu"igpvn{"wpfwncvkpi"vqrqitcrj{."nctign{"wpfkuvwtdgf"Þgnf"rcvvgtp."cpf"iqqf"
ncpfuecrg"eqpfkvkqp."ykvj"Þnvgtgf"ugvvngogpv"gfig."ocmgu"cp"korqtvcpv"eqpvtkdwvkqp"
to the distinctive rural landscape setting of Crowhurst village, point to an overall
Moderate-High"ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"ugpukvkxkv{0"

Vjku"ctgc"ku"jkijn{"xkukdng"htqo"vjg"3288"Dgzjknn"Nkpm"*RTqY"7c+"yjkej"etquugu"vjg"
ukvg"cu"ygnn"cu"htqo"RTqY"8c"yjkej"twpu"cnqpi"vjg"nqygt"unqrgu"uqwvj"qh"vjg"ukvg0"
Vjg"ukvg"ku"c"eqorqpgpv"qh"ykfgt"wpqdvtwukxg"xkgyu"cetquu"vjg"twtcn"ncpfuecrg"cpf"
contributes towards a Moderate-High xkuwcn"ugpukvkxkv{"tcpmkpi0

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
LOW

MODERATE

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
HIGH

Topography/
landform

Ukorng."nctig"uecng" Ukorng."nctig"vq"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"àcv0 ogfkwo"uecng."
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
àcv"vq"oknfn{"
undulating.

Occasional
xctkgv{"dwv"
lacking strong
eqorngzkv{0

Eqorngz"
topographical
variation.

Xgt{"eqorngz"
with strong
topographical
xctkgv{0

Landscape
scale/pattern

Ukorng"nctig"uecng"
pattern, and/or
xgt{"htciogpvgf."
disturbed land
cover.

Nctign{"ukorng."
ykvj"uqog"
disturbance, or
oquvn{"htciogpvgf"
land cover and
land use.

Uqog"xctkgv{0"
Nkokvgf"
disturbance,
a degree of
eqpukuvgpe{"kp"
pattern of land
use and cover.

Xctkgf"rcvvgtp"
ykvj"uqog"
kpvtkece{0"Nctign{"
undisturbed and
coherent land
eqxgt0"Uqog"
historic land use
pattern.

Intricate,
varied pattern
undisturbed,
consistent
patterns of
land cover and
jkuvqtke"nc{qwv0"

Rqqt

Rqqt"vq"hckt

Fair

Iqqf

Xgt{"iqqf

No contribution,
Character
kg"pq"kfgpvkÞcdng"
contribution
landscape setting
to the
landscape
setting of the
settlements.

Rctvkcn1okpqt"
contribution
htqo"ncpfuecrg"
features/green
spaces.

Moderate
contribution
htqo"
landscape
features and
green spaces.

Korqtvcpv"
eqpvtkdwvkqp"htqo"
landscape features
and green spaces.

Substantial
contribution
vq"ugvvkpi"htqo"
xgt{"fkuvkpevkxg"
landscape
features and
green spaces
at the edge
of/on the
approaches to
vjg"ugvvngogpvu0"

Condition/
quality of the
settlement
edge.

Occasional
Þnvgtgf"gfig"dwv"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
abrupt.

Xctkcdng"gfig."
uqog"jkuvqtke"
dwv"oqfgtp"
larger scale
also evident.

Xctkcdng"gfig."
uqog"oqfgtp"
kpàwgpeg"dwv"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
ygnn"Þnvgtgf"kpvq"
landscape.

Soft porous
ugvvngogpv"
gfig"Þnvgtgf"
into historic
landscape
pattern.

Landscape
condition/
intactness

Harsh, abrupt
cpf"wpÞnvgtgf"
ugvvngogpv"gfig0

LOW

MODERATE

HIGH

General
Visibility

Vjku"ctgc"ku"ygnn"
eqpvckpgf"d{"
gzkuvkpi"hgcvwtgu"
- buildings, trees,
ncpfhqto0"Nqy"
ngxgn"qh"xkukdknkv{0

Occasional
views of/across
the area where
icru"kp"gzkuvkpi"
features allow.
Nqy/oqfgtcvg"
level of
xkukdknkv{0

Uqog"xkukdknkv{"
of/across the
ctgc"htqo"vjg"
surrounding
landscape.
Moderate level of
xkukdknkv{0

Vjg"ctgc"ku"c"
eqorqpgpv"qh"ykfgt."
longer landscape
views of/across the
area. Moderate-high
ngxgn"qh"xkukdknkv{0

Gzvgpukxg"xkgyu"
of/across the
area. the area
ku"c"oclqt"
eqorqpgpv"qh"
wider landscape
views. High level
qh"xkukdknkv{0

Views and
Landmarks

No views of
natural and
dwknv"ncpfoctmu0"
Enwvvgtgf"um{nkpg"
character.

Nkokvgf."rctvkcn"
views of
natural/built
ncpfoctmu"dwv"
vjgtg"oc{"cnuq"
dg"c"tgncvkxgn{"
developed
cluttered
um{nkpg0

Ctgc"htqo"yjkej"
vjgtg"ctg"uqog"
wider views
containing
natural/built
ncpfoctmu."dwv"
vjgtg"oc{"cnuq"
dg"uqog"kpvtwukxg"
gngogpvu0"

Uqog"korqtvcpv"
views to the wider
landscape and
of natural/built
ncpfoctmu"ctg"
available, and
cp{"oqtg"kpvtwukxg"
gngogpvu"ctg"
pqv"rctvkewnctn{"
rtqokpgpv0

Distinctive
rcpqtcoke"
views, including
rtqokpgpv"
natural/built
ncpfoctmu."cpf1
qt"oclqt"icvgyc{"
views available
htqo"cetquu"vjg"
area.

Visual
Receptors

Rwdnke"xkgyu"ctg"
gzrgtkgpegf"d{"c"
uocnn"pwodgt"qh"
public receptors
qt"d{"c"nctigt"
pwodgt"qh"
receptors with a
passing interest
in their visual
gpxktqpogpv"gi"
oqvqtkuvu"qp"nqecn"
transport routes.

Occasional
public views
htqo"RTqY"
routes and
local transport
routes.

Uqog"rwdnke"
views for visitors
cpf"htqo"RTqYu0"
Uqog"xkukdknkv{"
htqo"vtcpurqtv"
routes.

Htgswgpv"rwdnke"
views for visitors
gplq{kpi"vjg"
ncpfuecrg"cpf"htqo"
RTqYu0

Rwdnke"xkgyu"ctg"
gzrgtkgpegf"d{"
c"jkij"pwodgt"
of visitors to the
landscape and/or
nqecnn{"korqtvcpv"
RTqY0"Xkukdknkv{"
htqo"oclqt"
transport routes.

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER
SENSITIVITY

High

High

High

High

High

High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High
High

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High

Low

Low

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High

Low

LowModerate

Moderate

ModerateHigh

High
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Landscape Capacity Ranking

Landscape Value Criteria

Low/Moderate
Rqukvkxg" mg{" ejctcevgtkuvkeu." qxgtcnn" ejctcevgt" cpf" swcnkvkgu" qh" vjg" ncpfuecrg" ctg" xwnpgtcdng"
vq" ejcpig0" Vjgtg" oc{" dg" uqog" nkokvgf" qrrqtvwpkvkgu" vq" ceeqooqfcvg" fgxgnqrogpv" ykvjqwv"
fgvtkogpvcn"ghhgevu0

Vjg"ukvg"ku"nqecvgf"ykvjkp"vjg"Jkij"Ygcnf"CQPD"cpf"vq"vjg"uqwvj"qh"Hqtg"Yqqf"yjkej"
is an area of Ancient Woodland, and has a SSSI and SNCI designation contributing
to a Moderate-High ncpfuecrg"xcnwg0"Hqtgyqqf"Tkug"jqwukpi"fgxgnqrogpv"cnqpi"
vjg"ukvgÔu"gcuvgtp"gfig"dgikpu"vq"chhgev"vjg"vtcpswknnkv{"qh"vjg"ctgc"dwv"qxgtcnn"vjg"ukvg"
has a strong sense of place.
DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
LOW
Perceptual
aspects/qualities
(eg scenic beauty,
sense of place,
tranquillity,
wildness, rurality)

Pqv"vtcpswkn."
owej"jwocp"
cevkxkv{0"Ncem"
of a distinctive
sense of place
or scenic
dgcwv{0

MODERATE

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY
HIGH

Nkokvgf"
vtcpswknnkv{."
ykvj"ukipkÞecpv"
jwocp"
fgvtcevqtu"htqo"
rural/natural
swcnkvkgu0"
Nkokvgf"
perception of a
sense of place.

Uqog"jwocp"
cevkxkv{."
affecting
vtcpswknnkv{"
cpf1qt"uqog"
features that
contribute to
a sense of
place.

Tgncvkxgn{"vtcpswkn"
and/or a strong
sense of place
ykvj"uqog"uegpke"
features.

Vtcpswkn"cpf"
tgoqvg"kp"
character,
pcvwtcn"dgcwv{"
ykvj"hgy"jwocp"
kpàwgpegu0"Xgt{"
distinctive sense
of place.

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

No
contribution.
No
relationship
with the
AONB.

Slight
contribution.
Nkokvgf."fkuvcpv"
setting to the
AONB.

Moderate
contribution.
Middle distant
setting to the
AONB.

Oqfgtcvg/Oclqt"
contribution. Close
distant setting
to the AONB,
with boundaries
cflqkpkpi

Substantial
contribution.
Setting is within
the AONB.

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.

Not present.
Lack of local
qt"uvcvwvqt{"
designations
within the area
qt"cflcegpv0

Slight
contribution
htqo"c"hgy"
undesignatied
features of
interest. Lack
qh"uvcvwvqt{"
designations
within the area
qt"cflqkpkpi0

Uqog"hgcvwtgu"
of interest.
Uqog"nqecn"
designations
cover the
area or are
koogfkcvgn{"
cflcegpv0"
Uvcvwvqt{"
designation in
vjg"xkekpkv{0"

C"pwodgt"qh"
features of
kpvgtguv0"Uvcvwvqt{"
designations and
their settings affect
parts of the area.

Uvcvwvqt{1Nqecn"
designations
and their settings
affect a high
proportion of the
area.
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OVERALL
LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY

High

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/
Low

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

ModerateHigh

Moderate

Low-Moderate

LowModerate

Negligible/Low

Negligible/Low

Moderate

Moderate-High

Moderate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

LowModerate

Moderate-High Moderate-High

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low

High

Moderate-High

Moderate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low

LowModerate

Moderate

ModerateHigh

High
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SITE B - FOREWOOD LANE
Landscape Character Sensitivity

Visual Sensitivity

Vjku" ku" cp" gzkuvkpi" tgukfgpvkcn" ukvg" eqpukuvkpi" qh" c" ukping" jqwug" ykvjkp" ictfgp" rnqv0"
Kv" ku" ygnn" Þnvgtgf" kpvq" vjg" ctgcÔu" ugvvngogpv" rcvvgtp" cpf" vjg" ygnn/yqqfgf" dqwpfct{"
rtqxkfgu" uqog" eqpvtkdwvkqp" vq" vjg" ejctcevgt" ctgc." tguwnvkpi" kp" c" Low-Moderate
ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"ugpukvkxkv{0"

Vjg"ukvg"ku"ygnn"eqpvckpgf"d{"vjg"gzkuvkpi"xgigvcvkqp"cpf"tcknyc{"nkpg"cnqpi"vjg"pqtvjgtp"
dqwpfct{0""Vjgtg"ctg"pq"RTQY"ykvjkp"vjg"xkekpkv{"qh"vjg"ukvg0"Rwdnke"xkgyu"qh"vjg""ukvgu"
yguvgtp"dqwpfct{"qh"vjg"ukvg"ctg"gzrgtkgpegf"d{"c"uocnn"pwodgt"qh"tgegrvqtu"cnqpi"
Hqtgyqqf"Ncpg0"Vjku"eqpvtkdwvgu"vq"Low xkuwcn"ugpukvkxkv{0

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
LOW

MODERATE

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
HIGH

Topography/
landform

Ukorng."nctig"uecng" Ukorng."nctig"vq"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"àcv0 ogfkwo"uecng."
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
àcv"vq"oknfn{"
undulating.

Occasional
xctkgv{"dwv"
lacking strong
eqorngzkv{0

Eqorngz"
topographical
variation.

Xgt{"eqorngz"
with strong
topographical
xctkgv{0

Landscape
scale/pattern

Ukorng"nctig"uecng"
pattern, and/or
xgt{"htciogpvgf."
disturbed land
cover.

Nctign{"ukorng."
ykvj"uqog"
disturbance, or
oquvn{"htciogpvgf"
land cover and
land use.

Uqog"xctkgv{0"
Nkokvgf"
disturbance,
a degree of
eqpukuvgpe{"kp"
pattern of land
use and cover.

Xctkgf"rcvvgtp"
ykvj"uqog"
kpvtkece{0"Nctign{"
undisturbed and
coherent land
eqxgt0"Uqog"
historic land use
pattern.

Intricate,
varied pattern
undisturbed,
consistent
patterns of
land cover and
jkuvqtke"nc{qwv0"

Rqqt

Rqqt"vq"hckt

Fair

Iqqf

Xgt{"iqqf

Character
No contribution,
contribution
kg"pq"kfgpvkÞcdng"
landscape setting
to the
landscape
setting of the
settlements.

Rctvkcn1okpqt"
contribution
htqo"ncpfuecrg"
features/green
spaces.

Moderate
contribution
htqo"
landscape
features and
green spaces.

Korqtvcpv"
eqpvtkdwvkqp"htqo"
landscape features
and green spaces.

Substantial
contribution
vq"ugvvkpi"htqo"
xgt{"fkuvkpevkxg"
landscape
features and
green spaces
at the edge
of/on the
approaches to
vjg"ugvvngogpvu0"

Condition/
quality of the
settlement
edge.

Occasional
Þnvgtgf"gfig"dwv"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
abrupt.

Xctkcdng"gfig."
uqog"jkuvqtke"
dwv"oqfgtp"
larger scale
also evident.

Xctkcdng"gfig."
uqog"oqfgtp"
kpàwgpeg"dwv"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
ygnn"Þnvgtgf"kpvq"
landscape.

Soft porous
ugvvngogpv"
gfig"Þnvgtgf"
into historic
landscape
pattern.

Landscape
condition/
intactness

Harsh, abrupt
cpf"wpÞnvgtgf"
ugvvngogpv"gfig0

LOW

MODERATE

HIGH

General
Visibility

Vjku"ctgc"ku"ygnn"
eqpvckpgf"d{"
gzkuvkpi"hgcvwtgu"
- buildings, trees,
ncpfhqto0"Nqy"
ngxgn"qh"xkukdknkv{0

Occasional
views of/across
the area where
icru"kp"gzkuvkpi"
features allow.
Nqy/oqfgtcvg"
level of
xkukdknkv{0

Uqog"xkukdknkv{"
of/across the
ctgc"htqo"vjg"
surrounding
landscape.
Moderate level of
xkukdknkv{0

Vjg"ctgc"ku"c"
eqorqpgpv"qh"ykfgt."
longer landscape
views of/across the
area. Moderate-high
ngxgn"qh"xkukdknkv{0

Gzvgpukxg"xkgyu"
of/across the
area. the area
ku"c"oclqt"
eqorqpgpv"qh"
wider landscape
views. High level
qh"xkukdknkv{0

Views and
Landmarks

No views of
natural and
dwknv"ncpfoctmu0"
Enwvvgtgf"um{nkpg"
character.

Nkokvgf."rctvkcn"
views of
natural/built
ncpfoctmu"dwv"
vjgtg"oc{"cnuq"
dg"c"tgncvkxgn{"
developed
cluttered
um{nkpg0

Ctgc"htqo"yjkej"
vjgtg"ctg"uqog"
wider views
containing
natural/built
ncpfoctmu."dwv"
vjgtg"oc{"cnuq"
dg"uqog"kpvtwukxg"
gngogpvu0"

Uqog"korqtvcpv"
views to the wider
landscape and
of natural/built
ncpfoctmu"ctg"
available, and
cp{"oqtg"kpvtwukxg"
gngogpvu"ctg"
pqv"rctvkewnctn{"
rtqokpgpv0

Distinctive
rcpqtcoke"
views, including
rtqokpgpv"
natural/built
ncpfoctmu."cpf1
qt"oclqt"icvgyc{"
views available
htqo"cetquu"vjg"
area.

Visual
Receptors

Rwdnke"xkgyu"ctg"
gzrgtkgpegf"d{"c"
uocnn"pwodgt"qh"
public receptors
qt"d{"c"nctigt"
pwodgt"qh"
receptors with a
passing interest
in their visual
gpxktqpogpv"gi"
oqvqtkuvu"qp"nqecn"
transport routes.

Occasional
public views
htqo"RTqY"
routes and
local transport
routes.

Uqog"rwdnke"
views for visitors
cpf"htqo"RTqYu0"
Uqog"xkukdknkv{"
htqo"vtcpurqtv"
routes.

Htgswgpv"rwdnke"
views for visitors
gplq{kpi"vjg"
ncpfuecrg"cpf"htqo"
RTqYu0

Rwdnke"xkgyu"ctg"
gzrgtkgpegf"d{"
c"jkij"pwodgt"
of visitors to the
landscape and/or
nqecnn{"korqtvcpv"
RTqY0"Xkukdknkv{"
htqo"oclqt"
transport routes.

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER
SENSITIVITY

High

High

High

High

High

High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High
High

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High

Low

Low

Low-Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

High

Low

LowModerate

Moderate

ModerateHigh

High
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Landscape Capacity Ranking

Landscape Value Criteria

Moderate
Uqog"qh"vjg"mg{"ejctcevgtkuvkeu"cpf"swcnkvkgu"qh"vjg"ncpfuecrg"ctg"xwnpgtcdng"vq"ejcpig0"Cnvjqwij"
vjg" ncpfuecrg" jcu" uqog" cdknkv{" vq" cduqtd" fgxgnqrogpv." kv" ku" nkmgn{" vq" ecwug" uqog" ejcpig" kp"
ejctcevgt0"Ectg"yqwnf"dg"pggfgf"kp"nqecvkpi"fgxgnqrogpv0"Kv"oc{"dg"cdng"vq"dg"ceeqooqfcvgf"
kp"uqog"rctvu"qh"vjg"ctgc"gi"Ótqwpfkpi"qhh"qh"c"ugvvngogpvÔ"qt"kp"ÓkpÞnn"ukvguÔ0"Oc{"dg"uwkvcdng"hqt"
uocnn"ugvvngogpv"gzvgpukqpu."cuuwokpi"crrtqrtkcvg"okvkicvkqp0

Vjg"ukvg"ku"ukvwcvgf"ykvjkp"vjg"Hqtg"Yqqf"Ncpg"ugvvngogpv"ctgc"koogfkcvgn{"cflcegpv"
vq"vjg"tcknyc{"nkpg"yjkej"nkokvu"vjg"vtcpswknnkv{"qh"vjg"ctgc0"Vjg"ukvg"ku"nqecvgf"ykvjkp"vjg"
Jkij"Ygcnf"CQPD"cpf"kp"vjg"xkekpkv{"qh"Hqtg"Yqqf."cp"ctgc"qh"Cpekgpv"Yqqfncpf1
SSSI/SNCI designation which contributes to Moderate landscape value.

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY

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

Pqv"vtcpswkn."
owej"jwocp"
cevkxkv{0"Ncem"
of a distinctive
sense of place
or scenic
dgcwv{0

MODERATE

HIGH

Nkokvgf"
vtcpswknnkv{."
ykvj"ukipkÞecpv"
jwocp"
fgvtcevqtu"htqo"
rural/natural
swcnkvkgu0"
Nkokvgf"
perception of a
sense of place.

Uqog"jwocp"
cevkxkv{."
affecting
vtcpswknnkv{"
cpf1qt"uqog"
features that
contribute to
a sense of
place.

Tgncvkxgn{"vtcpswkn"
and/or a strong
sense of place
ykvj"uqog"uegpke"
features.

Vtcpswkn"cpf"
tgoqvg"kp"
character,
pcvwtcn"dgcwv{"
ykvj"hgy"jwocp"
kpàwgpegu0"Xgt{"
distinctive sense
of place.

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

No
contribution.
No
relationship
with the
AONB.

Slight
contribution.
Nkokvgf."fkuvcpv"
setting to the
AONB.

Moderate
contribution.
Middle distant
setting to the
AONB.

Oqfgtcvg/Oclqt"
contribution. Close
distant setting
to the AONB,
with boundaries
cflqkpkpi0

Substantial
contribution.
Setting is within
the AONB.

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.

Not present.
Lack of local
qt"uvcvwvqt{"
designations
within the area
qt"cflcegpv0

Slight
contribution
htqo"c"hgy"
undesignatied
features of
interest. Lack
qh"uvcvwvqt{"
designations
within the area
qt"cflqkpkpi0

Uqog"hgcvwtgu"
of interest.
Uqog"nqecn"
designations
cover the
area or are
koogfkcvgn{"
cflcegpv0"
Uvcvwvqt{"
designation in
vjg"xkekpkv{0"

C"pwodgt"qh"
features of
kpvgtguv0"Uvcvwvqt{"
designations and
their settings affect
parts of the area.

Uvcvwvqt{1Nqecn"
designations
and their settings
affect a high
proportion of the
area.
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Moderate-High Moderate-High
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SITE C - CENTRAL CROWHURST
Landscape Character Sensitivity

Visual Sensitivity

Vjku"ctgcÔu"igpvn{"wpfwncvkpi"vqrqitcrj{."nctign{"wpfkuvwtdgf"Þgnf"rcvvgtp."cpf"iqqf"
ncpfuecrg" eqpfkvkqp." ykvj" tgncvkxgn{" Þnvgtgf" ugvvngogpv" gfig." ocmgu" cp" korqtvcpv"
contribution to the distinctive rural landscape setting of Crowhurst village, point to a
Moderate-High"ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"ugpukvkxkv{0"

Vjg"ukvg"ku"jkijn{"xkukdng"htqo"vjg"RTqY":c"yjkej"etquugu"vjtqwij"vjg"ukvg"cu"ygnn"cu"
htqo"vjg3288"Eqwpvt{"Ycnm"/"Dgzjknn"Nkpm"*RTqY"39c+"yjkej"twpu"qwvukfg"vjg"ukvg"
cnqpi"vjg"nqygt"unqrgu"vq"vjg"uqwvj"ykvj"ocp{"tgegrvqtu"qh"oqfgtcvg/jkij"ugpukvkxkv{0"
Vjg" ukvg" ku" c" eqorqpgpv" qh" c" ykfgt" ncpfuecrg" ykvj" xkgyu" cetquu" vjg" xcnng{0" Vjku"
contributes to a Moderate-High xkuwcn"ugpukvkxkv{0

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
LOW

MODERATE

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
HIGH

Topography/
landform

Ukorng."nctig"uecng" Ukorng."nctig"vq"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"àcv0 ogfkwo"uecng."
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
àcv"vq"oknfn{"
undulating.

Occasional
xctkgv{"dwv"
lacking strong
eqorngzkv{0

Eqorngz"
topographical
variation.

Xgt{"eqorngz"
with strong
topographical
xctkgv{0

Landscape
scale/pattern

Ukorng"nctig"uecng"
pattern, and/or
xgt{"htciogpvgf."
disturbed land
cover.

Nctign{"ukorng."
ykvj"uqog"
disturbance, or
oquvn{"htciogpvgf"
land cover and
land use.

Uqog"xctkgv{0"
Nkokvgf"
disturbance,
a degree of
eqpukuvgpe{"kp"
pattern of land
use and cover.

Xctkgf"rcvvgtp"
ykvj"uqog"
kpvtkece{0"Nctign{"
undisturbed and
coherent land
eqxgt0"Uqog"
historic land use
pattern.

Intricate,
varied pattern
undisturbed,
consistent
patterns of
land cover and
jkuvqtke"nc{qwv0"

Rqqt

Rqqt"vq"hckt

Fair

Iqqf

Xgt{"iqqf

Character
No contribution,
contribution
kg"pq"kfgpvkÞcdng"
landscape setting
to the
landscape
setting of the
settlements.

Rctvkcn1okpqt"
contribution
htqo"ncpfuecrg"
features/green
spaces.

Moderate
contribution
htqo"
landscape
features and
green spaces.

Korqtvcpv"
eqpvtkdwvkqp"htqo"
landscape features
and green spaces.

Substantial
contribution
vq"ugvvkpi"htqo"
xgt{"fkuvkpevkxg"
landscape
features and
green spaces
at the edge
of/on the
approaches to
vjg"ugvvngogpvu0"

Condition/
quality of the
settlement
edge.

Occasional
Þnvgtgf"gfig"dwv"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
abrupt.

Xctkcdng"gfig."
uqog"jkuvqtke"
dwv"oqfgtp"
larger scale
also evident.

Xctkcdng"gfig."
uqog"oqfgtp"
kpàwgpeg"dwv"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
ygnn"Þnvgtgf"kpvq"
landscape.

Soft porous
ugvvngogpv"
gfig"Þnvgtgf"
into historic
landscape
pattern.

Landscape
condition/
intactness

Harsh, abrupt
cpf"wpÞnvgtgf"
ugvvngogpv"gfig0

LOW

MODERATE

HIGH

General
Visibility

Vjku"ctgc"ku"ygnn"
eqpvckpgf"d{"
gzkuvkpi"hgcvwtgu"
- buildings, trees,
ncpfhqto0"Nqy"
ngxgn"qh"xkukdknkv{0

Occasional
views of/across
the area where
icru"kp"gzkuvkpi"
features allow.
Nqy/oqfgtcvg"
level of
xkukdknkv{0

Uqog"xkukdknkv{"
of/across the
ctgc"htqo"vjg"
surrounding
landscape.
Moderate level of
xkukdknkv{0

Vjg"ctgc"ku"c"
eqorqpgpv"qh"ykfgt."
longer landscape
views of/across the
area. Moderate-high
ngxgn"qh"xkukdknkv{0

Gzvgpukxg"xkgyu"
of/across the
ctgc0"Vjg"ctgc"
ku"c"oclqt"
eqorqpgpv"qh"
wider landscape
views. High level
qh"xkukdknkv{0

Views and
Landmarks

No views of
natural and
dwknv"ncpfoctmu0"
Enwvvgtgf"um{nkpg"
character.

Nkokvgf."rctvkcn"
views of
natural/built
ncpfoctmu"dwv"
vjgtg"oc{"cnuq"
dg"c"tgncvkxgn{"
developed
cluttered
um{nkpg0

Ctgc"htqo"yjkej"
vjgtg"ctg"uqog"
wider views
containing
natural/built
ncpfoctmu."dwv"
vjgtg"oc{"cnuq"
dg"uqog"kpvtwukxg"
gngogpvu0"

Uqog"korqtvcpv"
views to the wider
landscape and
of natural/built
ncpfoctmu"ctg"
available, and
cp{"oqtg"kpvtwukxg"
gngogpvu"ctg"
pqv"rctvkewnctn{"
rtqokpgpv0

Distinctive
rcpqtcoke"
views, including
rtqokpgpv"
natural/built
ncpfoctmu."cpf1
qt"oclqt"icvgyc{"
views available
htqo"cetquu"vjg"
area.

Visual
Receptors

Rwdnke"xkgyu"ctg"
gzrgtkgpegf"d{"c"
uocnn"pwodgt"qh"
public receptors
qt"d{"c"nctigt"
pwodgt"qh"
receptors with a
passing interest
in their visual
gpxktqpogpv"gi"
oqvqtkuvu"qp"nqecn"
transport routes.

Occasional
public views
htqo"RTqY"
routes and
local transport
routes.

Uqog"rwdnke"
views for visitors
cpf"htqo"RTqYu0"
Uqog"xkukdknkv{"
htqo"vtcpurqtv"
routes.

Htgswgpv"rwdnke"
views for visitors
gplq{kpi"vjg"
ncpfuecrg"cpf"htqo"
RTqYu0

Rwdnke"xkgyu"ctg"
gzrgtkgpegf"d{"
c"jkij"pwodgt"
of visitors to the
landscape and/or
nqecnn{"korqtvcpv"
RTqY0"Xkukdknkv{"
htqo"oclqt"
transport routes.

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER
SENSITIVITY

High

High

High

High

High

High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High

High
High

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate-High

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Moderate
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Moderate

Moderate-High

High
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Landscape Capacity Ranking

Landscape Value Criteria

Low/Moderate
Rqukvkxg" mg{" ejctcevgtkuvkeu." qxgtcnn" ejctcevgt" cpf" swcnkvkgu" qh" vjg" ncpfuecrg" ctg" xwnpgtcdng"
vq" ejcpig0" Vjgtg" oc{" dg" uqog" nkokvgf" qrrqtvwpkvkgu" vq" ceeqooqfcvg" fgxgnqrogpv" ykvjqwv"
fgvtkogpvcn"ghhgevu0

Vjg"ukvg"ku"nqecvgf"ykvjkp"vjg"Jkij"Ygcnf"CQPD"cpf"ykvjkp"vjg"xkekpkv{"qh"vjg"Nkuvgf"
Dwknfkpiu"cpf"Uejgfwngf"Cpekgpv"Oqpwogpv"ykvjkp"Etqyjwtuv"Jkuvqtke"Xknncig0"Vjg"
qrgp"Þgnf"ejctcevgt"eqpvtkdwvgu"vq"c"ugpug"qh"rnceg"ykvj"uqog"jwocp"cevkxkv{"chhgevkpi"
vjg"vtcpswknnkv{"vqyctfu"vjg"yguv"qh"vjg"ukvg0"Vjku"eqpvtkdwvgu"vq"Moderate landscape
value.

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY

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

Pqv"vtcpswkn."
owej"jwocp"
cevkxkv{0"Ncem"
of a distinctive
sense of place
or scenic
dgcwv{0

MODERATE

HIGH

Nkokvgf"
vtcpswknnkv{."
ykvj"ukipkÞecpv"
jwocp"
fgvtcevqtu"htqo"
rural/natural
swcnkvkgu0"
Nkokvgf"
perception of a
sense of place.

Uqog"jwocp"
cevkxkv{."
affecting
vtcpswknnkv{"
cpf1qt"uqog"
features that
contribute to
a sense of
place.

Tgncvkxgn{"vtcpswkn"
and/or a strong
sense of place
ykvj"uqog"uegpke"
features.

Vtcpswkn"cpf"
tgoqvg"kp"
character,
pcvwtcn"dgcwv{"
ykvj"hgy"jwocp"
kpàwgpegu0"Xgt{"
distinctive sense
of place.

No
contribution.
No
relationship
with the
AONB.

Slight
contribution.
Nkokvgf."fkuvcpv"
setting to the
AONB.

Moderate
contribution.
Middle distant
setting to the
AONB.

Oqfgtcvg/Oclqt"
contribution. Close
distant setting
to the AONB,
with boundaries
cflqkpkpi0

Substantial
contribution.
Setting is within
the AONB.

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.

Not present.
Lack of local
qt"uvcvwvqt{"
designations
within the area
qt"cflcegpv0

Slight
contribution
htqo"c"hgy"
undesignatied
features of
interest. Lack
qh"uvcvwvqt{"
designations
within the area
qt"cflqkpkpi0

Uqog"hgcvwtgu"
of interest.
Uqog"nqecn"
designations
cover the
area or are
koogfkcvgn{"
cflcegpv0"
Uvcvwvqt{"
designation in
vjg"xkekpkv{0"

C"pwodgt"qh"
features of
kpvgtguv0"Uvcvwvqt{"
designations and
their settings affect
parts of the area.

Uvcvwvqt{1Nqecn"
designations
and their settings
affect a high
proportion of the
area.
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SITE E - HYE HOUSE RIDGE
Landscape Character Sensitivity

Visual Sensitivity

Vjku"ctgcÔu"igpvn{"wpfwncvkpi"vqrqitcrj{."nctign{"wpfkuvwtdgf"Þgnf"rcvvgtp."cpf"iqqf"
ncpfuecrg" eqpfkvkqp." ykvj" tgncvkxgn{" Þnvgtgf" ugvvngogpv" gfig." ocmg" cp" korqtvcpv"
eqpvtkdwvkqp" vq" vjg" fkuvkpevkxg" twtcn" ncpfuecrg" ejctcevgt" qh" Etqyjwtuv" Rctkuj." cpf"
points to an overall Moderate-High"ncpfuecrg"ejctcevgt"ugpukvkxkv{0"

Vjg"ukvg"ku"jkijn{"xkukdng"htqo"vjg"RTqYu"yjkej"ctg"rtgugpv"ykvjkp"Rqyfgtoknn"Xcnng{"
*3288"Eqwpvt{"Ycnm"/"Dgzjknn"Nkpm"cpf"RTqY"37+"cpf"RTqY"35d"yjkej"twpu"cnqpi"
vjg" tkfig" uqwvj/yguv" qh" vjg" ukvg0" Vjg" ukvg" ku" c" eqorqpgpv" qh" ykfgt" ncpfuecrg" ykvj"
wpqdvtwukxg"xkgyu"cetquu"c"twtcn"ncpfuecrg0"Vjku"eqpvtkdwvgu"vq"c"Moderate-High
xkuwcn"ugpukvkxkv{0

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
LOW

MODERATE

DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
HIGH

Topography/
landform

Ukorng."nctig"uecng" Ukorng."nctig"vq"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"àcv0 ogfkwo"uecng."
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
àcv"vq"oknfn{"
undulating.

Occasional
xctkgv{"dwv"
lacking strong
eqorngzkv{0

Eqorngz"
topographical
variation.

Xgt{"eqorngz"
with strong
topographical
xctkgv{0

Landscape
scale/pattern

Ukorng"nctig"uecng"
pattern, and/or
xgt{"htciogpvgf."
disturbed land
cover.

Nctign{"ukorng."
ykvj"uqog"
disturbance, or
oquvn{"htciogpvgf"
land cover and
land use.

Uqog"xctkgv{0"
Nkokvgf"
disturbance,
a degree of
eqpukuvgpe{"kp"
pattern of land
use and cover.

Xctkgf"rcvvgtp"
ykvj"uqog"
kpvtkece{0"Nctign{"
undisturbed and
coherent land
eqxgt0"Uqog"
historic land use
pattern.

Intricate,
varied pattern
undisturbed,
consistent
patterns of
land cover and
jkuvqtke"nc{qwv0"

Rqqt

Rqqt"vq"hckt

Fair

Iqqf

Xgt{"iqqf

Character
No contribution,
contribution
kg"pq"kfgpvkÞcdng"
landscape setting
to the
landscape
setting of the
settlements.

Rctvkcn1okpqt"
contribution
htqo"ncpfuecrg"
features/green
spaces.

Moderate
contribution
htqo"
landscape
features and
green spaces.

Korqtvcpv"
eqpvtkdwvkqp"htqo"
landscape features
and green spaces.

Substantial
contribution
vq"ugvvkpi"htqo"
xgt{"fkuvkpevkxg"
landscape
features and
green spaces
at the edge
of/on the
approaches to
vjg"ugvvngogpvu0"

Condition/
quality of the
settlement
edge.

Occasional
Þnvgtgf"gfig"dwv"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
abrupt.

Xctkcdng"gfig."
uqog"jkuvqtke"
dwv"oqfgtp"
larger scale
also evident.

Xctkcdng"gfig."
uqog"oqfgtp"
kpàwgpeg"dwv"
rtgfqokpcpvn{"
ygnn"Þnvgtgf"kpvq"
landscape.

Soft porous
ugvvngogpv"
gfig"Þnvgtgf"
into historic
landscape
pattern.

Landscape
condition/
intactness

Harsh, abrupt
cpf"wpÞnvgtgf"
ugvvngogpv"gfig0

LOW

MODERATE

HIGH

General
Visibility

Vjku"ctgc"ku"ygnn"
eqpvckpgf"d{"
gzkuvkpi"hgcvwtgu"
- buildings, trees,
ncpfhqto0"Nqy"
ngxgn"qh"xkukdknkv{0

Occasional
views of/across
the area where
icru"kp"gzkuvkpi"
features allow.
Nqy/oqfgtcvg"
level of
xkukdknkv{0

Uqog"xkukdknkv{"
of/across the
ctgc"htqo"vjg"
surrounding
landscape.
Moderate level of
xkukdknkv{0

Vjg"ctgc"ku"c"
eqorqpgpv"qh"ykfgt."
longer landscape
views of/across the
area. Moderate-high
ngxgn"qh"xkukdknkv{0

Gzvgpukxg"xkgyu"
of/across the
ctgc0"Vjg"ctgc"
ku"c"oclqt"
eqorqpgpv"qh"
wider landscape
views. High level
qh"xkukdknkv{0

Views and
Landmarks

No views of
natural and
dwknv"ncpfoctmu0"
Enwvvgtgf"um{nkpg"
character.

Nkokvgf."rctvkcn"
views of
natural/built
ncpfoctmu"dwv"
vjgtg"oc{"cnuq"
dg"c"tgncvkxgn{"
developed
cluttered
um{nkpg0

Ctgc"htqo"yjkej"
vjgtg"ctg"uqog"
wider views
containing
natural/built
ncpfoctmu."dwv"
vjgtg"oc{"cnuq"
dg"uqog"kpvtwukxg"
gngogpvu0"

Uqog"korqtvcpv"
views to the wider
landscape and
of natural/built
ncpfoctmu"ctg"
available, and
cp{"oqtg"kpvtwukxg"
gngogpvu"ctg"
pqv"rctvkewnctn{"
rtqokpgpv0

Distinctive
rcpqtcoke"
views, including
rtqokpgpv"
natural/built
ncpfoctmu."cpf1
qt"oclqt"icvgyc{"
views available
htqo"cetquu"vjg"
area.

Visual
Receptors

Rwdnke"xkgyu"ctg"
gzrgtkgpegf"d{"c"
uocnn"pwodgt"qh"
public receptors
qt"d{"c"nctigt"
pwodgt"qh"
receptors with a
passing interest
in their visual
gpxktqpogpv"gi"
oqvqtkuvu"qp"nqecn"
transport routes.

Occasional
public views
htqo"RTqY"
routes and
local transport
routes.

Uqog"rwdnke"
views for visitors
cpf"htqo"RTqYu0"
Uqog"xkukdknkv{"
htqo"vtcpurqtv"
routes.

Htgswgpv"rwdnke"
views for visitors
gplq{kpi"vjg"
ncpfuecrg"cpf"htqo"
RTqYu0

Rwdnke"xkgyu"ctg"
gzrgtkgpegf"d{"
c"jkij"pwodgt"
of visitors to the
landscape and/or
nqecnn{"korqtvcpv"
RTqY0"Xkukdknkv{"
htqo"oclqt"
transport routes.

Overall Landscape Sensitivity

LANDSCAPE
CHARACTER
SENSITIVITY

High

High

High

High

High

High
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Moderate-High

Moderate-High

Moderate-High
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High

Moderate
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Moderate
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Low-Moderate
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Landscape Capacity Ranking

Landscape Value Criteria

Low/Moderate
Rqukvkxg" mg{" ejctcevgtkuvkeu." qxgtcnn" ejctcevgt" cpf" swcnkvkgu" qh" vjg" ncpfuecrg" ctg" xwnpgtcdng"
vq" ejcpig0" Vjgtg" oc{" dg" uqog" nkokvgf" qrrqtvwpkvkgu" vq" ceeqooqfcvg" fgxgnqrogpv" ykvjqwv"
fgvtkogpvcn"ghhgevu0

Vjg"ukvg"ku"nqecvgf"qwvukfg"vjg"Jkij"Ygcnf"CQPD"cpf"ocmgu"c"oqfgtcvg"eqpvtkdwvkqp"
vq"kvu"ugvvkpi0"Kv"ku"ukvwcvgf"enqug"vq"J{g"Jqwug"Nkuvgf"Dwknfkpi"cpf"uqwvj"qh"Ejcrgn"Jknn"
Yqqfu0""Vjgug"hcevqtu"eqpvtkdwvg"vqyctfu"Moderate landscape value.

LANDSCAPE CAPACITY
DEGREE OF SENSITIVITY
LOW
Perceptual
aspects/qualities
(eg scenic beauty,
sense of place,
tranquillity,
wildness, rurality)

Pqv"vtcpswkn."
owej"jwocp"
cevkxkv{0"Ncem"
of a distinctive
sense of place
or scenic
dgcwv{0

MODERATE

HIGH

Nkokvgf"
vtcpswknnkv{."
ykvj"ukipkÞecpv"
jwocp"
fgvtcevqtu"htqo"
rural/natural
swcnkvkgu0"
Nkokvgf"
perception of a
sense of place.

Uqog"jwocp"
cevkxkv{."
affecting
vtcpswknnkv{"
cpf1qt"uqog"
features that
contribute to
a sense of
place.

Tgncvkxgn{"vtcpswkn"
and/or a strong
sense of place
ykvj"uqog"uegpke"
features.

Vtcpswkn"cpf"
tgoqvg"kp"
character,
pcvwtcn"dgcwv{"
ykvj"hgy"jwocp"
kpàwgpegu0"Xgt{"
distinctive sense
of place.

No
contribution.
No
relationship
with the
AONB.

Slight
contribution.
Nkokvgf."fkuvcpv"
setting to the
AONB.

Moderate
contribution.
Middle distant
setting to the
AONB.

Oqfgtcvg/Oclqt"
contribution. Close
distant setting
to the AONB,
with boundaries
cflqkpkpi0

Substantial
contribution.
Setting is within
the AONB.

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.

Not present.
Lack of local
qt"uvcvwvqt{"
designations
within the area
qt"cflcegpv0

Slight
contribution
htqo"c"hgy"
undesignatied
features of
interest. Lack
qh"uvcvwvqt{"
designations
within the area
qt"cflqkpkpi0

Uqog"hgcvwtgu"
of interest.
Uqog"nqecn"
designations
cover the
area or are
koogfkcvgn{"
cflcegpv0"
Uvcvwvqt{"
designation in
vjg"xkekpkv{0"

C"pwodgt"qh"
features of
kpvgtguv0"Uvcvwvqt{"
designations and
their settings affect
parts of the area.

Uvcvwvqt{1Nqecn"
designations
and their settings
affect a high
proportion of the
area.
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Moderate-High

Moderate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Negligible/Low

LowModerate

Moderate-High Moderate-High

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low

High

Moderate-High

Moderate

Moderate

Low-Moderate

Low

LowModerate
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ModerateHigh

High
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Appendix 6

,ŝƐŚůĞǇ

ƉŽůŽŐŝĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞĚĞůĂǇŝŶŐĞƚƚŝŶŐďĂĐŬƚŽǇŽƵŽŶƚŚŝƐ͘

tŝƚŚƌĞŐĂƌĚƐƚŽƚŚĞƐŝƚĞŵĂƌŬĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚƉůĂŶ͕ƉůĞĂƐĞƐĞĞŵǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐďĞůŽǁ͗

ʹ&ŽƌĞǁŽŽĚ>ĂŶĞŝƐƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽĂϯϬŵƉŚƐƉĞĞĚůŝŵŝƚ͘ƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞǀŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇƐƉůĂǇƐ;Ϯ͘ϰŵǆϰϯŵͿĂƌĞĂĐŚŝĞǀĂďůĞ
ĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝĚĞŽĨƚŚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐ͘dŚĞĐĂƌƌŝĂŐĞǁĂǇŽŶ&ŽƌĞǁŽŽĚ>ĂŶĞŝƐƌĞůĂƚŝǀĞůǇŶĂƌƌŽǁĂŶĚƚŚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŝĚƚŚĂŶĚƌĂĚŝŝ
ǁŽƵůĚŶĞĞĚƚŽƚĂŬĞƚŚŝƐŝŶƚŽĂĐĐŽƵŶƚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞůĂƌŐĞƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĂƌĞĂďůĞƚŽĞŶƚĞƌĂŶĚůĞĂǀĞƚŚĞƐŝƚĞŝŶĂƐĂĨĞĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶƚŵĂŶŶĞƌ͘

Ͳ/ŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞǀŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇƐƉůĂǇƐ;Ϯ͘ϰŵǆϰϯŵͿƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŚĞĚŐĞƌŽǁĂŶĚĨŽůŝĂŐĞǁŽƵůĚŶĞĞĚƚŽďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ͘
dŚĞĐĂƌƌŝĂŐĞǁĂǇŽŶ&ŽƌĞǁŽŽĚ>ĂŶĞŝƐŶĂƌƌŽǁĂŶĚƚŚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŝĚƚŚĂŶĚƌĂĚŝŝǁŽƵůĚŶĞĞĚƚŽƚĂŬĞƚŚŝƐŝŶƚŽĂĐĐŽƵŶƚƚŽ
ĞŶƐƵƌĞůĂƌŐĞƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĂƌĞĂďůĞƚŽĞŶƚĞƌĂŶĚůĞĂǀĞƚŚĞƐŝƚĞŝŶĂƐĂĨĞĂŶĚĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶƚŵĂŶŶĞƌ͘

ʹdŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞŶĞǁĂĐĐĞƐƐŝƐŶŽƚƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚ͖ŚŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ǁŝƚŚƐŽŵĞƌĞŵŽǀĂůŽĨŚĞĚŐĞƌŽǁĂƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŝƚŚ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞǀŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇƐƉůĂǇƐ;Ϯ͘ϰŵǆϰϯŵͿĐŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͘

ʹ/ƚŝƐƉƌĞƐƵŵĞĚƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƐŝƚĞǁŽƵůĚďĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚǀŝĂƌĂŝŐůŽƐĞ͘ƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĐŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͖ŚŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ƚŚĞ
ƌĂŝŐůŽƐĞͬ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶZŽĂĚũƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĐĂƌƌŝĂŐĞǁĂǇŵĂǇŶĞĞĚƚŽďĞǁŝĚĞŶĞĚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚƚǁŽͲǁĂǇƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĂŶĚ
ůĂƌŐĞƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ;ƌĞĨƵƐĞĞƚĐͿĐĂŶďĞĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞĚ͘

ʹƐƵŝƚĂďůĞĂĐĐĞƐƐŽĨĨZŽǇĂůKĂŬ>ĂŶĞĐŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͖ŚŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ƚŚĞƌŽĂĚŝƐƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌůǇŶĂƌƌŽǁĂŶĚĂƐĂƌĞƐƵůƚ
ĂŶǇŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŝŶŝƚƐƵƐĞǁŝƚŚŽƵƚŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐǁŽƵůĚďĞĂĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ͘

/ĂƉƉƌĞĐŝĂƚĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞĂďŽǀĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂƌĞƋƵŝƚĞǀĂŐƵĞ͖ŚŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ŝƚŝƐĚŝĨĨŝĐƵůƚƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞŵŽƌĞĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ
ǁŝƚŚŽƵƚŬŶŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĞĞǆĂĐƚĂĐĐĞƐƐůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƚŚĞŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨĚǁĞůůŝŶŐƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ͘/ŶŵŽƐƚŝŶƐƚĂŶĐĞƐĂƐƵŝƚĂďůĞ
ĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŝƚŚĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞǀŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇĐŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͖ŚŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ŵŽƐƚŽĨƚŚĞƌŽĂĚƐŝŶƚŚŝƐĂƌĞĂĂƌĞƌĞůĂƚŝǀĞůǇŶĂƌƌŽǁ
ĂŶĚƚŚŝƐŵĂǇďĞĂůŝŵŝƚŝŶŐĨĂĐƚŽƌŝŶĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶŝŶŐƚŚĞŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨĚǁĞůůŝŶŐƐƚŚĂƚĐŽƵůĚďĞĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞĚ͘

/ŚŽƉĞƚŚĂƚƚŚŝƐŝƐŚĞůƉĨƵů

ZĞŐĂƌĚƐ

ĞŶ

%HQ/HQWRQ
'HYHORSPHQW&RQWURO7UDQVSRUW
(DVW6XVVH[&RXQW\&RXQFLO




