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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. BACKGROUND TO THE PROJECT  

This report has been commissioned by Gravesham Borough Council to support the in house forward 

planning team working on the Boroughõs Local Development Framework (LDF).  It consists of an 

independent landscape character based analysis and review of a number of sites which have been considered 

by the Forward Planning team in a study of potential development areas.  The report is therefore part of a 

wider planning analysis which generated the sites being considered.  The background, methodology and 

results of the wider study will become available as part of the LDF consultation process at a later stage.  

1.2. BRIEF 

Our brief is to consider the sensitivity and likely landscape impacts of developing specific sites which have 

been identified by the Forward Planning section of Gravesham Borough Council. We have consequently 

focussed on these sites alone and commented purely on landscape related matters in order to provide the 

Forward Planning team with the requisite information to enable them to take their selection process 

forward as part of the Boroughõs Local Development Framework. 

1.3. LOCATION   

The various sites being considered are located either within or adjoining existing settlements in Gravesham 

Borough. These settlements range from the largest town, Gravesend, through to smaller villages.  The 

locations of the various settlements are shown on the drawing at figure 1. 

 
Figure 1: The locations of the various settlements which are spread across the borough. 
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1.4. THE SETTLEMENTS 

The settlements which are affected, in alphabetical order include:  

¶ Culverstone Green 

¶ Gravesend 

¶ Higham 

¶ Hook Green 

¶ Istead Rise  

¶ Meopham Green 

¶ Vigo  

1.5. METHOD  

A landscape character based technique has been used to analyse the potential landscape effects of developing    

specific sites in each settlement. This is described more fully in subsequent chapters and includes analysis of 

the landscape context of each of the settlements in relation to existing county and district scale assessments 

and undertaking a more detailed local scale characterisation of the landscape setting of the settlements. 

Specific sites are then assessed both individually and in relation to the local landscape context.  Analysis of 

the wider visual impacts of potential development and local impacts are also considered. 

1.6. REPORT STRUCTURE   

This report is structured as follows:  

¶ Section 1  Introduction   

¶ Section 2 Methodology ----- used to assess the landscape context, the potential effects on landscape 

character, and the potential visual impacts of developing selected sites.  

¶ Section 3  The Landscape Character of the Borough ------ descriptions of how the settings of the 

various settlements fit within the character areas described within the existing Gravesham Borough 

Character Assessment 

¶ Sections 4 to 10 Landscape Character Analysis of Settlements ------  firstly, considering the 

wider landscape context in relation to character and views of the landscape around the settlement at 

a local scale, and then each of the individual sites in detail. Guidance on ways in which any potential 

development would need to be constrained in order to minimise the impact on the landscape has 

also been included. 

¶ Section 11 Conclusions ------- Summary table of the findings of the study in relation to each of the 

sites. 
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2. METHODOLOGY 

2.1. LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENT  

Landscape character assessment is a structured method of analysing the landscape which can be used to help 

subdivide and describe a landscape for a range of different purposes.  The process considers the key factors 

which contribute to the character of the landscape, such as geology and landform, patterns of vegetation, 

crops and field boundaries, and the cultural pattern of human activity which has added buildings highways and 

settlements to the natural base.  The process can be undertaken at a range of levels from the national to the 

regional, district and local levels.  

 

The technique involves a systematic analysis of the factors affecting the landscape, which seeks to avoid 

subjective value judgements and simply provides objective description of given areas.  It enables areas to be 

subdivided into landscape character types (such as open chalk downland), and landscape character areas 

which relate to a specific location (such as a specific part say of the North Downs).  The next chapter 

describes how the landscape character assessments which apply to the Gravesham area have been 

undertaken at national, regional and borough levels. 

 

 In order to analyse the potential impacts of new development on the landscape of the seven settlements 

which are being considered; it is necessary to undertake landscape character assessment at the more 

detailed local level in order to fully understand the potential effects.  As the focus of the study has been on 

the analysis of  sites which have been previously identified by the forward planning team, the detailed 

landscape character assessment work has focused on the landscape settings of the relevant  seven 

settlements.  This work has been undertaken in accordance with national guidance produced for the 

Countryside Agency and Scottish Natural Heritage in 2002.i Appendix 1 provides more detail of the 

terminology used and includes examples of the survey pro-forma used to help structure the site survey and 

photography.  

2.2. LANDSCAPE CAPACITY AND SENSITIVITY  

Landscape character assessment helps to identify the factors which can make a landscape more or less 

sensitive to a particular change. For example flat open landscapes with few trees and hedgerows are 

generally more sensitive to the construction of new buildings, than areas where there are numerous field 

boundaries composed of tall trees.  Building densities can have the effect of both increasing the height of 

buildings and putting pressure on existing trees and open space provision. Consequently as densities of 

housing development rise they tend to become more difficult to assimilate into the landscape. Topography is 

also important, higher ground is usually more visible from a wider area, but not in all circumstances.  

The definition of the sensitivity of a particular landscape needs to take account of the change being 

considered, whether it is the construction of wind turbines on hilltops, commercial development or housing.  

The assessment of sensitivity takes account of the type and number of people who would become aware of a 

change, as well as the loss of important landscape features or community recreational facilities.  Appendix 1 

provides further details in relation to the terminology used in the report.  

In this study the presumption is that the change to be considered is the construction of medium density two 

storey housing. The study is helping to identify whether the landscape within or on the edges of the 

settlements has the capacity to accommodate development without causing significant damage to a landscape 

with a highly sensitive character.   

 Our matrix based approach to the analysis of local character areas follows similar work for other local 

authorities, using a range of accepted criteria,  which are broken down into three sections;  Landscape 

quality and condition,  landscape value and  visual sensitivity.  These have been broadly classified in 

accordance with a 5 point scale from very high to negligible, and then these have been used to produce a 

broad sensitivity rating on a three point scale, either highly moderately or less sensitive.   It is important that 

it is understood that this process of analysis is used to help assess the broader landscape around the 

settlement and to consider an area at a greater level of detail.  It must be recognised that the landscape is 

made up of a range of variables, and characteristics often merge from one area to another, producing specific 

individual places.  Inevitably there will be parts of areas which donõt completely fit the description which will 

always become inaccurate when the place is considered at a more detailed level.  Hence whilst the local 
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character area assessment matrices are able to help set the scene for individual sites, and help guide 

decisions at a more detailed level, they may not be totally relevant at the individual site level. 

 

2.3.  SENSITIVITY AND DESIGNATION  

Whilst the designation of protected landscapes can often reflect a sensitivity to change, the relationship 

between designation and sensitivity is more tenuous. Many sensitive landscapes are not subject to 

designation, whilst some designated landscapes are able to accommodate certain developments.  Parts of 

Gravesham Borough, and indeed the fringes of some of the settlements being considered are located within 

the Kent Downs Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB).  The AONB boundary is generally located to 

the east of the various settlements being considered although the AONB only extends northwards as far as 

Shorne. Vigo village is located within the Kent Downs AONB. 

2.4.  VISUAL IMPACTS 

Changes to landscape character as a result of development are likely to be more or less visible as a result of 

the nature of screening topography or vegetation.  Consequently if there is a strong framework of existing 

vegetation which restrict the visibility of new building across the wider landscape, then the visibility of the 

new development is restricted, and the extent of the visual impact is reduced.  There is often therefore an 

inverse relationship between the visibility of new development and the capacity of a landscape to 

accommodate it.   

2.5. SENSITIVITY OF INDIVIDUAL SITES  

The study has considered the potential landscape impacts of undertaking development on a total of 22 

individual sites spread across seven settlements.  In some cases it is considered that sites or parts of sites are 

either located within particularly sensitive locations, where development would be highly visible, or there 

would be an unacceptable impact on the character of the landscape setting of the settlement.  In this case 

sites or parts of them have been categorised as highly sensitive.  

In situations where the impacts are considered to be moderately sensitive, development could be considered 

for either part or all of a site, but subject to the planting and or retention of screening vegetation which 

helps to prevent extensive visibility of sites from a wider area.  In some cases this would require the re-

instatement of field boundaries which have been lost or deteriorated in the recent past.  Other moderately 

sensitive areas include the more sensitive parts of sites which are suited to development. This might include 

for example, areas which either should remain undeveloped, set aside for recreational purposes, woodland, 

or screen planting. 

 Where sites have been identified as being less sensitive, development of at least part of the site is not 

considered to have either a major impact on the landscape character of the adjoining areas, or to be 

significantly visible from adjoining areas.   

2.6.  DEVELOPMENT AND TREES.   

Proposed development sites which are existing woodland, or contain large numbers of trees, can be more 

readily integrated into the landscape, however experience in areas such as Culverstone valley indicates that if 

development takes place in dense areas of trees, that a process of attrition begins, in which the trees are 

first cut back, then reduced, and ultimately removed, possibly after dying through abuse.  Whilst retained 

trees can add to the character of the settlement, they often only survive in low density developments and 

within the public realm.  In cases where local authorities are well resourced and able to apply and police tree 

preservation orders, these can be an effective way of helping to retain trees on new development sites, 

particularly in the first five to ten years after construction when ongoing policing is critical.   

Our approach to the consideration of potential development sites with significant trees has been to assume 

that the authority may not have resources to monitor and police the development process and ongoing 

future tree protection, and consequently sites with significant trees which contribute to the wider public 

amenity of a settlement have generally been considered highly sensitive.   

In situations where we have identified a need to either protect and or enhance screening vegetation on the 

boundaries of sites then we believe that this can be achieved through the development management process.  

This can require applications to include a tree survey and protection proposals in accordance with British 

Standard BS 5837 (2005) Trees in relation to construction.   
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Development can cause a range of minor collateral damage to the landscape which needs to also be 

addressed through the development management process.  This includes the installation of infrastructure, 

such as roads cables and pipelines which can all lead to the loss of trees, or other features which contribute 

to landscape character.  A particular concern is that the narrow single track lanes which occur in the fringes 

of a number of the settlements (but particularly the various parts of Meopham parish), are not subject to 

ôupgradingõ  in order to carry increased volumes of traffic. Road widening, and the installation of footpaths 

kerbs and signs would destroy the rural character of these lanes, which might be best protected by 

conversion to footpaths and cycle-ways with new vehicular access via alternative routes.   
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3. THE LANDSCAPE CHARACTER OF THE BOROUGH  

3.1. THE LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENT PROCESS  

The process of Landscape Character Assessment (LCA) has been developed over a period of some thirty or 

more years by landscape professionals as a way of classifying and analysing landscape.  The terminology which 

is used in the process is explained in Appendix one of this report.   

Recent government guidance (e.g. Planning Policy Statement PPS 7 Sustainable development in rural areas) 

refers to and supports the LCA approach.  This was originally developed and supported by the Countryside 

Commission, and its successor organisations, the Countryside Agency and Natural England, which have 

funded the application of this process on a national and regional scale.   

Landscape Character assessments are designed to ônestõ one above the other such that  more detailed 

description and analysis is provided at the regional county and local scales.   

3.2. NATIONAL REGIONAL AND COUNTY LEVEL ASSESSMENTS  

At a national level Gravesham straddles the Greater Thames Estuary, North Kent Plain and North Downs 

joint character areas. These are shown on the mapping at Figure 2 below. 

 
Figure 2: Gravesham Borough showing the national landscape character mapping areas. 

 (NB: mapping taken from Jacobs / Babtie Gravesham landscape character assessment.) 

 

At the county level, the County Council funded Landscape Assessment of Kent has identified a more detailed 

set of character areas which include subdivisions and refinement of the National Joint Character Areas.  The 

borough includes the following character areas determined at the Kent county level: 

¶ Ash Downs 

¶ Cobham West Kent Downs  

¶ Dartford and Gravesend Fringes  

¶ Eastern Thames Marshes  

¶ Hoo Peninsula  

¶ Luddesdown West Kent Downs  
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¶ Shorne 

¶ Southfleet Arable Lands 

¶ Western Thames Marshes.  

The location of these areas is shown on the mapping at Figure 3 below. 

 
Figure 3: Gravesham Borough showing the county landscape character mapping areas. 

(NB: Mapping taken from Jacobs Babtie Gravesham landscape character assessment.) 

3.3. BOROUGH WIDE ASSESSMENT  

Gravesham Borough Council commissioned the preparation of a Landscape Character Assessment of the 

borough which was undertaken by Jacobs Babtie, (who had also undertaken the Kent county study) in 2009.  

This has been the key source document for the more detailed character assessment work which we have 

undertaken as part of the study.  The borough was subdivided into a total of 11 different character areas, of 

which seven directly covered the settings of the settlements which are the focus of the study.  These seven 

landscape character areas are:  

¶ Gravesend Southern Fringes  

¶ Harvel Wooded Downs 

¶ Higham Arable Farmland  

¶ Istead Arable Farmland  

¶ Meopham Downs 

¶ Shorne and Higham Marshes 

¶ Vigo Scarptop Woodlands.   

The arrangement of these various character areas and their locations is shown on the mapping at Figure 4 

below.  
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Figure 4: Gravesham Borough landscape character areas.  

 

In addition to the identification and description of landscape character areas, the borough wide landscape 

character assessment also provided comments on the condition and sensitivity of the different areas.  These 

comments by necessity apply to the scale at which the borough wide assessment was undertaken, and whilst 
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providing some guidance for this study are relatively general in relation to the assessment of specific 

development sites.   

Table 1 below shows the key characteristics, condition and sensitivity identified for the seven character areas 

which are the focus of this study.   

 

Table 1 Key characteristics, condition and sensitivity identified by the J/B Borough wide study.   

Character 

area  

Key characteristics  Condition  Sensitivity  Guideline 

Gravesend 

southern 

fringes  

Dominant settlement on urban edge of Gravesend 

Very gently undulating topography rising from north to 

south 

Small arable fields historically part of Istead Farmlands 

landscape 

Man made golf course landscape acts as visual 

detractor 

Limited tree cover mostly consisting of small clumps of 

non native tree material on golf course 

Wire Fence lines and gappy native hedgerows 

Landscape dominated by large roads, High Speed Rail 

Link and associated infrastructure 

Poor  Moderate  Restore 

and 

create 

Harvel 

wooded 

downs 

Varied topography with steep valley sides and plateaux 

Ancient woodland, chestnut coppice and small 

paddocks and pasture 

Traditional historic settlement of Harvel set around 

village green 

Occasional traditional farmsteads 

Haphazard mosaic of residential plots and small 

holdings set within the woodland 

Narrow winding lanes through coppice woodland  

Moderate Moderate Conserve 

and 

create 

Higham 

arable 

farmland  

Very gently undulating topography Å 

Open arable farmland 

Views out to the marshes and the River Thames in the 

north 

Original Saxon village of Lower Higham and more 

recent development to the south 

Marsh side hamlets and settlements 

Isolated farmsteads and scattered 

properties with locally distinct styles and materials 

Pockets of orchards and garden 

Nurseries  

Historic sites including a Priory and Gadõs Hill, once 

home to Charles Dickens 

Thames and Medway Canal 

(disused) runs to Lower Higham 

Poor  Moderate  Restore 

and 

create 

Istead arable 

farmland  

Gently undulating topography with open arable fields  

Fields divided by tracks, roads and occasional 

hedgerows 

Orchards to the east 

Minor native woodland clumps 

Few roads, which are open in 

character 

Istead Rise modern housing development 

Clusters of properties and farmsteads 

Large pylons 

Poor  Moderate Restore 

and 

create 

Meopham Gently undulating topography with a mixture of arable Good  Moderate Conserve 
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downs and pasture farmland 

Neat pattern of small square fields in the south 

Broader irregular shaped fields to the north 

Narrow lanes and roads lined with hedgerows 

Three large settlements located along A227 running 

east and west 

Traditional architecture surrounding village greens 

provide local vernacular 

and 

reinforce  

Shorne and 

Higham 

marshes 

Flat grazing marsh with a lack of vegetation  Sense of 

remoteness with extensive views across marshes 

Network of ditches and meandering waterways 

divide the marshes in an irregular pattern leaving 

parcels of land of a medium scale 

No roads and limited development 

Features of historic interest including Shornemead Fort 

Extensive views across the River Thames and to higher 

ground to the south 

Good  High  Conserve  

Vigo 

scarptop 

woodlands 

Relatively level topography across character area  

Large areas of uninterrupted dense native coppice 

woodland 

Complex network of uniform housing located within 

woodland to north west 

Built form uncharacteristic of local traditional 

architecture 

Non native species intermixed with woodland 

throughout residential area 

Limited views due to dense housing and woodland 

   

3.4. LOCAL AND SITE LEVEL ASSESSMENT  

The local level assessment considers the setting of the settlement, and defines local landscape character 

areas.  Whilst more specific than the borough wide character assessment, this process only provides general 

guidance in relation to specific sites which are then finally considered at the individual site level.  Individual 

site level assessments consider whether all or parts of individual sites are suitable for development, and 

whether key screening trees , woodlands or other features should be protected either through the use of 

TPOõs or other development management methods.  Table 2 below illustrates the hierarchy of different 

levels of assessment and their relevance to the site assessment process. 

 

Table 2: hierarchy of assessments and their relevance to the site assessment process.  

Level  Example character area  Comment  

National  North Downs Very general description of a 

wider area 

Regional/County  Ash Downs  Becomes focused on a smaller 

area  

District /Borough  Meopham Downs  A general district/borough wide 

planning tool,  

Local  Meopham Plateau  Local level assessment guides local 

parish level decisions.   

Site  CG1 South of Heron Hill Lane Culverstone 

Green 

Individual sites may vary from the 

local norm and need individual 

consideration  

At the individual site level the assessment of landscape sensitivity has used a three point scale to reflect the 

overall sensitivity of the site to development, either highly sensitive, moderately sensitive or less sensitive. 
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4.  CULVERSTONE GREEN  

4.1. LANDSCAPE CHARACTER OF THE SETTLEMENT SETTING  

Geology and topography  

Culverstone Green is situated on the gently sloping chalk plateau of the dip slope of the North Downs, 

which is overlain by deposits of clay with flints in this location. There are dry valleys to the west and east of 

the village which drain northwards and eastwards towards the Thames.   

Landcover and field boundary pattern   

The village is subdivided by the main Gravesend to Wrotham Road the A227. Land to the west of the road is 

predominantly under arable rotation, although there are some significant tree belts, mainly along the valley 

sides of the dry valleys mentioned earlier. The pattern of field boundaries is generally regular and varies in 

scale from small paddocks abutting the village to larger fields further west. The generally level land which lies 

to the eastern side of the road dips down into the area known as the Culverstone valley. This is a 

predominantly wooded area which has been the subject of progressive development since it was subdivided 

into holiday plots in the 1930õs prior to planning controls.   

Cultural pattern and settlement growth  

Culverstone Green is the most southerly part of the parish of Meopham, which is spread along the A227. 

Whilst there are a small number of houses which predate the First World War, the majority of buildings are 

more recent, with estates of 1960õs housing, predominantly bungalows, to the east of the main road. It is 

clear that the trees and wooded character of the Culverstone Valley are being eroded by an ongoing 

programme of building extensions and tree surgery, in spite of the best efforts of the local authority.  

Pattern of local landscape c haracter areas  

The Borough LCA study has included land to the west of the Culverstone Valley within the Meopham Downs 

Landscape character area.  It has included the Culverstone Valley within the Harvel wooded downs landscape 

character area.  The key characteristics of these are shown above in Table 1.  The key differences between 

these two landscape character types is the proportion of woodland, and the nature and condition of the field 

boundary pattern, which is smaller scale, more irregular and complex in the Harvel wooded downs character 

area, but in a poor condition. The character of the Culverstone valley and the Vigo village area which are in 

part contiguous are in fact quite similar, and share similar characteristics. The Culverstone valley area is 

clearly a unique character type in relation to the setting of Culverstone Green, with the key landscape 

characteristic being the way that the existing trees contribute a wooded character.  The open dry valleys are 

also unique due to the steep valley sides and wooded edges.  This, due to the steep gradients which have 

tended to prevent development and restricted access to narrow sunken lanes, provides a sense of seclusion 

which is absent from the more open plateau above.   

Local landscape character areas  

The mapping at Figure 5 shows the arrangement of local landscape character areas derived from this study 

around Culverstone Green.  The Meopham downs landscape character area is divided into 4 local landscape 

character areas:  

¶ Culverstone wooded housing   

¶ Luddesdown  valley  

¶ Lower Northfleet Valley 

¶ Meopham plateau.  
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Figure 5: The local landscape character areas surrounding the settlement of Culverstone  

 

Each of the local landscape character areas has been the subject of an assessment of their sensitivity using a 

matrix based approach. The sensitivity matrices for each of the local character areas are shown below. 
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Overall sensitivity value  

Capacity to accommodate change and mitigation potential  

This wooded area is an important part of the setting of the village which accommodates a large number of 

houses, bungalows and chalets.  The process of change from holiday plots to permanent housing has caused 

the loss of considerable numbers of trees which are the key feature of the area.  Any further increase in the 

density of development would cause fundamental damage to the setting of the settlement and the landscape 

character of the area, and this character area has consequently been classified as highly sensitive.   

Management Strategy  

Conserve  Enhance  Restore  Renewal  

    

Prevent the loss of any further trees and or woodland, and encourage new planting to replace any trees 

which are lost.  

 

CULVERSTONE WOODED 

HOUSING 

Local  Character Area 
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Comment  

Landscape quality/ condition   

Integrity of landscape character       Removal of trees is occurring which 

threatens the character  

Condition of landscape elements       Tree infrastructure is still significant 

and in good condition  

Landscape Value   

Sense of remoteness      Woodland provide sense of 

remoteness in certain areas  

Scenic beauty/quality        Trees add to scenic quality  

Tranquillity      Parts of the area are surprisingly 

tranquil due to the landform. 

Historic features which 

contribute to sense of place. 

     Some mature trees are present, these 

provide the sense of place 

Visual sensitivity   

Local inter-visibility within the 

character area  

     The trees help to screen views within 

the area  

Prominence in wider landscape       The woodland is prominent from 

adjoining areas  

 Viewing population and physical 

accessibility  

     A high number of the residents of the 

village live in or use the area.  

Broad Rating  Highly 

sensitive  

Moderately 

Sensitive  

Less 

sensitive  

Tree clearance has reduced the ability 

of the landscape to accommodate  

change  
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Overall sensitivity value  

Capacity to accommodate change and mitigation potential  

The Luddesdown valley is particularly unsuited to change. It is characterised by the sunken lanes, and small 

scale pattern of traditional landscape which provide seclusion and tranquillity due to the combination of 

topography and trees/ woodland. New development would require major road widening and earthworks 

which would significantly damage the landscape character  

Management Strateg y  

Conserve  Enhance  Restore  Renewal  

    

Maintain and conserve the character of the narrow lanes and hedgerows and maintain existing woodland 

belts. 

 

LUDDESDOWN VALLEY  

Local Character Area 
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Comment  

Landscape quality/ condition   

Integrity of landscape character       Hedgerows and sunken lanes are part 

of character   

Condition of landscape elements       Traditional pasture 

Landscape Value   

Sense of remoteness      Due to topography, sunken lanes. 

Trees and hedges. 

Scenic beauty/quality         

Tranquillity      Quiet undisturbed 

Historic features which 

contribute to sense of place. 

     Mature tree belts 

Visual sensitivity   

Local inter-visibility within the 

character area  

     Primarily along the valley only. 

Prominence in wider landscape / 

inter-visibility between CAõs  

     Views along and across the valley 

from higher ground  

 Viewing population and physical  

accessibility  

     Walkers along paths and lanes 

Broad Rating  Highly 

sensitive  

Moderately 

Sensitive  

Less 

sensitive  
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Overall sensitivity value  

Capacity to accommodate change and mitigation potential  

This part of the Northfleet valley is unsuited to change. It is a pleasant small narrow pocket of linear 

landscape which provides seclusion and tranquillity due to the combination of topography and trees/ 

woodland. New development would require major road widening and earthworks which would significantly 

damage the landscape character  

Management Strategy  

Conserve  Enhance  Restore  Renewal  

    

Maintain and conserve the character of the narrow lanes and hedgerows and maintain existing woodland 

belts. 

UPPER NORTHFLEET VALLEY  

Local Character Area 
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Comment  

Landscape quality/ condition   

Integrity of landscape character       Hedgerows and sunken lanes are part 

of character   

Condition of landscape elements        

Landscape Value   

Sense of remoteness      Due to topography, sunken lanes. 

Trees and hedges. 

Scenic beauty/quality         

Tranquillity       

Historic features which 

contribute to sense of place. 

     Mature tree belts 

Visual sensitivity   

Local inter-visibility within the 

character area  

     Primarily along the valley only. 

Prominence in wider landscape / 

inter-visibility between CAõs  

      

 Viewing population and physical  

accessibility  

     Walkers along paths and lanes 

Broad Rating  Highly 

sensitive  

Moderately 

Sensitive  

Less 

sensitive  
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Overall sensitivity value  

Capacity to accommodate change and mitigation potential  

In situations where there is a strong existing field boundary and tree structure, there is the potential for 

change to be accommodated. Sensitive small scale development could be considered if there are substantial 

landscape benefits, such as the restoration of missing field boundaries and re-establishment of tree belts 

around the perimeter of the settlement. This could provide better separation of the settlement from the 

surrounding fields and improve the rural character of the vicinity.   

Management Strategy  

Conserve  Enhance  Restore  Renewal  

    

Conserve and enhance the setting of the settlements within woodland through reinstating tree belts around 

the perimeter of the settlements. 

 

MEOPHAM PLATEAU 

Local Character Area 
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Comment  

Landscape quality/ cond ition   

Integrity of landscape character       Hedgerows have been removed   

Condition of landscape elements       Some intrusive development and  

neglect of land/ boundaries 

Landscape Value   

Sense of remoteness      Most of the area is close to 

development of some sort  

Scenic beauty/quality         

Tranquillity      Parts of the area are relatively 

tranquil  

Historic features which 

contribute to sense of place. 

     Include historic buildings in village 

core  

Visual sensitivity   

Local inter-visibility within the 

character area  

      

Prominence in wider landscape / 

inter-visibility between CAõs  

      

 Viewing population and physical 

accessibility  

     Resident population  and drivers 

along the A227  

Broad Rating  Highly 

sensitive  

Moderately 

Sensitive  

Less 

sensitive  
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4.2. CULVERSTONE GREEN SITE ANALYSIS 

4.3. SITE CG1 South of Heron Hill Lane Culverstone Green  

This extensive site is located immediately to the east of the main A 227, just to the north of the village. Parts 

of the site are set behind a mature coniferous hedge, whilst other areas are located behind existing housing. 

It lies predominantly within the Meopham plateau local character area, although certain parts fall within the 

Culverstone wooded housing local landscape character area.  The site is predominantly open fields although 

some woodland or areas of scrub and young trees are included. The eastern section of the site has a steeper 

gradient and is more wooded in character.  

  
Figures 6 and 7: Plan and aerial photo of Site CG1. The more sensitive part of the site is outlined in red on 

the plan.  

Assessment of potential landscape impacts of development  

The part of the site which lies immediately adjoining the road and is well screened by existing housing or 

hedging, is a relatively discrete block of land. This area is within the Meopham plateau local character area 

which is considered to be less sensitive to change. This part of the site is level and could accommodate 

appropriately designed development.  The eastern section of the site lies within the Culverstone wooded 

housing character area, which is highly sensitive due to its topography and the manner in which the trees and 

woodland provide the setting for the settlement.  The recommendation for this site would therefore be for 

only the western section within the Meopham plateau local landscape character area to be considered for 

development. 

Mitigation of the l andscape impacts of development  

Restrict development to the less sensitive western part of the site and retain boundary and intermediate 

tree lines.  

Sensitivity Rating  Highly sensitive  Moderately Sensitive  Less sensitive  
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4.4. SITE CG2 East of Conifer Drive, Culverstone Green  

This site is an area of trees and woodland which is located between two housing areas within the 

Culverstone wooded housing local landscape character area.  This area slopes eastwards and provides a 

woodland buffer between the two housing areas as well as contributing to the landscape setting of the 

settlement. This is apparent from the photograph at figure 8 below 

 
Figure 8: Oblique aerial photograph showing the approximate site boundary of site CG2 outlined in red.   



Landscape character based analysis of potential housing sites in Gravesham  

22 
©David Hares Landscape Architecture 2011 

 
Figure 9: Plan of site CG2.  

Assessment of potential landscape impacts o f development  

The site lies in the Culverstone wooded housing local landscape character area which is considered to be 

highly sensitive. It has suffered as a result of piecemeal development which has caused the loss of trees 

creating a negative impact on landscape character.  Development of this site would cause further negative 

change and is not considered appropriate.   

Mitigation of the landscape impacts of development  

The site is considered to be unsuitable for development due to the negative landscape impacts which would 

result from the loss of trees associated with development. 

Sensitivity Rating  Highly sensitive  Moderately Sensitive  Less sensitive  
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4.5. SITE CG3 East of Willow Walk, Culverstone Green  

Similar to site CG2 this is an area of trees and woodland which separates two housing areas within the 

Culverstone wooded housing local landscape character area.  It also slopes towards the east and provides a 

woodland buffer between the two housing areas as well as contributing to the landscape setting of the 

settlement.  There is also a footpath which links between the two areas of housing which is clearly well used.  

    
Figure 10: plan of site CG3. 

Assessment of potential landscape impacts of development  

The site lies in the Culverstone wooded housing local landscape character area which is considered to be 

highly sensitive. It has suffered as a result of piecemeal development which has caused the loss of trees 

creating a negative impact on landscape character.  Development of this site would cause further negative 

change and is not considered appropriate.   

 

Mitigation of the landscape impacts of development  

The site is considered to be unsuitable for development due to the negative landscape impacts which would 

result from the loss of trees resulting from development. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sensitivity Rating  Highly sensitive  Moderately Sensitive  Less sensitive  
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4.6. SITE CG 4 North and West of Culverstone Primary School  

This site is located within the Meopham plateau local landscape character area to the west of the A227 

Gravesend to Meopham road.  It is part of a series of small ôbacklandõ paddocks which occur around the 

perimeter of the settlement, associated with the 1930õs ribbon development along the road.  In general these 

paddocks are separated from the larger fields to the west by existing field boundaries, however in this case 

the field boundary has been removed, and the area is open to the wider landscape of more open fields to the 

west.   

 

  
Figures 11 and 12: showing how the field boundaries which might have screened the site from the wider 

landscape have been removed.   

Assessment of potential landscape impacts of development  

The site lies in the Meopham plateau local landscape character area which is considered to be moderately 

sensitive, and where development could be accommodated in situations where there is a strong landscape 

structure, which would help to screen the site from the wider landscape.  At present the lack of screening 

trees should prevent this area being considered for development.  If a strong new tree belt is reinstated 

along the former boundary however the site could be re-considered in the future. 

Mitigation of the land scape impacts of development  

At present this site is considered to be unsuitable for development due to the potential visual impacts which 

would extend over a wide area to the west.  If former field boundary hedgerows were to be re-established 

by dense planting the site could subsequently be considered for development.  

Sensitivity Rating  Highly sensitive  Moderately Sensitive  Less sensitive  




















































































































