Cobham

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements
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Parcel

Harm Score

CO1

Moderate high

CO2

Moderate

CO3

Low moderate

CO4

High

CO5

High

CO6

High

CO7

Moderate

CO8

Moderate high
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Cobham
Parcel CO1
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Description
A large house and grounds, included a wooded copse, located on the western edge of Cobham, sloping gently down to the west. The parcel is largely open, the road to the
north and tree lines to the north and east create some distinction between the parcel and the settlement edge, and the adjoining settlement edge creates only a limited degree
of urban containment. Hedges, a woodland block and the edge of the wooded copse within the parcel define the boundary between the parcel and the wider countryside to the
west and south, and the tree lined road to the north defines the boundary between the parcel and the area of sporadic residential development, two field parcels associated
with Meadow House and the village hall, car park and grounds to the north.
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Cobham
Parcel CO1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Cobham which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The largely open grounds within this parcel are somewhat distinct from the settlement edge of Cobham and contain the characteristics
of open countryside, but are nonetheless related to the inset settlement sufficiently to diminish contribution slightly. Nonetheless, the
parcel has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Due to the presence of the bounding woodland and road, and as it is assumed the edge of the of the wooded copse within the parcel
would be retained, release of this parcel would not increase containment of adjacent land. Release of the parcel would however result in
a more convoluted boundary, defined by a combination of woodland, tree lines and hedgerows, which would result in a minor weakening
of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.
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Cobham
Parcel CO1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
the adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the overall harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing the open land to the south and west of the parcel would breach the hedges, trees and woodland bounding the house and grounds, and would extend development
into the orchards beyond. This would result in significant encroachment on the countryside, would weaken the boundary between Green Belt and inset settlement, and would
potentially also cause some containment of adjacent open land, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Cobham
Parcel CO2
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Description
Enclosed fields, village hall and associated car park and a cluster of dwellings located on relatively flat land to the northwest of Cobham. The parcel contains limited urbanising
development, retaining sufficient open space for there to be a relationship with adjacent open land, and as the majority of the parcel adjoins the wider Green Belt there is only
a very limited degree of urban containment and there is some distinction between the parcel and the adjoining settlement edge to the southeast. A treelined road marks the
boundary of the parcel with the wider Green Belt to the southwest, and a lane with some individual dwellings and woodland clusters mark the edge of the parcel with the wider
countryside to the north and west.
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Cobham
Parcel CO2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Cobham which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The parcel contains limited urbanising development, retaining sufficient open space for there to be a relationship with adjacent open
land, and there is some distinction between the parcel and the adjoining settlement edge to the southeast. As such, the land has uses
associated with the proximity of the adjacent settlement, and has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside, but is
nonetheless largely open and undeveloped in character, containing the characteristics of countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Although release of the parcel would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between inset settlement and Green Belt,
which would be defined by a road, lanes and treelines, it would minorly increase containment of adjacent land to the east.

LUC I A-8

Cobham
Parcel CO2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing the open land to the north and west of this parcel would breach the lanes bounding the parcel and extending into an area of fields and loose scattered dwellings,
resulting in significant encroachment on the countryside and high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-9

Cobham
Parcel CO3
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Description
Sports fields, tennis courts, rear residential gardens and an enclosed field, located on relatively flat land to the north of Cobham. With the exception of the existing school
buildings and associated car parks located within the parcel, as well as the sports buildings, which are appropriate uses within the Green Belt, it is largely undeveloped.
However, the adjoining inset settlement of Cobham creates a degree of urban containment within the parcel, and the edge of this settlement, predominantly comprising of
garden boundaries, does not create any significant distinction between the parcel and the adjacent settlement edge. A band of trees define the boundary between the parcel
and the wider Green Belt to the west and an orchard, with the Shorne and Ashenbank Woods (a SSSI) beyond, are located to the north of the parcel.

LUC I A-10

Cobham
Parcel CO3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Cobham which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The parcel is open; however it has a degree of urban containment and has no significant distinction from the adjacent settlement edge.
The land has uses associated with the adjacent settlement, and has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside, but is
nonetheless largely open and undeveloped in character, containing characteristics of the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Release of the parcel would not weaken the existing Green Belt boundary, which would be defined by the hedgerow and tree-lined
orchard bounding the parcel to the north, and would not lead to the containment of any adjacent land.

LUC I A-11

Cobham
Parcel CO3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside, but a negligible weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

The orchards north of the parcel are open and uncontained, as such release would result in significant encroachment on the countryside. In addition, although constraints
provided by woodland to the north and parkland to the east prevent impact on adjacent Green Belt land in these directions, there would be a minor increase in the containment
of land to the west, resulting in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-12

Cobham
Parcel CO4
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Description
Orchards located on relatively flat land to the northeast of Cobham. The area contains no urbanising development to diminish openness and is uncontained by urban
development. In addition, the orchards create a limited degree of distinction from the settlement edge.

LUC I A-13

Cobham
Parcel CO4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Cobham which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is open countryside, is uncontained by urbanising development and, although it has no significant distinction from the adjacent
settlement edge, it has a strong relationship with the surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Land to the north of the inset edge is bound by Halfpence Lane to the east as well as Shorne and Ashenbank Woods (a SSSI) and
Cobham Hall Registered Park and Garden (designations protected from development) to the north and east, which would constitute
strong Green Belt boundaries, however any release would minorly increase the containment of adjacent open land to the west.

LUC I A-14

Cobham
Parcel CO4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity adjacent Green
Belt land. Therefore, the overall harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-15

Cobham
Parcel CO5
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Description
Open fields on relatively flat land located on the east of Cobham. The area is undeveloped and uncontained by urbanising development. Cobhambury Road creates some
distinction between the area and the adjacent inset settlement of Cobham.

LUC I A-16

Cobham
Parcel CO5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Cobham which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is open countryside and uncontained by urbanising development. It has some distinction from the inset settlement, given the
presence of Cobhambury Road, and has a strong relationship with the surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Due to the presence of the woodland block to the south within CO6, and the presence of Cobham Hall Registered Park and Garden to the
north (a designation protected from development), release of this area would not increase the containment of any adjacent land.
Releasing the area would however result in development breaching Cobhambury Road, which bounds the east of the inset settlement of
Cobham, which would result in minor weakening of and a less consistent distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-17

Cobham
Parcel CO5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-18

Cobham
Parcel CO6
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Description
Woodland, a farmstead and field located to the south east of Cobham, on land sloping down to the south. The area is open and uncontained by urbanising development.
Cobhambury Road separates the area from the adjacent inset settlement of Cobham. This, in addition to the slope of the land, means that the area retains strong distinction
from the inset settlement of Cobham.
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Cobham
Parcel CO6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Cobham which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area contains no urbanising development to diminish openness and the slope of the land and presence of Cobhambury Road means
that the area retains strong distinction from the inset settlement of Cobham. The land contains the characteristics of open countryside
and has a strong relationship with the surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Release of this land would result in development breaching Cobhambury Road and sloping down to the south, resulting in a significantly
weaker distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, as well as moderately increased containment of surrounding Green
Belt land by urbanising development.

LUC I A-20

Cobham
Parcel CO6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a major weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-21

Cobham
Parcel CO7

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
The parcel is occupied by various land uses including allotments, a graveyard, a car park, an individual dwelling and garden, scrub woodland and enclosed grassland fields,
located on relatively flat land on the southern edge of Cobham. The parcel is predominantly open and uncontained by urbanising development, and as a tree lined lane bounds
the north of this parcel and the parcel contains woodland blocks, it is somewhat distinct from the adjoining settlement of Cobham. Hedgerows and tree lines define the
boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the south and west, whilst Cobhambury Road defines the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to
the east.
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Cobham
Parcel CO7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Cobham which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The area is open in Green Belt terms and uncontained by urban development and the woodland cover within it creates some distinction
from the settlement edge, but its usage is associated with the adjacent settlement edge. Nonetheless, the land contains the
characteristics of open countryside and has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Release of this parcel would not increase containment of any adjacent land and, as the edge of the woodland cover within the parcel is
assumed to be retained, release would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the
Green Belt.

LUC I A-23

Cobham
Parcel CO7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the area would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a negligible weakening of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the integrity of the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Release of the open fields to the south or orchard to the west of this parcel would result in development extending downslope to the south and west, onto land which has a
strong distinction from the inset settlement, resulting in significant encroachment on the countryside and a weakening of the boundary between Green Belt and inset
settlement, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-24

Cobham
Parcel CO8
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Description
Small woodland block located on relatively flat land adjacent to the western edge of Cobham. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish Green Belt openness
and is not contained by urbanising development. The tree cover provides a strong boundary to the adjacent inset settlement and with the wider Green Belt to the north, south
and west.

LUC I A-25

Cobham
Parcel CO8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Cobham which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This parcel comprises woodland, which provides significant distinction from the inset settlement of Cobham. It contains the
characteristics of open countryside and has a strong relationship with the surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

The small woodland forms a boundary feature between the inset settlement and wider countryside, but its release in combination with
the retention of its outer edge would not cause any weakening of the distinction between the two, or cause any containment of other
Green Belt land.

LUC I A-26

Cobham
Parcel CO8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside. It would constitute a negligible weakening of the
integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing the open land to the west of the parcel would breach the distinct outer edge of the woodland block (which is assumed would be retained should the parcel be
released), and would extend development into the orchards beyond. This would result in significant encroachment on the countryside and would weaken the boundary between
Green Belt and inset settlement, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-27

Culverstone Green
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 5: The Creation of a Single New Settlement Through
the Merger of Existing Settlements
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Culverstone Green
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

CG1

High

CG2

Moderate high

CG3

Moderate

CG4

Moderate high

CG5

Moderate

CG6

High

CG7

High

CG8

Moderate high
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG1
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Description
Farmland and paddocks adjacent to the western edge of Culverstone Green, sloping downwards from the settlement edge to the west and north. The area is predominantly
open and uncontained, however residential dwellings line Chapman’s Hill along the north of the parcel and residential dwellings, a school and a petrol station line South Street
along the settlement edge along the eastern edge of the parcel. This urbanising development creates localised areas of urban containment and reduced openness. The A227
South Street provides a degree of distinction between the parcel and the inset settlement edge, however this distinction is limited by the presence of the washed over
development to the west of this road, within the parcel. Chapman’s Hill and South Street define the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the north and
northeast respectively, and hedgerows define the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the south. To the west, woodland belts define the crest of a narrow
but distinct valley.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Culverstone Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns, and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Despite a degree of association with urbanising uses along the parcel edges this open farmland has little sense of containment, and the
A227 South Street provides some distinction from the inset settlement edge. The parcel therefore has a strong relationship with the
countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

There is sufficient development to the west of the A227 to reduce its strength as a boundary feature, so the mostly wooded western
edge of the parcel, marking the edge of a distinct valley, would form a strong alternative boundary. However, the need for new northern
and southern boundaries to extend out beyond the A227 to meet this wooded valley edge would still represent a minor weakening of the
boundary distinction between the settlement and the Green Belt. To the south in particular, a new boundary formed by hedgerows
would be weaker. There would be no increased urban containment other than of weaker Green Belt land to the east of the main road.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the whole parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside, and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

The washed-over development to the west of South Street, adjoining the edge of Culverstone Green, is less open and more strongly associated with the settlement edge than
most of the parcel. Its release would therefore result in moderate encroachment on the countryside and moderate harm to the Green Belt purposes. Any intermediate release of
land going beyond the area where development has taken place but encompassing a smaller area than the parcel as a whole would still constitute high harm to the Green Belt
purposes, either through the creation of a weaker Green Belt boundary, offering less distinction from the inset settlement, and/or by introducing a degree of urban containment
of adjacent land.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Release of the parcel would constitute high harm to the Green Belt purposes, so any release beyond this area would likewise result in high harm.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG2
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Description
Open paddocks on relatively flat land located to the north of Culverstone Green, separated from the inset settlement by an area of low density washed-over residential
development and adjacent woodland/scrub (see parcel CG3), together with a narrower field sloping quite steeply downhill to the east. Tree cover to the south of the parcel
creates a some boundary distinction from the inset settlement, but the residential dwellings along South Street to the west of the parcel, and storage yards to the north, create
a limited degree of urban containment. Heron Hill Lane and South Street define the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the north and west respectively,
and a strip of ancient woodland forms a boundary with washed-over residential development set within woodland to the east. Parcel CG2 would only be released as an
extension of CG3.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Culverstone Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Despite a degree of association with urbanising uses along the parcel edges, the open paddocks within this parcel are perceived as
countryside and have a stronger relationship with the countryside than the inset settlement. The eastern strip of land, separated from
the rest of the parcel by a tree line, has stronger distinction from the inset settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Release of the parcel as a whole, in combination with CG3, would result in boundaries thet would be clearly defined by Heron Hill Lane to
the north, the tree lined track and woodland block with land sloping down to the east and South Street to the west, although loss of
separation from the washed-over housing along Chapman's Hill would also weaken, albeit minimally, the extent to which the A227
marks a distinction between settlement and countryside. There would be no additional harm resulting from increased containment of
adjacent Green Belt land.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

Although the parcel as a whole makes a significant contribution to Purpose 3, the flatter paddock land forming the larger part of the parcel makes a relatively significant
contribution to this purpose. However, releasing this flatter area without the sloping field to the east would not reduce overall harm to the Green Belt purposes, because of the
extent to which it would weaken the contribution of that sloping field by increasing its urban containment between the inset area and development in the Culverstone Valley
Area.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further open land to the north of the parcel would breach the boundary provided by Heron Hill Lane and extend development beyond the northernmost extent of
development along South Street and Chapmans Hill to the west and the Culverstone Valley Area to the east. This would weaken the distinction between wider Green Belt and
inset settlement, resulting in significant encroachment on the countryside and high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-35

Culverstone Green
Parcel CG3
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Description
Loosely dispersed residential properties with large gardens, a field and a woodland/scrub block, located on the northern edge of Culverstone Green. The western part of the
parcel is relatively flat whilst the eastern part slopes down towards the east. The loosely dispersed residential properties within the parcel have a limited impact on the
openness of the parcel and the adjoining residential development to the west and south create a limited degree of urban containment. Although the south westernmost part of
the parcel directly adjoins residential development within the inset settlement of Culverstone Green, to the southeast, the woodland/scrub block creates distinction between the
settlement and the majority of the parcel. South Street, lined with washed over residential development, a tree-lined track and ancient woodland sloping down to the east
define the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the west, north and east respectively.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Culverstone Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The parcel is largely open and distinct from the adjacent settlement edge, however the presence of loosely dispersed residential
properties on the South Street frontage means the parcel retains a degree of association with urbanising uses within Culverstone Green.
Overall, the land contains the characteristics of countryside and has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the
settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

As the area adjoins ancient woodland to the east (a designation protected from development), release of land within this area would not
increase containment of this any adjacent land. Releasing this land would not lead to the containment of any other adjacent land. The
tree-lined track bounding the north of the parcel would form a consistent boundary of similar strength to the existing settlement edge,
and South Street would form a consistent boundary to the west. Release would also result in the ancient woodland sloping down to the
east of the parcel forming a stronger boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, but it would constitute a negligible
weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be
moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcels CG1 and CG2.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG4
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Description
Woodland on the eastern edge of Culverstone Green, sloping steeply down into the Culverstone Valley Area to the east. The parcel is largely open, incorporating only a few
dwellings on the edges of Culverstone Green and the Culverstone Valley Area. The steep woodland slopes create distinction from the settlement edge, but the amount of
residential development within the Culverstone Valley Area means that the parcel is also to an extent contained by urban development. Willow Wood, forming the northern part
of the parcel, is ancient woodland which represents an absolute constraint to development.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Culverstone Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Although the parcel is largely contained between the settlement edge of Culverstone Green and washed-over but urbanising
development within the Culverstone Valley Area, the woodland slopes within the parcel are predominantly open and distinct from the
inset settlement edge. Therefore it has a stronger relationship with the wider countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of this parcel would not lead to the containment of any Green Belt land. There would be some weakening of boundary distinction
between the inset settlement area and Green Belt land in the Culverstone Valley Area, but the extent to which residential development
has taken place in the latter limits the degree to which the existing boundary represents a change from settlement to countryside, and
therefore limits the level of impact on the integrity of the Green Belt to 'minor'.

LUC I A-40

Culverstone Green
Parcel CG4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See CG5.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG5
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Description
The Culverstone Valley Area, comprising of relatively loosely dispersed residential properties set in large gardens along minor private roads and public byways, and a park
homes site, interspersed between woodland, including areas of ancient woodland, on undulating land to the west of Culverstone Green. The residential developments are
urbanising, reducing the openness of the area, and development to the west and south create a limited degree of urban containment. Although the residential development
within the area directly adjoins the inset settlement of Culverstone Green to the south and west, the woodland covered slopes to the west of the area within Parcel CG4 create
distinction between the area and the inset settlement edge. Woodland, including much ancient woodland, defines the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to
the south east, east, northeast and west, and Heron Hill Lane defines the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the north.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Culverstone Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

Although the area contains some urbanising development, it retains relatively strong openness. However its residential use creates an
association with the inset settlement, and although the wooded slopes to the west create distinction between the area and the inset
settlement edge there is less distinction from the inset edge to the south. As such, the parcel contains characteristics of the countryside
and has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of this parcel as an extension of the south eastern fringe of Culverstone Green would increase containment of the wooded
slopes (parcel CG4) that separate the two, which would constitute a minor impact on the integrity of the adjacent Green Belt. The
retention of a woodland fringe around the Culverstone Valley Area's outer edges (which are largely protected as ancient woodland
anyway) would mean that there would be negligible change in strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the wider Green
Belt.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes. The release of any smaller part of the Culverstone Valley Area as a
separate inset settlement, rather than as an extension of Culverstone Green, would create a weaker Green Belt boundary as it would not mark a clear distinction between
developed and undeveloped land.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing open land to the north or east of the parcel would encroach on open undeveloped land that has a weak relationship with either the existing inset settlement of
Culverstone Green or with development within the Culverstone Valley Area. As such, release of this land would result in significant encroachment on the countryside and would
weaken the boundary between Green Belt and inset settlement, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes. Releasing the wooded slopes to the west of the parcel is
considered under Parcel CG4 and release of land to the south of the parcel is considered under Parcel CG6.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG6
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Description
Woodland, including areas of ancient woodland, located on relatively flat land to the south of Culverstone Green and the Culverstone Valley Area, and to the north of Vigo.
These surrounding areas of development create a degree of urban containment within the area, however the woodland creates strong distinction between the area and the inset
settlements. The area is predominantly open and contains a few dispersed dwellings.

LUC I A-45

Culverstone Green
Parcel CG6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Culverstone Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Despite a degree of containment by surrounding development, the open woodland is perceived as open countryside, is distinct from the
adjoining inset settlements and has a strong relationship with the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Release could result in the merging of the inset settlements of Culverstone Green and Vigo, as well as the washed over development
within the Culverstone Valley Area, and would reduce the connectivity of adjacent Green Belt land, significantly containing it. Release of
the area would therefore breach the woodland boundary surrounding these settlements and areas of development, and would result in a
significantly weaker and less consistent distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a major weakening of the integrity of the adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this land would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG7
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Description
Relatively flat farmland, tree lines and woodland blocks, located on the south of Culverstone Green. The area is predominantly open and uncontained, with two cottages located
adjacent to the settlement edge to the north east. The tree-lined Newlands Lane and Whitepost Lane create a degree of distinction between the inset settlement edge of
Culverstone Green to the north and the Green Belt land within the area.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Culverstone Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The open and uncontained farmland and woodland blocks have strong distinction from the inset settlement, are perceived as
countryside and have a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Release would increase containment of adjacent land to the east and would reduce the connectivity of this land within the narrow gap
between Culverstone Green and Vigo with the wider Green Belt, significantly containing it. Release would also result in development
breaching Newlands Lane and Whitepost Lane, which bound the south of Culverstone Green, resulting in minor weakening of and less
consistent distinction between inset settlement and Green Belt.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of land beyond this edge of the settlement would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a major weakening
of the integrity of the adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of extending the inset settlement
beyond this edge would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG8
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Description
Culverstone Green Playing Fields, comprising of relatively flat open grassland playing pitches, as well as woodland blocks in the north and southwest, a single dwelling in the
southeast, and a car park, playground and skate ramp in the northeast of the parcel, located to the southwest of Culverstone Green. The settlement edge of Culverstone Green
to the north and east, creates a degree of urban containment, however the thick tree-lines surrounding much of the parcel create distinction between the parcel and both the
inset settlement edge and wider Green Belt to the west and south. Wrotham Road and Newlands Lane beyond the tree line also define the boundary between the parcel and the
wider Green Belt to the west and south respectively.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Culverstone Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Land is free of urbanising development, however the recreational use and sense of containment mean it retains some degree of
association with urbanising uses within Culverstone Green. Overall, the land contains characteristics of the countryside and has a
stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of the playing fields would minorly increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land to the southwest between the parcel and
the development along Hodsoll Street, but would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between the inset settlement
and the Green Belt, given the relatively strong boundaries along the tree-lined Wrotham Road and Newlands Lane.
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Culverstone Green
Parcel CG8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of this parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of extending the inset settlement beyond this edge would be
moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing Green Belt land to the west or south of the parcel would breach the relatively strong boundaries of the tree-lined Wrotham Road and Newlands Lane, and would
extend development beyond the current westernmost and southernmost extents of Culverstone Green, into open countryside. As such, release of this land would result in
significant encroachment on the countryside and would weaken the integrity of the wider Green Belt by increasing containment of adjacent land and weakening the boundary
between Green Belt and inset settlement, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Gravesend
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 2: Urban Expansion

LUC I A-54

Gravesend
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

GR1

Low moderate

GR2

Low moderate

GR3

Low moderate

GR4

Moderate

GR5

Moderate

GR6

Moderate high

GR7

High

GR8

Low moderate

GR9

Moderate high

GR10

High

LUC I A-55

Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 2: Urban Expansion
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Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

GR6a

Moderate

GR7a

Moderate high

GR10a

Moderate high
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Gravesend
Parcel GR1

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Relatively flat strip of open land adjacent to the southern edge of Gravesend, containing an open air multi-sport centre and balancing ponds in the west, and a cluster of hotel
buildings and open grass land in the east. The junction between the A2 Watling Street and the A227 bisects the parcel in the middle. The parcel retains a degree of openness,
despite urbanising influence from the hotel buildings and formal recreational uses. Tree cover and a path on the residential boundary to the north provide some distinction from
the urban edge. However, the proximity of the A2 limits the relationship of the parcel with the wider countryside.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Moderate

The land adjoins the large built-up area of Gravesend. It has a degree of separation from both the settlement and the countryside: there
is some limited urbanising development, and the A2 is in this context an urbanising influence, but much of the area is open and the path
and tree cover create some distinction from the adjacent inset settlement edge.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The land contains some characteristics of open countryside but it has a stronger relationship with the settlement than with the
countryside: the leisure and recreational uses within the parcel are associated with the settlement, and the A2 in this context is an
urbanising influence, but much of the area is open and the path and tree cover create some distinction from the adjacent inset
settlement edge.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this land would not increase the containment of any adjacent land. It would also result in a distinct and consistent boundary
between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, which would be defined to the south by the A2.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate sprawl of the large built-up area but would lead to relatively limited encroachment on
the countryside. It would constitute a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the
Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcels GR2 and GR3.

LUC I A-60

Gravesend
Parcel GR2

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Narrow strip of relatively flat grass land with scattered tree cover lying between the A2 Watling Street and the HS1 railway line on the southern edge of Gravesend, between
the suburbs of Singlewell to the east and Pepper Hill to the west. The parcel’s narrow form and containment by road and rail infrastructure mean it is influenced by its
developed surroundings, but the A2 to the north, and linear tree cover associated with Roman Road, create strong distinction from the urban edge, with only a short length of
the parcel, at the Pepper Hill end, forming an interface between the Green Belt and the urban area. The sunken railway line to the south forms a distinct boundary with adjacent
Green Belt land beyond.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Moderate

The land adjoins the built-up area of Gravesend, and the parcel's strong distinction from the urban edge contributes to its role as a
barrier to sprawl southwards from the town, but the extent to which development would be perceived as sprawl is limited by the
urbanising influence of transport infrastructure on this narrow belt of land. The parcel has a degree of separation from both the wider
countryside and from the settlement.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The A2, tree cover and Roman Road along the urban edge create strong distinction from the town, but the parcel's narrow form and the
containing presence of rail and road infrastructure limit the extent to which it can be considered countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this land (in combination with the release of GR1, which is entirely contained by it) would not significantly increase the
containment of any adjacent land. The railway line would provide a similarly strong, distinct and consistent boundary between the inset
settlement and the Green Belt to that which would be provided by the A2 (see parcel GR1).
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Gravesend
Parcel GR2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate sprawl and relatively limited encroachment on the countryside, and it would constitute
a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this
parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further adjacent open land to the south of this parcel would breach the distinct boundary provided by the railway, encroaching on countryside that is more distinct
from the inset settlement and constituting greater urban sprawl. It would lead to a significantly weaker and less consistent Green Belt boundary, resulting in high harm to Green
Belt purposes.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR3

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Strip of land containing three residential dwellings, neighbouring industrial uses, hardstanding and buildings alongside the railway line, and a stretch of Henhurst Road. The land
lies between the A2 Watling Street and the railway line, adjacent to the southern edge of Gravesend. Despite some areas of open land, the residential and industrial uses and
the degree of containment by infrastructure constitute a significant urbanising influence. The A2 to the north provides strong distinction from the urban edge, but the presence
of the railway line to the south defines a distinct boundary with the wider Green Belt countryside.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
The land adjoins the built-up area of Gravesend, and the parcel has some openness and distinction from the urban edge, but
Moderate
urbanising uses within the parcel and the containing influence of the railway limit the extent to which development
crossing the A2 could be considered to constitute significant sprawl southwards. The parcel has a degree of separation from
both the wider countryside and from the settlement.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The parcel has some openness and distinction from the settlement edge, but transport infrastructure, residential and industrial uses
associated with the proximity of the urban area limit the extent to which this land can be perceived as open countryside. The parcel has
a degree of separation from both the wider countryside and from the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this land would not increase containment of any adjacent land. It would also result in no significant change in strength of
distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, which would be defined to the south by the railway line.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate sprawl of Gravesend and a relatively limited encroachment on the countryside. It would
constitute a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of
releasing this parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further adjacent open land to the south of this parcel would breach the distinct boundary provided by the railway, encroaching on countryside that is more distinct
from the inset settlement and constituting greater urban sprawl. It would lead to a significantly weaker and less consistent Green Belt boundary, resulting in high harm to Green
Belt purposes.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR4
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Description
A narrow strip of relatively flat land, contained between the A2 Watling Street and the HS1 railway line and located on the south eastern edge of Gravesend. The parcel contains
a substation, a services station and some intervening woodland and adjoins woodland to the east and an area of grassland containing various urbanising developments to the
west. The A2 and ancient woodland beyond this to the north provides strong distinction from the urban edge, but the presence of the railway line to the south defines a distinct
boundary with the wider Green Belt countryside.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Moderate

The land is close to the built-up area of Gravesend, and the A2 creates distinction from the urban edge. However, urbanising uses within
the parcel have some impact on openness, and the containing influence of the railway limits the extent to which development crossing
the A2 could be considered to constitute significant sprawl southwards.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The parcel does lie on the fringe of the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood, which is diminished by the intervening inset
settlements of Shorne and Higham but is still wide, and the extensive woodlands to the east increase the perceived gap. In addition, the
urbanising uses within the parcel and the containing influence of the railway adds to the extent to which development here would be
associated with Gravesend rather than the settlement gap.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The parcel has some openness and distinction from the settlement edge, but industrial uses associated with the proximity of the urban
area, and containment to the south by the railway line, limit the extent to which this land can be perceived as open countryside. The
parcel has a degree of separation from both the wider countryside and from the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this land (in combination with the release of GR3, which lies between it and the inset settlement) would not increase
containment of any adjacent land. It would however result in a minor weakening of distinction between the inset settlement and the
Green Belt as, although the boundary would be defined to the south by the railway line, it would result in development extending east
beyond the ancient woodland (Claylane Wood) bounding the existing eastern settlement edge of Gravesham.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate sprawl of Gravesend and a relatively limited encroachment on the countryside. It would
constitute a minor weakening of the integrity adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this
parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further adjacent open land to the south of this parcel would breach the distinct boundary provided by the railway, encroaching on countryside that is more distinct
from the inset settlement and constituting greater urban sprawl. It would lead to a significantly weaker and less consistent Green Belt boundary, resulting in high harm to Green
Belt purposes. Any extension further east between the A2 and the railway would encroach on woodland, which has a stronger distinction from the urban area, and would
increase urbanising containment of Green Belt land to the north, also resulting in high harm.

LUC I A-69

Gravesend
Parcel GR5
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Description
Open farmland located to the east of Gravesend, sloping down towards the settlement edge to the west. Garden boundaries and a narrow strip of woodland create limited
distinction from the urban edge containing the parcel to the west and north west. There is no defined boundary feature to separate the parcel from the wider countryside to the
east, but the landform in this area creates a stronger association with the town and Claylane Wood, an ancient woodland, defines a distinct boundary to the south.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Moderate

The land adjoins the large built-up area of Gravesend and is open and largely uncontained by development. However, the woodland strip
creates limited distinction from the adjacent inset settlement edge, so the land has a relationship with both the urban area and the
countryside.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The parcel does not extend
past the eastern edge of Gravesend, and extensive woodland forms a strong separating feature to the east. There is limited distinction
from the adjacent inset settlement edge.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The land contains the characteristics of open countryside but it is partly contained by development. Landform strengthens association
with the urban area, limiting the extent to which the woodland strip creates distinction from the urban edge. Overall the parcel has a
relationship with both the urban area and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this land would not increase the containment of any adjacent land. Although there is no specific alternative boundary feature,
the existing inset boundary is weak and the sloping landform around the parcel's margin creates enough distinction for the overall
impact on the adjacent Green Belt to be limited.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate sprawl and encroachment on the countryside and a negligible weakening of the
integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcel GR6.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR6
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Description
Large open expanse of farmland on the eastern edge of Gravesend between Claylane Wood (an ancient woodland, and therefore considered to be constrained from
development) and Thong Lane (adjacent to the Riverview Park estate). The parcel is relatively flat, with a gentle downhill slope towards Gravesend on its western fringes, and
extends east out towards the Shorne and Ashenbank Woods SSSI. There is no significant distinction between the urban area and the parcel. The parcel includes the washedover settlement of Thong (a linear settlement along Thong Lane) which has some limited urbanising influence but largely retains a countryside character, creating only a limited
sense of urban containment. The southeast of the parcel, to the east of Thong Lane, is tightly enclosed by the A2 to the south, Gravehill Wood to the west, and Shorne and
Ashenbank Woods SSSI to the north and east. This land contains lakes and a hotel.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively significant

The land adjoins the large built-up area of Gravesend and is open and largely uncontained by development. The absence of any strong
distinction between the parcel and the urban area, and the presence of washed-over development at Thong, do however cause some
weakening of contribution, but overall the land relates more strongly to the countryside than to the urban area.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The land relates more
strongly to the countryside than to the urban area, but the extensive woodlands to the east of the parcel play a much stronger role in
maintaining separation.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The parcel lacks strong distinction from the inset edge of Gravesham and has some limited containment as a result of the presence of
washed-over development at Thong, but is largely open countryside. Overall the land relates more strongly to the countryside than to
the urban area.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this land (in combination with the release of GR5, which is entirely contained by it) would cause some minor containment of
adjacent Green Belt land to the northeast, but the edge of the Shorne and Ashenbank Woods SSSI to the east, and the HS1/A2 corridor
to the south, would constitute strong boundaries that would limit harm to the wider Green Belt.
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Gravesend
Parcel GR6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant sprawl and encroachment on the countryside and relatively limited loss of
separation between towns. There would be a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the
Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

A much smaller release, of the open but very contained area of land on the settlement edge lying between Claylane Wood and the A2, to the east of houses at Sheldon Heights,
would have no impact on the wider Green Belt. Harm to Green Belt purposes from release of this area would be low-moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

The designation of the Shorne and Ashenbank Woods SSSI on the eastern boundary is an absolute constraint to development. Any further expansion to the south across the A2
would encroach on open and uncontained land, and would breach the strong barrier to sprawl provided by the A2 road, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR6a
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Description
* The analysis for GR6a identifies the differences in contribution, impact on adjacent Green belt and overall harm that would occur if the Lower Thames Crossing was to be
constructed (in the location indicated on the map above). It should be read in conjunction with the analysis for parcel GR6. The Lower Thames Crossing would split parcel GR6
in half north-south, with connecting links to the A2 leaving part of the area isolated from larger areas of open land to the east and west. The main route and easternmost links
to the A2 form a strong boundary between open countryside and more contained land to the west.

LUC I A-76

Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR6a
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively significant

The Lower Thames crossing would not affect the parcel's relationship with the settlement, so the parcel would still constitute countryside
that has a relatively significant role in preventing sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The parcel lies between the towns of Gravesend and Strood, which is diminished by intervening rural settlements but which is still wide.
The Lower Thames Crossing would not affect the parcel’s relationship with the settlement, or significantly increase separation between
the towns.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The Lower Thames Crossing would not diminish the extent to which this parcel could be considered countryside, or strengthen its
association with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel (in combination with the release of GR5, which is entirely contained by it) would not increase the containment of
any adjacent land. It would also result in a stronger, distinct and consistent boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt
land to the east, which would be defined by the Lower Thames Crossing route.

LUC I A-77

Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR6a
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would lead to relatively significant sprawl and encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited impact on
preserving the gap between town, but would cause a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the
harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

A much smaller release, of the open but significantly contained area of land on the settlement edge lying between Claylane Wood and the A2, to the east of houses at Sheldon
Heights, would have no weakening of the wider Green Belt. Harm to Green Belt purposes from release of this area would be low-moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

The Lower Thames Crossing would form a strong boundary to any expanded urban area to the west, and Thong has only a limited urbanising weakening of its surroundings.
Releasing land to the east would therefore weaken the Green Belt boundary, and cause some limited containment of adjacent Green Belt land to the northeast, and would
therefore constitute high harm to the Green Belt purposes. Any further expansion to the south across the A2 would encroach on open and uncontained land, and would breach
the strong barrier to sprawl provided by the A2 road, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-78

Gravesend
Parcel GR7
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Description
The area comprises Southern Valley golf course, adjacent to the inset settlement edge at Riverview Park to the south of Cascades Leisure Centre, adjoining farmland to the
east. The area contains no urbanising development to diminish openness and is not contained by any urbanising development. The landform, sloping away eastwards with a
pronounced valley on the golf course, creates some distinction from the adjacent urban edge, along which Thong Lane also forms a consistent Green Belt boundary.

LUC I A-79

Gravesend
Parcel GR7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Significant

The land adjoins the built-up area of Gravesend. The parcel's openness, distinction from the settlement edge and lack of urbanising
containment mean that it has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The parcel's openness,
distinction from the settlement edge and lack of urbanising containment mean that it has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Openness, a distinct landform, a clear inset boundary and lack of containment give this area a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing land on the golf course would be a moderate weakening of the consistent Green Belt boundary formed by Thong Lane,
weakening of the integrity of remaining Green Belt land between Gravesend and Shorne.

LUC I A-80

Gravesend
Parcel GR7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of land beyond this part of Thong Lane area would constitute significant sprawl and encroachment on the countryside and a
moderate loss of separation between towns. It would cause a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land.
Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-81

Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR7a

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
* The analysis for GR7a identifies the differences in contribution, impact on adjacent Green belt and overall harm that would occur if the Lower Thames Crossing was to be
constructed (in the location indicated on the map above). It should be read in conjunction with the analysis for parcel GR7. The Lower Thames Crossing would introduce a
strong boundary feature a relatively short distance to the east of the weaker boundary of parcels GR8 and GR9, enabling the defined parcel to be expanded. The new road
would have some additional urbanising influence, but the size of the parcel is a limiting factor on the extent of this.

LUC I A-82

Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR7a
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Significant

The Lower Thames crossing would not affect the parcel's relationship with the settlement, so the parcel would still constitute countryside
that has a significant role in preventing sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The parcel lies between the towns of Gravesend and Strood, which is diminished by intervening rural settlements but which is still wide.
The Lower Thames Crossing would not affect the parcel’s relationship with the settlement, or significantly increase separation between
the towns.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The Lower Thames Crossing would not diminish the extent to which this could be considered countryside, or strengthen its association
with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

The release of this parcel (in combination with GR8 and GR9, which are contained by it) would not increase the containment of any
adjacent land, and the Lower Thames Crossing would provide a stronger, distinct and consistent boundary between the inset settlement
and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-83

Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR7a
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant urban sprawl and encroachment on the countryside, and a moderate loss of separation
between towns, but a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes
of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing open land to the east of this parcel would breach the strong boundary provided by the Lower Thames Crossing, so the consequent harm to Green Belt purposes would
be increased to high.

LUC I A-84

Gravesend
Parcel GR8
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Description
Tree-fringed playing fields of Thamesview School, located beyond Thong Lane to the east of Gravesend. Semi-detached dwellings and a pocket of farmland are located in the
southern part of the parcel. The parcel is generally open in character, and Thong Lane creates some distinction from the urban area, but its usage and the presence of existing
built development to the east of the road - inset housing to the north and the washed-over Cascades Leisure Centre to the south - gives it an association with the settlement.

LUC I A-85

Gravesend
Parcel GR8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Moderate

The land adjoins the built-up area of Gravesend. It has a relationship with both the urban area and the countryside: Thong Lane creates
some distinction from the settlement but the eastward extent of Gravesend to the north at Chalk, and the presence of adjacent urban
development to the east of Thong Lane, means that the parcel is partially contained by urban development.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It has a relationship with both
the urban area and the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The parcel has a relationship with both the urban area and the countryside but, although it is largely open, most of it has recreational
uses associated with the settlement. This limits the extent to which it is perceived as countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

The parcel’s well-defined boundaries would limit any sense of containment resulting from release of this area, and although Thong Lane
is a clearly defined feature its role as a boundary in this area is diminished by existing development to the east of it.

LUC I A-86

Gravesend
Parcel GR8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate sprawl and relatively limited encroachment on the countryside. It would constitute a
negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel
would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcel GR9.

LUC I A-87

Gravesend
Parcel GR9
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Description
The central and northern parts of the parcel comprise of open farmland beyond Thong Lane to the east of Gravesend. To the south the buildings of the Cascades Leisure Centre
also lie to the east of Thong Lane, along with a golf driving range, pitch and putt course and playing fields. Aside from the buildings of the leisure centre, the parcel is open in
character, and a shallow valley just to the east of Thong Lane helps to create distinction from the inset edge to the west, although this is offset by a degree of containment from
development in the suburb of Chalk extending eastward to the north of the A226 Rochester Road. The leisure centre buildings and associated open space lies on high ground
which falls away to the north and east, and although it has clearly defined boundary vegetation it extends significantly eastwards into the rural area.

LUC I A-88

Gravesend
Parcel GR9
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively significant

This is open land adjoining the built-up area of Gravesend. Thong Lane is a clear boundary to the settlement, but the eastward extent of
Gravesend to the north, and the presence of development within the southern part of the parcel, create some containment. Overall the
parcel has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the urban area.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It has a stronger relationship
with the countryside than with the settlement, but it does not extend past the eastern built-up edge of the urban area at Chalk.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Land which has some recreational uses associated with the proximity of the urban area, and some limited containment by inset
development to the north, but is largely visually-open farmland which has a stronger relationship with the countryside than the
settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing this land, in combination with the release of parcel GR8 which is entirely contained by it, would not significantly increase the
containment of any adjacent land, but the absence of any existing boundary feature to the east means that it would represented a
moderate weakening of the boundary formed by Thong Lane which, although breached by development in several locations, is
nonetheless a clearly defined feature.

LUC I A-89

Gravesend
Parcel GR9
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant sprawl and encroachment on the countryside, and relatively limited loss of
separation between towns. It would constitute a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm
to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

The recreational space around the leisure centre has a clear boundary, but release of this area along, without the farmland to the north, would weaken the latter through
increased containment and would therefore still result in moderate-high harm. However releasing only the immediate area around the leisure centre buildings, which is less
open and more strongly associated with the urban edge than most of the parcel, would result in low-moderate harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land to the east of the parcel lacks urban containment and therefore makes a significant contribution to Purposes 1 and 3, and a moderate contribution to Purpose 2. Its
release would therefore result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes. See GR7 for land to the south of the parcel.

LUC I A-90

Gravesend
Parcel GR10
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Description
Farmland beyond the eastern edge of Gravesend at Chalk, sloping down to the north. Castle Lane forms a boundary to the urban area, although there are several dwellings
within the Green Belt immediately to the east of it. Built development on Church Lane, which bounds the eastern side of the field between here and the inset edge on Castle
Lane, is not urbanising in character and so does not have a containing influence.

LUC I A-91

Gravesend
Parcel GR10
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Significant

The land adjoins the built-up area of Gravesend, and the clear boundary formed by Castle Lane, and openness and lack of urban
containment beyond it, mean that land here has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

he land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It is open with a degree of
distinction from the inset settlement edge and no urban containment, so it has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Land beyond this urban edge has a strong relationship with the countryside: it is open with a degree of distinction from the inset
settlement edge and no urban containment.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Church Lane would constitute a clear alternative boundary that would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between
the inset settlement and the Green Belt, but release out to here would constitute a minor increase in the containment of adjacent Green
Belt land to the south.

LUC I A-92

Gravesend
Parcel GR10
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant sprawl and encroachment on the countryside and a moderate weakening of the
separation between towns. It would cause a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the
Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-93

Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR10a
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Description
* The analysis for GR10a identifies the differences in contribution, impact on adjacent Green belt and overall harm that would occur if the Lower Thames Crossing was to be
constructed (in the location indicated on the map above). It should be read in conjunction with the analysis for parcel GR10. The Lower Thames Crossing would bisect this area
north-south, leaving a relatively small area to the west with a stronger urbanising influence from the new road and existing residential development within the Green Belt in the
area.
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Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR10a
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Significant

The Lower Thames crossing would not affect the parcel's relationship with the settlement, so the parcel would still constitute countryside
that has a significant role in preventing sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The parcel lies between the towns of Gravesend and Strood, which is diminished by intervening rural settlements but which is still wide.
The Lower Thames Crossing would not affect the parcel’s relationship with the settlement, or significantly increase separation between
the towns.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The Lower Thames Crossing would not diminish the extent to which this could be considered countryside, or strengthen its association
with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not significantly increase the containment of any adjacent land. It would also result in a stronger, distinct
and consistent boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, defined by the Lower Thames Crossing route.

LUC I A-95

Gravesend (with the Lower Thames Crossing)
Parcel GR10a
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant sprawl and encroachment on the countryside, and a moderate loss of separation
between towns, but a negligible weakening of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this parcel
would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing open land to the east of this parcel would breach the boundary provided by the Lower Thames Crossing, a stronger boundary than the existing inset settlement edge,
so the consequent harm to Green Belt purposes would be increased to high. The designated South Thames Estuary and Marshes SSSI and Ramsar Sites are an absolute
constraint to development to the north of the parcel.
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Higham Upshire
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 3: Expansion of 2nd Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 5: The Creation of a Single New Settlement Through
the Merger of Existing Settlements
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Higham Upshire
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Parcel

Harm Score

HU1

Moderate high

HU2

Moderate high

HU3

Moderate

HU4

Moderate high

HU5

Moderate high

HU6

High

HU7

Low

HU8

High

HU9

High

HU10

Low moderate

HU11

High

HU12

Moderate
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU1
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Description
Farmland sloping gently downward away from the northern edge of Higham, together with a small strip of horticultural land adjacent to Chilton Hills Wood and a large dwelling
on the inset settlement edge. There is no urbanising development within the parcel to diminish openness, and no inset development close enough to create any containment.
The northern edge of the settlement here is marked by a change in slope, with the prominent wooded high ground of Chilton Hills Wood to the east adding to the sense of
distinction from the gently sloping, visually open farmland to the north.
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but land on
this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. However, this parcel is close
to the main connecting road, the A226, and has a stronger relationship with the countryside than the settlement, so it makes some
contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Aside from the narrow strip of horticultural land, the parcel is open and uncontained arable farmland, but has little distinction from the
urban edge. It has a stronger relationship with the countryside than the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

As the settlement edge boundary is not strongly defined, a release of land that did not extend beyond Chilton Hills Wood would, even
though there is no existing boundary feature in this open farmland, result in only a minor weakening of the Green Belt boundary. This
would result in moderate-high harm to the Green Belt purposes. Releasing this parcel would not significantly increase the containment
of any adjacent land.
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Parcel HU1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited impact on
preserving the gap between towns and It would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore,
the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

The strip of horticultural land along the eastern edge of the parcel has a mature hedgerow boundary which strengthens it association with the inset settlement, and its
association with a dwelling within the inset settlement also weakens its contribution to preventing encroachment on the countryside. Although its release in isolation would
constitute a minor increase in the containment of adjacent Green Belt land, the harm of this would be reduced to moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Distinction from the settlement increases with distance, and release of land out beyond the wooded high ground of Chilton Hills Wood to the east, which provides definition to
the northern edge of the settlement, would constitute a moderate weakening of the Green Belt boundary, as there are no clear physical boundary features in the visually open
farmland. This would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.
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Description
Area of slightly elevated farmland, together with some residential gardens created on what was formerly farmland, adjacent to the northern edge of Higham. The parcel
contains no development to diminish openness and is not contained by any urbanising development. The wooded hill to the west is a prominent settlement boundary feature,
but there is otherwise no distinction between the urban edge and open arable farmland.
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Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but land on
this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. However, this parcel has a
stronger relationship with the countryside than the settlement, so it makes some contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The relatively small area immediately adjacent to the inset settlement edge, not extending north beyond Chilton Hills Wood, does not
have much distinction from the urban area. However it is open and uncontained, and so has a stronger relationship with the countryside
than the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

As the settlement edge boundary is not strongly defined, a release of land that did not extend beyond Chilton Hills Wood would, even
though there is no existing boundary feature in this open farmland, result in only a minor weakening of the Green Belt boundary. It
would also increase urban containment of land to the west, but as this area makes a weaker contribution to Green Belt purposes this
would not increase overall harm.
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Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited weakening of the
separation of towns (Shorne and Higham). It would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore
the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Distinction from the settlement increases with distance, and release of land out beyond the wooded high ground of Chilton Hills Wood to the west, which provides definition to
the northern edge of the settlement, would constitute a moderate weakening of the Green Belt boundary, as there are no clear physical boundary features in the visually open
farmland. This would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.
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Description
Area of slightly elevated arable farmland adjacent to the northern edge of Higham, between Taylors Lane and School Lane, together with a terrace of dwellings fronting School
Lane and a residential dwelling and associated land to the east of School Lane. The arable field contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, but there is a limited
degree of containment from washed-over development along School Lane, which has a minor urbanising influence, and residential garden boundaries provide minimal
distinction from the inset urban area. The parcel's northern boundary is defined by a hedgerow, strengthened at its western end by a woodland block. The dwelling and
associated paddocks to the east of School Lane blurs the distinction between settlement and countryside here, and has an impact on openness within its immediate surrounds.
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Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but land on
this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Although it is open the parcel
has weak distinction from the settlement, and development along School Lane increases its relationship with built development, so it
has insufficient association with the wider countryside to make more than a limited contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

This parcel is farmland which is perceived as countryside, but lack of any significant distinction from the urban edge, and the presence of
washed-over development along School Lane, increases its relationship with the urban area and therefore limits contribution to this
purpose. The open land within the parcel has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release would have a minor containing impact on the farmland to the west. The hedgerow and woodland block to the north would form
a stronger boundary than the current inset settlement edge.
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Parcel HU3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Extending into the property to the north - Knowle Country House, with surrounding gardens and orchards - would encroach on an area which is not urban in character, is
uncontained by urban development and is more distinct from the settlement, and which therefore makes a significant contribution to preventing countryside encroachment. It is
contained by well-treed hedgerows, which would represent no weakening of the current inset settlement boundary, but the loss of separation between Higham and Lower
Higham would have a minor containing impact on the remaining Green Belt land between the two settlements, in which the school, Memorial Hall and several dwellings are
elements that weaken distinction. Therefore, harm to Green Belt purposes resulting from release of this area would be high.
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Description
Allotments along the eastern edge of Higham, and beyond this a large arable field, forming part of a larger area of visually open arable farmland extending east and north. The
parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, but the presence of a row of houses along Hermitage Road has a limited containing influence. There is no
significant boundary feature along the inset settlement edge, and the parcels sloping landform is similar to that within the settlement, but the northern edge of the field does
drop to a lower elevation than any of the existing inset settlement, which is centred on high ground. The field boundaries offer no separation from adjacent farmland, but to the
south Hermitage Road runs along a ridge which creates distinction from Green Belt land to the south.
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Parcel HU4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but land on
this edge of the settlement, to the north of the Hermitage Road ridge, does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not
contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It is visually very open land,
with limited containment, and the lower slopes of the field have increasing distinction from the inset settlement, so it has a stronger
relationship with the countryside than with the settlement. Therefore it makes some contribution to this Green Belt purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The parcel lacks a distinct boundary feature and has some partial containment from houses along Hermitage Road, but has a landform
which strengthens its physical and visual association with the wider countryside. Overall it has a stronger relationship with the
countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

The ridgeline along Hermitage Road creates distinction from Green Belt land to the south, which means that development in this parcel
would have only a minimal containing impact on that area, but release of this area would, in the absence of any significant boundary
features, result in a minor loss of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.
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Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, a relatively limited loss of separation
between towns and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of
releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

The narrow strip of land used as allotments, which has built development to the north and south and less landform distinction and visual separation than the open field, has a
relationship with both the settlement and the countryside and therefore makes a moderate contribution to preventing countryside encroachment, and no contribution to
preventing the merger of towns. It also has an existing hedgerow which would constitute a slightly stronger boundary feature than the field edge. Harm of releasing this area
would therefore be low-moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

In the absence of any distinct boundary features, the degree of countryside encroachment would increase with distance from the settlement in this visually open, arable
landscape. Any expansion beyond this parcel would therefore constitute significant countryside encroachment. Releasing land further north would also begin to impact on the
integrity of remaining Green Belt land between Higham and Lower Higham. The level of harm to Green Belt purposes would therefore be high.
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Description
Small area of land adjacent to the eastern edge of Higham, sloping toward the east and containing two low density dwellings, gardens and surrounding open land. The low
density dwellings provide only a minor urbanising influence within the parcel. The parcel does not have urban development beyond it to create containment, and the wooded hill
to the south and west (Telegraph Hill) provides relatively strong distinction from the urban edge of Higham. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by a
combination of woodland blocks, field boundaries and a small stretch of Hermitage Road.
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Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but this small parcel of land contains
development associated with Higham and is contained by woodland. Therefore it does not contribute to preventing sprawl of Strood.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The parcel's location within
the latter serves to increase its role in maintaining separation, but this is offset by the extent of woodland containment around it.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Existing dwellings have some association with the adjacent settlement, but the distinction provided by tree cover on the inset
settlement edge and the sloping nature of the land create a stronger relationship with surrounding open countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Although its containing tree cover would form a strong boundary, release of this parcel would increase containment of the woodland
block on Telegraph Hill which currently marks a distinct edge to the inset settlement. This would constitute a minor impact on the
integrity of adjacent Green Belt land.
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Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

Although their urbanising influence is limited, the usage of the two residential plots, and their containment by well treed boundaries, does limit the extent to which they can be
considered to form part of the countryside. Harm to the Green Belt purposes from release of this area would be moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land to the west (farmland paddocks and small clusters of dwellings) is more visibly part of the distinct valley that separates Higham from Strood. Development here is not
urban in character, and there is stronger distinction from the inset settlement. Development here would also increase containment of land on the lower valley side to the south.
Therefore high harm to Green Belt purposes would be high.
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Description
Slopes down from a wooded ridge adjacent to the eastern edge of Higham, between Telegraph Hill and Gadshill, where farmland is interrupted by the A289, which follows the
valley floor screened by woodland belts. A cluster of agricultural buildings at Grove Farm have no urbanising impact, and two dwellings and a car repair workshop alongside the
A226 have negligible urbanising influence on the wider area. The character of the landform and tree cover creates significant distinction from the urban edge.
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Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Higham is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it. The parcel
relates more strongly to Higham than to Strood. As open land which is uncontained by urban development and which has a stronger
relationship with countryside than with the settlement, it has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Strood.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes, which contains this area.
However the area has a strong relationship with the countryside, and the separating role of the valley along which the A289 runs would
be weakened by development extending visibly downslope in views from the fringes of Strood.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This is open farmland in which tree cover and steep landform create strong distinction from the inset edge of Higham, and which has
minimal sense of containment by urban development. It therefore has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Although the A289 and A226 would form strong boundaries, any release of land beyond the wooded ridge would result in a significant
change in the settlement form of Higham, constituting a moderate reduction in the distinction between the settlement and the
countryside on the south eastern side of the village.
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Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside, moderate weakening of the gap between Gravesend
and Strood and a relatively sprawl impact on the Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built up area of Strood. It would
constitute a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land, and therefore high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Description
Built development on high ground at Gadshill, enclosed by a dense woodland belt. The low development density and strong tree cover limit the urbanising influence of houses in
the parcel, and so do not significantly diminish Green Belt openness, but there is little difference in character between this area and similar low density residential development
further north along the east side of Telegraph Lane which is included within the inset settlement boundary. There is strong distinction, created by the falling landform and tree
cover, from Green Belt land to the east.
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Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but this small parcel of land contains
development associated with Higham and is contained by woodland. Therefore it does not contribute to preventing sprawl of Strood.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Land here is too closely
associated with Higham, and too screened by tree cover from the surrounding countryside, to have any role in maintaining separation
between the towns of Gravesend and Strood.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

Although the buildings here are low in density, and of limited urbanising influence, they lack distinction from the inset settlement. Land
has a stronger relationship with the settlement than with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Release would not increase containment of any adjacent land and would not weaken the Green Belt boundary.
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Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively limited encroachment on the countryside and a negligible weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See HU6 parcel assessment.
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Description
Buildings, playing fields and hardstanding of Gads Hill School, with adjacent residential dwellings on Crutches Lane, a housing development to the east (Charles Dickens Avenue
and Copperfield Crescent) and a narrow strip of farmland between the two. The school buildings and adjacent dwellings have some impact on openness, although they are not
strongly urban in character. The block of residential development to the east, next to Gads Hill Farm, has a stronger impact on openness, and in isolation cannot be considered
to make much contribution to the Green Belt purposes. Although the buildings of Gads Hill Farm lack physical distinction from the adjacent housing they cannot, because of
their agricultural association, be considered to diminish Green Belt openness. The A226 and tree cover create distinction between the parcel and the inset settlement of
Higham, although the presence of urbanising development within the parcel partially offsets this. The strength of boundaries between this partially developed area and the
wider area of arable farmland within which it lies is variable, but weaker than the distinction formed by the current inset boundary along the main road.
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Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Higham is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it. Land here
relates more strongly to Higham than to Strood, but despite existing urbanising development within it the A226 creates distinction from
the inset settlement and reduces perceived separation from Strood. Therefore there is a stronger relationship with countryside than with
the inset settlement, and the area has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Strood.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. However, this area is adjacent
to the main connecting road, the A226, and lies within the valley that maintains separation between Higham and Strood. Existing
development within the parcel limits its contribution, but its location to the south of the A226 also creates distinction from the inset
settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The area has some diminished openness as a result of built development but retains some distinction from the inset settlement due to
the boundary role of the A226 and adjacent tree cover. The small area of open farmland between the school and the residential roads
next to Gads Hill Farm is too closely associated with the development to either side to make a stronger contribution to this Green Belt
purpose. The area therefore has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the inset settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing this parcel would weaken the consistent Green Belt boundary formed by the A226, but the extent of existing development to
the south of the road limits this to a minor impact. It would also constitute a minor increase in containment of the open farmland to the
west.

LUC I A-121

Higham Upshire
Parcel HU8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, moderate weakening of the separation of
towns (Strood and Gravesend), and a relatively limited impact on the Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area of
Strood. It would constitute a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt
purposes of releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for a reduced release of land out from Higham that would cause less harm to the Green Belt purposes. The housing development in the east of the parcel
(along Charles Dickens Avenue and Copperfield Crescent) makes no significant contribution to Green Belt purposes, so its release in isolation would cause negligible harm the
Green Belt purposes, but its release in association with expansion of Higham would require the release of intervening open land that makes a stronger contribution to Green
Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-122

Higham Upshire
Parcel HU9
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Description
The A226 and its associated tree cover provide strong distinction between the inset settlement edge and open farmland to the south between Peartree Lane and Crutches Lane.
The protected Court Wood ancient woodland lies to the west. The landform slopes uphill gently to the south until it reaches a curving hedgerow, beyond which the landform
descends into a valley (along the bottom of which runs the A289). The small number of dwellings along Crutches Lane have only a minimal urbanising influence, and the
buildings of Gads Hill School and the low density housing along Pear Tree Lane are well screened by tree cover, and therefore cause minimal urban containment.

LUC I A-123

Higham Upshire
Parcel HU9
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but although this area has strong
distinction from the urban area its position on higher ground that does not form part of the valley which separates Higham from Strood
means that it is not perceived as preventing sprawl of the latter.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. This area is adjacent to the
main connecting road, the A226, and has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This is open farmland, with minimal urban containment, for which the A226 provides strong distinction from the inset settlement edge.
It therefore has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Although urbanising development, principally at Charles Dickens Avenue and Copperfield Crescent, has breached the boundary formed
by the A289, the road still serves as a consistent Green Belt edge that mostly marks a strong distinction between the settlement and the
rural area. Releasing land here would therefore constitute a minor weakening of boundary distinction between the Green Belt and the
wider countryside. It would not increase containment Green Belt land to the west, as Court Wood is ancient woodland which protects it
from development, and although it would increase containment of land to the east, that land makes a weaker overall contribution to the
Green Belt purposes and so overall harm to the Green Belt purposes would not be increased as a result.
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU9
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and moderate weakening of the separation of towns
(Strood and Gravesend). It would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the
Green Belt purposes of releasing this land would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-125

Higham Upshire
Parcel HU10
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Description
Two dwellings adjacent to the southern edge of Higham but separated from the settlement edge by the A226 Gravesend Road, and contained on three sides by the designated
ancient woodland of Court Wood. Although they lie in an area which is uncontained by urbanising influences, and which is separated from the inset edge by the A226 Gravesend
Road, their diminished openness, residential use and strong distinction from the surrounding woodland increase their association with the urban area.
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU10
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but this small parcel of land contains
development and is contained by woodland. Therefore it does not contribute to preventing sprawl of Strood.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. This small plot is too
contained, by protected woodland, to play any role in preventing the merger of towns.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

Although it has some distinction from the inset settlement, this parcel's development, residential use and containment by woodland
strengthen its association with the urban area. It therefore has an association with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make any contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Crossing the A226 would result in a less consistent Green Belt boundary, but the protection of surrounding land provided by its ancient
woodland status means that in practice this would not have any adverse impact on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt
purposes.
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU10
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside but would not weaken the integrity of adjacent Green
Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land beyond the outer boundary of this parcel (within Court Wood) is designated as ancient woodland, which precludes development.

LUC I A-128

Higham Upshire
Parcel HU11
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Description
The western edge of Higham to the south of the A226 is marked by two large dwellings set in well-treed plots, Beyond these, open fields slope downhill to the west. The
dwellings have only a limited urbanising influence and have strong distinction from the rest of Higham, with the inset settlement lying entirely to the north of the A226. Tree
cover around the houses also gives them a strong association with Court Wood to the east, which strengthens the distinction provided by the main road. The parcel is
uncontained by urban development.
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU11
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but land on
this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. However, this parcel is close
to the main connecting road, the A226, and has a stronger relationship with the countryside than the settlement, so it makes some
contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Land to the west of Higham, south of the A226, has strong distinction from the settlement edge. The small amount of development close
to the inset settlement has only a limited impact on countryside character, and has no urbanising influence on the farmland beyond it.
Land therefore has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

The release of land to the south west of Higham would not increase urban containment of land between Higham and Shorne unless it
were to extend west beyond Court Wood, but the A226 and Court Wood together form a strong settlement edge which would be
moderately weakened by release of this land.
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU11
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area occupied by the two dwellings would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, relatively
limited loss of separation between towns and a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to
the Green Belt purposes of its release would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Land to the west of the two dwellings makes a strong contribution to preventing encroachment on the countryside and its release would result in
high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-131

Higham Upshire
Parcel HU12
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Description
A small field and an isolated dwelling adjacent to the western edge of Higham, sloping gently toward the north and west. The single house does not significantly diminish the
parcel's openness, and creates only limited containment of the field, but residential garden boundaries and a minor road provide only minimal distinction between the parcel
and the settlement edge. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by weak field boundaries, which permits a strong visual relationship with the wider
countryside, and a small stretch of the A226 to the south.
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU12
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Higham is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but land on
this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. This parcel is close to the
main connecting road, the A226, and has a stronger relationship with the countryside than the settlement, so it makes some
contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Releasing this parcel would encroach on open land which has little distinction from the inset settlement but which has little urban
containment and a strong visual relationship with the wider countryside. It has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the
settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

The weak definition of the current Green Belt boundary mean that extending it to include this parcel would make little difference to the
distinction between the settlement and the wider countryside. Its release would not contain any open land to the north or west, and the
A226 and Court Wood beyond it mean that there would be no containing impact on Green Belt land to the south.
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Higham Upshire
Parcel HU12
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside but only a negligible weakening of the
integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further open and uncontained land to the west would weaken the integrity of the remaining gap between Higham and Lower Shorne, and release of land to the north
would increase containment of open land to the north of the existing inset settlement edge. This increased impact on the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land would result in
high harm to the Green Belt purposes.
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Hook Green
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 3: Expansion of 2nd Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 5: The Creation of a Single New Settlement Through
the Merger of Existing Settlements
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Hook Green
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Parcel

Harm Score

HG1

High

HG2

Moderate high

HG3

High

HG4

Moderate high

HG5

High

HG6

High

HG7

High

HG8

Moderate high

HG9

Low moderate

HG10

Moderate

HG11

Moderate high
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Hook Green
Parcel HG1
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Description
Open fields, woodland bands, allotments and a care home, located to the north of Hook Green on land sloping gently down to the east and west. The area is largely open and is
not contained by any urbanising development. In addition, the railway line separating the area from the inset settlement of Hook Green creates a relatively strong distinction
between this Green Belt land and the settlement edge.
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Hook Green
Parcel HG1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is largely open and uncontained, and the adjoining railway line creates a relatively strong distinction between this Green Belt
land and the settlement edge. Therefore, the area is perceived as countryside and has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Release of the area would minorly increase containment of adjacent land, notably to the east where significant expansion would weaken
the remaining Green Belt between the inset settlements of Hook Green and Sole Street. Release would also result in development
breaching the strong and consistent railway line bounding the north of Hook Green. Release would therefore result in a significantly
weaker distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-138

Hook Green
Parcel HG1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a major weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-139

Hook Green
Parcel HG2
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Description
Fields, including two agricultural buildings and the rear of a dwelling, located on relatively flat land on the northeast of Hook Green. The parcel is largely open and is not
contained by urbanising development, and although trees at the end of The Railway Sidings form a short barrier the boundaries of residential gardens along most of the inset
settlement edge do not create any significant distinction between the urban and rural areas. Hedgerows and a railway line define the boundary between the parcel and the
wider Green Belt to the southeast and north respectively, while to the east the parcel directly adjoins open farmland within the wider Green Belt.
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Hook Green
Parcel HG2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Although residential garden boundaries do not create any significant distinction from the adjacent settlement edge of Hook Green, this
land is nonetheless perceived as countryside and has a stronger relationship with the wider countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

The existing settlement edge of Hook Green is largely exposed to the open Green Belt land between Hook Green and Sole Street, but
tree cover to the east of The Railway Sidings does create some distinction. The release of this parcel would minimally increase
containment of adjacent land, but in the absence of any strong alternative boundary features, there would be a minor weakening of
distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-141

Hook Green
Parcel HG2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Release of land beyond the outer boundary of this parcel to the east would significantly increase containment of the remaining Green Belt gap between the inset settlements of
Hook Green and Sole Street, weakening the integrity of the wider Green Belt, and would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Hook Green
Parcel HG3
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Description
Open farmland located to the east of Norwood Lane, Hook Green, on land sloping gently down to the north. The area is not contained by development and Norwood Lane
creates some distinction between the Green Belt land and the adjacent settlement edge.
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Hook Green
Parcel HG3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is open, uncontained, and Norwood Lane creates some distinction between the Green Belt land and the adjacent settlement
edge. As such, the land is perceived as countryside and has a strong relationship with the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Release of land here would result in development breaching Norwood Lane, therefore resulting in minor weakening of distinction
between the inset settlement and the Green Belt. Any significant release would also minorly increase containment of adjacent land
between Hook Green and Sole Street.
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Hook Green
Parcel HG3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Hook Green
Parcel HG4
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Description
Open farmland located on the east of Hook Green on land sloping gently down to the north. Although the parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, the
parcel adjoins the inset settlement edge of Hook Green to the north, south and west, which creates a limited degree of urban containment. In addition, the garden boundaries
forming the settlement edge of Hook Green do not create any significant distinction between the Green Belt land and the settlement edge. The parcel forms the north western
part of a larger field defined by the settlement edge, Norwood Lane and Green Lane, so there is no visual separation from that wider area, but its partial containment by the
settlement edge, and the presence of a prominent woodland block (Churchway Wood) at its southern corner, create some distinction from the rest of the field.

LUC I A-146

Hook Green
Parcel HG4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Although the garden boundaries forming the settlement edge of Hook Green do not create any significant distinction between the Green
Belt land and the settlement edge, which creates a degree of urban containment, the parcel is open, is perceived as countryside and has
a stronger relationship with the wider countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of the parcel would result in only a minimal weakening of the distinction between the settlement and the Green Belt as,
although the parcel has no defined outer boundary, its release would not advance the settlement any further east than the existing inset
boundaries to the north and south. Release would also have a minimal impact on the integrity of the triangle of Green Belt land to the
east, by leaving a smaller area somewhat separated from the wider Green Belt by Norwood Lane to the east and the woodland block to
the south.

LUC I A-147

Hook Green
Parcel HG4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

The farmland immediately adjoining the east of this parcel, although it lacks distinction from the inset settlement edge, is open and is not contained by urban development.
Norwood Lane would form a clear boundary to the east, but there is no physical feature to the south that would form a boundary between the woodland block and Norwood
Lane. The release of this area would increase containment and weaken the settlement edge boundaries of the remainder of the field to the south, an area which currently has a
strong relationship with the countryside, so this would constitute a moderate impact on the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Harm to the Green Belt purpose of preventing
encroachment on the countryside would therefore be high. The large, visually open fields beyond Norwood Lane have a strong relationship with the countryside. Any expansion
of Hook Green into this area would have further adverse impact in terms of both boundary strength and containment of remaining Green Belt land between Hook Green and
Sole Street. Therefore further expansion, either up to or beyond Norwood Lane, would result in significant encroachment of the countryside and high harm to the Green Belt
purposes.

LUC I A-148

Hook Green
Parcel HG5
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Description
Open farmland located on the east of Hook Green and Churchway Wood, on land sloping gently down to the north. The area contains no urbanising development to diminish
openness and it is not contained by any urbanising development. The Churchway Wood woodland band and block define the boundary between the Green Belt land and the
inset settlement edge of Hook Green, creating a strong distinction between the settlement edge and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-149

Hook Green
Parcel HG5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is open and uncontained, and the Churchway Wood woodland band and block defining the boundary between the Green Belt
land and the inset settlement edge creates a relatively strong distinction between this area of Green Belt and the settlement edge. As
such, the parcel is perceived as countryside and has a strong relationship with the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Release of Green Belt land out from the settlement edge in this area would increase containment of adjacent land to the north, south
and east. The former area makes a weaker contribution the Green Belt purposes, so its increased containment would not increase
overall harm to the Green Belt purposes. There would, however, be a minor impact in terms of increased containment of land to the
south, release would, by diminishing separation between Hook Green and Sole Street as perceived along Camer Road, have some
minimal containing impact on the remining Green Belt land between the two settlements. The Churchway Wood woodland band and
block form a visual as well as a physical boundary on the existing settlement edge, so although Norwood Lane and Green Lane are welldefined boundary features there would still be a minor weakening of Green Belt boundary distinction.

LUC I A-150

Hook Green
Parcel HG5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-151

Hook Green
Parcel HG6
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Description
Farmland and an individual dwelling located to the south of Hook Green on land sloping gently down to the north. The area is largely open and although development along
Green Lane and Wrotham Road adjoins the north and west of the area, in relation to the size of this area this urban development is considered to create only minimal
urbanising containment. The tree-lined Green Lane and Wrotham Road create relatively strong distinction from the settlement edge.

LUC I A-152

Hook Green
Parcel HG6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is largely open and does not retain a significant sense of encroachment by urbanising development. The tree-lined roads
defining the boundary between the Green Belt land and the inset settlement edge create relatively strong distinction. As such, the area
is perceived as countryside and has a strong relationship with the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Release of land within this area would breach Green Lane and Wrotham Road, resulting in a moderate weakening of distinction between
the inset settlement and the Green Belt. In addition, release of land beyond the southernmost extent of Hook Green would minorly
increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land between Hook Green and Meopham Green.

LUC I A-153

Hook Green
Parcel HG6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-154

Hook Green
Parcel HG7
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Description
Farmland and enclosed school playing fields and sports courts, located on the south of Hook Green on land sloping gently down to the north. The area is not contained by
urbanising development. Longfield Road, separating the west of the area from the adjacent settlement edge of Hook Green creates some distinction from the adjacent
settlement edge. The school fields have more limited distinction from the inset settlement, but their surrounding tree lines create some distinction from Green Belt farmland to
the south.

LUC I A-155

Hook Green
Parcel HG7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The school fields have limited distinction from the settlement edge, and their use is associated with the adjacent inset settlement, but
the farmland beyond has stronger distinction from the settlement edge and is more readily perceived as countryside. As such, the area
predominantly contains the characteristics of countryside and has a strong relationship with the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Release of land to the south of Hook Green would further breach Longfield Road as well as the school fields surrounded by tree lines
bounding the south of the settlement, resulting in a minor weakening of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt. In
addition, release would minorly increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land, notably between Hook Green and Meopham Green to
the south.

LUC I A-156

Hook Green
Parcel HG7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of land beyond the school grounds would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and moderate weakening of
the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land, and therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing the area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

Although open in Green Belt terms, and uncontained by urbanising development, the school playing fields and sports courts in the north of the area adjoining the settlement
edge are uses associated with the proximity of the inset settlement and the school buildings do not create any significant distinction between Green Belt land and the
settlement edge. As such, release of this northernmost part of the area would result in only moderate encroachment on the countryside. However, release of this part of the
area would not increase containment of adjacent land or weaken the Green Belt boundary. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this part of the area would be lowmoderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-157

Hook Green
Parcel HG8

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Woodland located on the west of Hook Green on land sloping gently down to the north. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness and it is not
contained by any urbanising development. The tree cover provides a strong boundary to urbanising uses in Hook Green to the east.

LUC I A-158

Hook Green
Parcel HG8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This land is open countryside, which is uncontained, has clear distinction from the urban area of Hook Green and has a strong
relationship with the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would lead to increased containment of adjacent land to the north within HG9, but as land within HG9 plays a
weaker role in relation to Green Belt purposes this would not increase overall harm. In addition, provided the edge of the woodland
block is retained, release would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green
Belt.

LUC I A-159

Hook Green
Parcel HG8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside but, provided the edge of the woodland is retained,
release would constitute a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt
purposes of releasing this area would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

The extension of Hook Green beyond the outer boundary of the parcel to the west would breach the woodland edge and thereby result in significant encroachment on the
countryside and significantly weaken the distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt. This would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-160

Hook Green
Parcel HG9
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Description
A grassland field, a dwelling with associated buildings and garden, and part of a row of gardens, located on the west of Hook Green on land sloping gently down to the north.
The dwelling and outbuildings have a farmstead rather than urban character but are contained on three sides by the inset settlement edge, and the strip of garden boundaries
has a usage which associates it with the inset settlement. These areas do not affect the openness of the field that forms the bulk of the parcel, but the adjoining settlement
edge of Hook Green does create a degree of urban containment around the parcel. Although Melliker Lane creates some distinction between the parcel and the settlement edge
to the north, the parcel directly adjoins residential development and the boundaries of gardens within the inset settlement of Hook Green to the east. Woodland to the south, a
well-treed hedgerow to the west and the tree-lined Melliker Lane to the north define the boundaries of the parcel with the wider Green Belt. There are residential properties
beyond the hedgerow on the western edge of the parcel, but these retain significant openness and do not have any urban containing influence.

LUC I A-161

Hook Green
Parcel HG9
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The minor road and boundaries of residential gardens on the inset edge do not create any significant distinction between the Green Belt
and urbanising uses within the settlement, and the settlement edge creates a degree of urban containment. However, the parcel is open
is perceived as countryside and has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Due to the presence of the woodland, woodland belt and lane that define the boundaries of the parcel with the wider Green Belt, release
of this parcel would result in a stronger boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt. The wooded area to the south forms
a strong boundary to Hook Green and would also form a strong boundary to this parcel were it to be released, so there would be only a
minimal impact in terms of its increased urban containment.

LUC I A-162

Hook Green
Parcel HG9
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land to the west of the parcel is largely open, uncontained by urbanising development and the woodland band along the west of the parcel creates distinction between land to
the west and the settlement edge of Hook Green. Release of this land would result in significant encroachment on the countryside and would breach the woodland band along
the west of the parcel, creating a weaker Green Belt boundary. As such, release of further land to the west of the parcel would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-163

Hook Green
Parcel HG10
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Description
Scrubland located on the west of Hook Green on land sloping gently down to the northeast. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, however the
residential gardens defining the boundary between the parcel and the adjoining inset settlement of Hook Green do not create any significant distinction from the adjacent
settlement edges, which also create a degree of urban containment. The parcel directly adjoins the wider Green Belt to the west and Melliker Lane defines the boundary
between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the south.

LUC I A-164

Hook Green
Parcel HG10
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

Boundaries of residential gardens do not create any significant distinction between the parcel and the adjacent settlement edge, which
creates a degree of urban containment. However, the parcel is open, is nonetheless perceived as countryside and has a relationship with
both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

As the existing Green Belt boundary is relatively weak, comprising of gardens that do not create any significant distinction between the
Green Belt and the adjacent settlement edge, release of the parcel would result in no significant change in strength of distinction
between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, and would create a boundary consistent with the western settlement edge of Hook
Green to the north. Release of the parcel would however minorly increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land to the south.

LUC I A-165

Hook Green
Parcel HG10
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcel HG11.

LUC I A-166

Hook Green
Parcel HG11
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Description
Farmland located on land near the crest of a pronounced valley which slopes down to the west (the Cobham Valleys). The area contains no urbanising development to diminish
openness and it is not contained by any urbanising development, but the weak residential garden boundaries create little distinction from the settlement edge. The railway line
forms a boundary to the north. There is no land cover boundary to mark the western edge of the parcel, but there is a fairly distinct steepening of the landform in this area.

LUC I A-167

Hook Green
Parcel HG11
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Hook Green which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

This parcel lacks boundary distinction from the inset settlement edge but is open and uncontained. It has a stronger association with the
countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of land westwards from the settlement edge of Hook Green that did not encroach on the steeper Cobham Valleys slopes would
have a minimal containing impact on the remaining open land between Hook Green and Longfield Hill. There would be some weakening
of Green Belt boundary distinction, but as landform does create some distinction this would only be a minor impact.

LUC I A-168

Hook Green
Parcel HG11
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the area would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the purposes of the Green Belt of releasing this area would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land on the steeper valley sides to the west has strong distinction from the inset settlement, and so makes a strong contribution to preventing encroachment on the
countryside, and advancement of the settlement into this area would also cause more significant containment of land on the far side of the valley which maintains separation
from Longfield Hill. Harm to the Green Belt purposes would therefore be high.
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 3: Expansion of 2nd Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements
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Parcel

Harm Score

IR1

Moderate high

IR2

High

IR3

Moderate high

IR4

Moderate

IR5

Moderate high

IR6

Low moderate

IR7

Moderate high

IR8

Moderate high

IR9

High

IR10

Moderate

IR11

Low

IR12

High
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Parcel IR1
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Description
Farmland, paddocks, agricultural buildings and areas of tree cover adjacent to the south eastern edge of Istead Rise, sloping upwards away from the settlement edge towards
the settlement of New Barn. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness. Residential gardens provide minimal distinction from the adjacent settlement
edge, however Downs Road along the edge of Istead Rise lies along a valley floor, which marks some distinction between the settlement and wider countryside. Field
boundaries define the boundary between the parcel and adjacent Green Belt land. Although there is little distance between Istead Rise and the inset settlement of New Barn,
the latter's strongly wooded edge prevents any sense of urban containment by this settlement.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it, but
land on this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Despite a limited degree of association with urbanising uses within Istead Rise, this is open and uncontained land, with a stronger
association with countryside than with the settlement. The rising landform increases the sense of distinction between the settlement and
this parcel.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing this land would have minor impacts in terms of the increased containment of adjacent land to the north and creation of a new
inset settlement boundary further up the slope on the south eastern edge of Istead Rise, where land is increasingly distinct from the
settlement, with no strong boundary feature.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute a relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and would constitute a moderate
weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. The harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderatehigh.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Release of the open farmland beyond this parcel would breach the field boundaries bounding the parcel, and would extend development into the open farmland beyond which
makes a significant contribution to preventing encroachment, and would weaken the integrity of remaining Green Belt land between here and New Barn. As such, harm from
release of this land would be high.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR2
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Description
Arable farmland to the west of Istead Rise gently sloping up southwards away from the settlement to the south of Broad Ditch Road, and rising away westwards from the
settlement edge to the north of Broad Ditch Road. To the north the land falls towards the HS1/A2 transport corridor, and Gravesend beyond. There is no urbanising
development to diminish openness and no significant containment by the urban edge of Istead Rise. The tree-lined Downs Road (running north from Broad Ditch Road) provides
some distinction from urbanising uses within the settlement, as does the elevated topography of the parcel.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it, but
land on this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Land is visually open, arable farmland. Due to its rising landform, there is a sense of separation from urbanising uses within Istead Rise,
giving it a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Limited release of open, arable farmland to the west of Downs Road would not increase the containment of any stronger adjacent Green
Belt; however the absence of any existing physical feature on the outer boundary means that its release would constitute a moderate
weakening of the existing boundary.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would be a significant encroachment on the countryside and would constitute a moderate weakening of the
integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes. The area stretching northwest of Longwalk, and fronting onto Downs
Road, can be considered to have a limited degree of containment by urban development, but given the strong relationship between the land here and the wider, visually-open
sloping farmland, this is insufficient to significantly reduce the harm that would result from its release in comparison to the remainder of the area in IR2.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR3
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Description
Farmland adjacent to the northern edge of Istead Rise to the northeast of dwellings in Fairview Road and Downs Road. The parcel slopes down westwards toward Downs Road.
The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness and is not significantly contained by urbanising development. The boundaries of residential gardens
forming the edge of the settlement create minimal distinction between the parcel and the adjacent urban edge. There is no physical feature defining the northern edge of the
parcel, which aligns with a hedgerow to the east and the northernmost house on Downs Road to the west.

LUC I A-178

Istead Rise
Parcel IR3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it. The
parcel relates more strongly to Istead Rise than to Gravesend. As open land which is uncontained by urban development it does have a
stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement, despite having mostly weak boundary distinction from it. It therefore
has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

This is open and uncontained land which lacks significant distinction from the urban edge but which has a stronger relationship with
countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this land would constitute a minor extension of development northwards from the settlement boundary and, as such, would
not significantly increase the containment of any adjacent land. Although the boundaries of residential gardens do not form a very
strong existing Green Belt boundary, the absence of any physical feature to define a new inset edge along the north of the parcel would
constitute a minor weakening of the boundary.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute a relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited impact on the
Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area. It would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing uncontained land to the north of the parcel, which slopes down towards the HS1/A2 corridor and Gravesend, would increase containment of remaining open land
between Istead Rise and Gravesend, weakening its integrity and therefore resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Parcel IR4
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Description
Farmland adjacent to the northern edge of Istead Rise, sloping very gently down northwards toward Gravesend. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish
openness and is not contained by urbanising development. The boundaries of residential gardens provide minimal distinction between the open field and the urban edge, but
the woodland on the eastern edge of the parcel creates a stronger edge. The boundaries of the parcel with adjacent Green Belt land are defined by well-treed hedgerows and
woodland.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it. The
parcel relates more strongly to Istead Rise than to Gravesend. As open land which is uncontained by urban development it does have a
stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement, despite having mostly weak boundary distinction from it. It therefore
has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The absence of significant distinction between the parcel and the inset settlement limits the contribution of the field to this purpose, but
it is open and uncontained and therefore still has a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing the parcel would not extend the settlement edge significantly northwards and the open field's strong boundaries limit the
extent to which its release and development would cause urbanising containment of adjacent Green Belt land. The hedgerows and
woodland would form strong boundaries which mean release would not significantly affect the integrity of the remaining open land
between Istead Rise and Gravesend.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and relatively limited impact on the Green
Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area. It would constitute a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green
Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing the uncontained, sloping land to the north beyond this parcel's outer boundary would constitute a significant encroachment on the countryside , and would also
weaken the integrity of the wider Green Belt by narrowing the gap between Istead Rise and Gravesend, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Parcel IR5
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Description
Woodland block adjacent to the northern edge of Istead Rise. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness. It abuts residential gardens to the south
and the Istead Rise Community Centre and Medical Centre adjoin the southeast of the parcel. Although the woodland is distinct from the adjacent settlement edge, it occupies
only a relatively short settlement frontage, with weaker boundaries to either side, limiting its role in distinguishing the settlement from the Green Belt.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it. The
parcel relates more strongly to Istead Rise than to Gravesend. As open land which is uncontained by urban development, and which has
tree cover to form a strong boundary feature, it has a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement. It therefore has a
relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This is open land which is uncontained by urban development, with tree cover that creates strong distinction from the urban area. It
therefore has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would lead to increased containment of adjacent land to the east and west, but as these areas play a weaker role
in relation to Green Belt purposes this would not increase overall harm of release. A retained hedgerow/tree line along the northern
edge of the parcel would mean no loss of boundary strength.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and relatively limited impact on the Green Belt's role
in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area. It would constitute a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land.
Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this part of the parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing the uncontained, sloping land to the north beyond this parcel's outer boundary would constitute significant encroachment beyond a moderate boundary feature, and
would also weaken the integrity of the wider Green Belt by narrowing the gap between Istead Rise and Gravesend, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Parcel IR6
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Description
Slightly elevated land containing playing fields, a play area, the buildings of Istead Rise Community Centre, the Istead Rise Medical Centre and associated car parking areas,
adjacent to the northern edge of Istead Rise. The Community Centre, Medical Centre and associated car parking constitute urbanising development, but the rest of the parcel is
open and uncontained by urbanising development, although its usage creates an association with the urban area. The boundaries of residential gardens on the northern edge of
Istead Rise create minimal distinction between the Green Belt and the adjacent urban edge, and the combination of relatively small parcel size and strong woodland and
hedgerow boundaries help to strengthen association with urbanising uses to the south.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it. The
parcel has little distinction from the settlement edge, and uses which associate it with the settlement. It therefore has a much stronger
association with Istead Rise than with Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The parcel is mostly open land, and is uncontained by urban development, but its formal recreational uses and its relationship with the
settlement edge and the washed-over development within the parcel mean that it has a stronger association with the settlement than
with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of this parcel would create minor containment of open land to the east and west, but the strength of its woodland boundaries
would limit this impact. The release would result in a slightly stronger revised boundary marked by woodland and tree cover.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively limited encroachment on countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

Limiting the release of land to the developed area (Community Centre, Medical Centre and associated car parking), which lies on the inset settlement edge, would cause low
harm to Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

The sloping land to the north beyond this parcel's outer boundary has stronger distinction from the inset settlement and so makes a stronger contribution to safeguarding
against encroachment on the countryside and preventing sprawl. Its release would also weaken the integrity of the wider Green Belt by narrowing the gap between Istead Rise
and Gravesend, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Parcel IR7
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Description
Small woodland block adjacent to the northern edge of Istead Rise, with land falling gently in the east toward a shallow valley. The parcel contains no urbanising development
to diminish openness and, although Gravesend is a visible presence to the north, the gap is wide enough to retain a countryside character. The tree cover provides a strong
boundary to urbanising uses in Istead Rise to the south.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it. The
parcel relates more strongly to Istead Rise than to Gravesend. It is open land which is uncontained by urban development, with tree
cover that creates strong distinction from the urban area. It therefore has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of
Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This is open land which is uncontained by urban development, with tree cover that creates strong distinction from the urban area. It
therefore has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would lead to increased containment of adjacent land to the east and west, but as these areas play a weaker role
in relation to Green Belt purposes this would not increase overall harm of release. As it is assumed that the hedgerow/tree line along the
northern edge of the parcel would be retained is would mean no loss of boundary strength.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on countryside and relatively limited impact on the Green Belt's role in
preventing sprawl of the large built-up area. It would constitute a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land.
Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing the uncontained, sloping land to the north beyond this parcel's outer boundary would constitute significant encroachment beyond a moderate boundary feature, and
would also weaken the integrity of the wider Green Belt by narrowing the gap between Istead Rise and Gravesend, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Parcel IR8
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Description
Farmland adjacent to the northern edge of Istead Rise, west of the A227, forming part of a shallow valley that falls gently northwards towards Gravesend. The parcel contains
no urbanising development to diminish openness and, although Gravesend is a visible presence to the north, the gap is wide enough to retain a countryside character. The
boundaries of residential gardens on the northern edge of Istead Rise provide minimal distinction from the adjacent settlement edge and there are no significant boundary
features to the north before the HS1/A2 corridor, although the A227 to the east and the woodland and a hedgerow to the west create clear boundaries.
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Istead Rise
Parcel IR8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it. The
parcel relates more strongly to Istead Rise than to Gravesend. As open land which is uncontained by urban development it does have a
stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement, despite having mostly weak boundary distinction from it. It therefore
has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Lack of distinction on the urban edge means that there is some relationship with the urban area, but this is open and uncontained
farmland that has a stronger association with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

The woodland to the west and the A227 to the east are strong boundary features that would preserve the integrity of adjacent Green
Belt land were this parcel to be released, but the absence of any boundary feature to the north means that there would be minor
weakening of this Green Belt boundary, weakening the integrity of land between Istead Rise and Gravesend.

LUC I A-194

Istead Rise
Parcel IR8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited impact on the
Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area. It would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

The release of any further land to the north would cause greater containment of adjacent Green Belt land, by projecting further north than the edge of the adjacent woodland
block, weakening the integrity of that surrounding land and as such resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-195

Istead Rise
Parcel IR9

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Large expanse of gently sloping farmland adjacent to the eastern edge of Istead Rise. The individual dwellings to the east of the A227 do not diminish openness, and Gravesend
is not close enough for land here to be considered contained by urban development. The A227 Wrotham Road, and the valley landform on which the eastern edge of Istead Rise
is situated, provide strong distinction from the urban edge, although the extent of distinction is weakened a little in the valley floor area contained by the woodland blocks
opposite Bracondale Avenue and Arcadia Road.

LUC I A-196

Istead Rise
Parcel IR9
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it. The
area relates more strongly to Istead Rise than to Gravesend, but as open land which is uncontained by urban development, and which
has strong boundary distinction from the settlement, it does have a strong relationship with countryside. This area therefore has a
relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend. Land further north, closer to Gravesend, would play an
increasingly strong role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The A227 and sloping landform to the east forms a distinct boundary with the inset settlement, beyond which the area is open
countryside, uncontained by urbanising development. The land has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Any expansion of Istead Rise beyond the A227 would for the most part result in a significantly weaker distinction between the inset
settlement and the Green Belt. Introducing development on land sloping down towards Gravesend would narrow the separation between
Istead Rise and Gravesend. This would constitute a weakening of the integrity of any remaining separation between the two, and
therefore result in a significant overall impact on the adjacent Green Belt. Further south there would be moderate impact on the
adjacent Green Belt where land rises to the east of the A227, and slightly less impact where the valley landform between Bracondale
Avenue and Arcadia Road reduce distinction from the inset settlement.

LUC I A-197

Istead Rise
Parcel IR9
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Although there are some variations in the extent to which the release of land beyond the A227 would weaken the integrity of the
adjacent Green Belt, there would in all cases be a weakening. Given that any release would constitute significant encroachment on the
countryside, and at least a relatively limited impact on the Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area, the overall
harm to Green Belt purposes of releasing any land to the east of the A227 as an expansion of Istead Rise would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-198

Istead Rise
Parcel IR10
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Description
Area of open grassland, scrubland and tree cover adjacent to the southern edge of Istead Rise, sloping down toward Downs Road, which bisects the parcel. There is a cluster of
dwellings and a pumping station to the west of Downs Road. On the east of Downs Road there are two small areas of protected Registered Common Land (woodland). The
dwellings in the west of the parcel create some limited urbanising influence and a degree of containment of the land, particularly in the north of the parcel, however the parcel
retains relatively strong openness. Tree cover provides some partial distinction from the urban edge of Istead Rise. Outer boundaries with adjacent Green Belt land are defined
by a combination of the A227 to the east, Nash Bank to the south and the ancient woodland of Walnut Wood to the west.

LUC I A-199

Istead Rise
Parcel IR10
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it, but
land on this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Land has some limited urbanising influences and a degree of containment, but retains significant openness. It has a stronger association
with countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this land would not increase the containment of any adjacent land, with Walnut Wood forming a strong boundary to the west
and north west. The A227 and Nash Bank form clear boundaries to the east and south, so there would be no weakening of distinction
between the settlement and the countryside.

LUC I A-200

Istead Rise
Parcel IR10
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside but it would constitute a negligible
weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be
moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

The area between the Registered Common Land (woodland) closest to the southern edge of Istead Rise and the settlement edge is more contained, with the woodland
providing an alternative strong boundary. The harm to the purposes of the Green Belt of releasing this limited area of the parcel would be reduced to low-moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing land further to the south, east or west would breach the strong boundaries formed by Nash Street, the ancient woodland (Walnut Wood) and the A227, and would
result in significant encroachment onto the open countryside, which would be difficult to contain given the lack of alternative, equally strong boundaries. As such it would result
in high harm to Green Belt purposes. Land to the east of the A227 is assessed as IR9.

LUC I A-201

Istead Rise
Parcel IR11
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Description
Playing fields lying between Istead Rise Primary School and the ancient woodland to the south. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness and the
parcel is partially contained by the surrounding urban edge. The well-treed boundaries of residential gardens and the boundary with inset school buildings provide some
distinction between the Green Belt and the adjacent settlement edge, but the parcel is well contained by a belt of the ancient woodland within Walnut Wood, which helps to
create a stronger association of land within the parcel with urbanising uses to the northeast than with adjacent Green Belt land to the southwest.

LUC I A-202

Istead Rise
Parcel IR11
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it, but
land on this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The parcel is free of urbanising development, but the formal recreational use and sense of containment mean it has a stronger
association with the settlement than with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this land would not increase the containment of any adjacent land. The release would also result in a well-defined and
relatively consistent boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, defined by the ancient woodland on the parcel's
southern boundary and the tree line to the west.

LUC I A-203

Istead Rise
Parcel IR11
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low

Release of the parcel would constitute a relatively limited encroachment on the countryside and would constitute a negligible weakening
of the integrity adjacent Green Belt land. The harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Release of the open farmland beyond this parcel would breach the ancient woodland and tree line bounding the parcel, resulting in significant encroachment into open
countryside, weakening the integrity of the remaining Green Belt land between here and New Barn. As such, harm from release of this land would be high.

LUC I A-204

Istead Rise
Parcel IR12
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Description
A large expanse of arable farmland that lies beyond Istead Rise Primary School, gently sloping up southwards toward the neighbouring settlement of New Barn (in Dartford
Borough). The area contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, and the size of the area and strong wooded edge of New Barn prevent any sense of urban
containment. The area is separated from the settlement edge by tree lines, ancient woodland, and a contained field, providing some distinction from urbanising uses within
Istead Rise.

LUC I A-205

Istead Rise
Parcel IR12
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Istead Rise is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it, but
land on this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Land beyond the school is perceived as countryside. Due to its rising landform and well-treed boundary, there is a sense of separation
from urbanising uses within Istead Rise, giving it a stronger relationship with the wider open countryside than with the urban edge.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Release of land out from the settlement edge beyond the school and dwellings along Downs Road - i.e. including parcels IR11 and IR1 would weaken the Green Belt boundary, as there are no existing alternative boundaries between here and New Barn. Any release would
therefore result in at least a minor impact on the integrity of adjacent Green Belt. In addition, any substantial release would also
increase the containment of remaining open land between Istead Rise and New Barn that, due to landform and land cover, have distinct
separation at present. Release would therefore moderately impact on the integrity of remaining Green Belt land.

LUC I A-206

Istead Rise
Parcel IR12
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of land out from the settlement edge beyond the school and dwellings along Downs Road would constitute significant
encroachment on the countryside. It would constitute a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the
harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-207

Longfield Hill
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Longfield Hill
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Parcel

Harm Score

LF1

Moderate

LUC I A-209

Longfield Hill
Parcel LF1
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Description
A concrete garage display site, vehicle storage yard, dwellings and enclosed grassland, located to the southwest of the settlement of Longfield Hill on land sloping down to the
east. Although the parcel has uses which can be considered to increase its association with the settlement edge, many structures are largely temporary, limiting impact on
Green Belt openness. In addition, the parcel is not contained by any urbanising development, as the loose development to the east is not considered to be urbanising as it is
largely open and retains a strong countryside character. The railway bridge to the north creates a relatively strong distinction from the settlement of Longfield Hill, although this
has been breached by development within the parcel. The railway line and Longfield Road define the boundaries between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the north and
south respectively, whilst the boundaries of gardens in the east of the parcel directly adjoin the wider Green Belt.

LUC I A-210

Longfield Hill
Parcel LF1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Longfield Hill which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The parcel retains a degree of openness in Green Belt terms, and has distinction from the inset settlement edge, but has uses which
detract from its countryside character. As such, it has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Release of the parcel would have a minor containing impact on land to the north of the railway line. Release would result in the
settlement of Longfield Hill breaching the railway line cutting, which would, despite the presence of washed-over development, result in
a weaker and less consistent distinction between the settlement and the Green Belt. This would result in a moderate weakening of the
integrity of the Green Belt land..

LUC I A-211

Longfield Hill
Parcel LF1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a moderate weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land to the north and south of the parcel is undeveloped and perceived as countryside, making a stronger contribution to preventing encroachment. To the north of the railway
line the slope of the landform creates distinction from the hilltop settlement, and the railway line creates distinction from the parcel, whilst to the south Longfield Road forms a
clear boundary. Release of land either to the north or south would result in a significant encroachment on countryside and a weaker Green Belt boundary, and therefore result
in high harm to Green Belt purposes. Land to the east of the parcel, although it has residential dwellings, is less developed than the land within the parcel, and the tree cover
and slope of the land down to the east create additional distinction between this land and the inset settlement of Longfield Hill. Release of this land in addition to LF1 would
therefore also result in a significant encroachment on the countryside and weakening of the Green Belt boundary, and therefore high harm to Green Belt purposes. Any
encroachment beyond the valley floor would also cause containment of land on the far side of the valley which maintains separation from Hook Green.

LUC I A-212

Lower Higham
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 5: The Creation of a Single New Settlement Through
the Merger of Existing Settlements

LUC I A-213

Lower Higham
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

LH1

Moderate high

LH2

Low moderate

LH3

Moderate high

LH4

High

LH5

Moderate

LH6

Low

LH7

High

LH8

Moderate

LH9

Moderate

LUC I A-214

Lower Higham
Parcel LH1
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Description
Relatively flat area of farmland with a cluster of agricultural buildings and equestrian centre, adjacent to the north eastern edge of the settlement of Lower Higham. With the
exception of a single property on the western edge of the settlement to the south of Chalk Road, and a bungalow on the north side of Chalk Road, the parcel contains no
urbanising development to diminish openness. Land beyond Buckland Farm is not contained by any urbanising development, however there is more influence from existing
development in the vicinity of the farm buildings, and between them and the inset edge to the east. The boundaries of residential gardens provide minimal distinction from the
urban edge. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by the railway line to the north, field boundaries to the west and Chalk Road to the south.

LUC I A-215

Lower Higham
Parcel LH1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

The parcel is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with
either Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by intervening rural settlements but which has
significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It is open and uncontained, and
so has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Land beyond Buckland Farm, despite a lack of distinction on the settlement edge, is open and uncontained countryside. Land here has a
stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Although the current settlement edge is not strongly defined, a new boundary extending further north and west to the edges of the
parcel would constitute a significant increase in Green Belt boundary length, using hedgerows which constitute relatively weak boundary
features. This would constitute a minor weakening of the Green Belt boundary. There would be no increased urban containment of Green
Belt land, as the railway line forms a strong boundary to the north/east.

LUC I A-216

Lower Higham
Parcel LH1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, relatively limited loss of separation
between towns and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of
releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

A more limited release that only took in Buckland Farm, adjacent dwellings to the north and south of Chalk Road and land to the east contained between the farm buildings and
the settlement edge, would be contained on two sides by urbanising development and strongly bound to the north by the railway line. The existing buildings would provide an
edge to the west, limiting the weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. As such, the harm to Green Belt purposes would be reduced to low-moderate. Harm of
releasing this would also be low-moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Open and uncontained land to the north, where the railway line forms a strong boundary has greater separation from the inset settlement edge. To the west, visual openness in
this low-lying arable landscape strengthens, with distance, the lands association with the countryside rather than the settlement. As such contribution to preventing countryside
encroachment is high, and release would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-217

Lower Higham
Parcel LH2
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Description
A parcel of land, largely occupied by trees and scrub, adjacent to several dwellings on Canal Road within the inset settlement, and including washed-over residential
development at Chequers Court and on Church Street. The dwellings constitute limited urbanising development across the parcel as a whole, and can only be considered to
contained open land in the parcel to a limited extent, but the south eastern corner at Chequers Court lacks any significant openness or distinction from the inset settlement
area. A hedgerow and a line of conifers separate respectively the eastern and western halves of the parcel from the wider countryside to the north. Canal Road and the railway
line constitute a strong linear feature to the south west, but do not represent a distinction between settlement and countryside as land beyond this is within the inset
settlement.

LUC I A-218

Lower Higham
Parcel LH2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

The parcel is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with
either Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Lower Higham lies some way
north of the A226, the main connecting route between the two, and the parcel lies to the north of Lower Higham, and has sufficient
relationship with the settlement to make no contribution to this Green Belt purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The parcel is in part open in Green Belt terms, and is not significantly contained by urban development, but contains sufficient
development to give all of the parcel a weak distinction from the settlement. It therefore has a relationship with both the settlement and
the countryside. The washed-over development on Chequers Court and Church Lane has a usage which diminishes the extent to which it
can be considered countryside, and so makes a weaker contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Release would not significantly increase containment of any adjacent land, with existing dwellings already forming most of the boundary
to the east along Church Lane, and a new boundary along the hedgerow and conifer line would represent a clearer distinction between
the inset settlement and the Green Belt than is currently the case.

LUC I A-219

Lower Higham
Parcel LH2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a negligible weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

Inclusion of all of Chequers Court, and the dwellings immediately to the north of this on Church Street, within the inset area would have limited impact on preventing
countryside encroachment and would result in a clearer distinction between settlement and countryside, so harm to the Green Belt purposes would be low.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcel LH3.

LUC I A-220

Lower Higham
Parcel LH3

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Farmland interspersed with isolated clusters of dwellings and agricultural buildings, and a longer row of houses along Bull Lane and Church Street. The land slopes gently away
to the east and west from Church Street, which bisects the parcel north-south. The clusters of residential dwellings within the parcel (but not the farmsteads) constitute a
limited urban containing influence but do not significantly diminish openness. Gore Green Road provides some limited distinction from the urban edge, although it has been
breached by development. To the west of Church Street the boundary with adjacent Green Belt land to the north is defined by a hedgerow. To the west, floodplain defines a
limit to potential development, but the line of conifers bounding the field forms a clearer physical distinction from land beyond.

LUC I A-221

Lower Higham
Parcel LH3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

The parcel is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with
either Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by intervening rural settlements but which has
significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It is partially contained, but is
open and has some distinction from the inset settlement, therefore it has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the
settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Despite the presence of limited urban development, this parcel is largely open and has some distinction from the inset settlement edge,
although it is partially contained by urbanising development. Overall it has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the
inset settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing all of this parcel, in combination with the release of LH2, would not increase the containment of any adjacent land, but this
significant amendment of the Green Belt boundary, including a relatively weak hedgerow boundary to the north west, would constitute a
minor weakening of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-222

Lower Higham
Parcel LH3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, a relatively limited loss of separation
between towns and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of
releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes. Any partial release would increase containment of remaining open
land in the parcel.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land beyond the outer boundary would expand Lower Higham into the low-lying, visually open farmland to the north, which has greater distinction from the
inset settlement and as such makes a significant contribution to preventing countryside encroachment and if released would constitute high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-223

Lower Higham
Parcel LH4

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Sandhill Lane and it associated hedgerow mark a distinction between the triangle of inset development to the west and a large expanse of relatively flat, arable farmland to the
east. There is no urbanising development to diminish openness, and the few dwellings on the east side of Gore Green Road do not have any significant containing influence in
this visually open landscape.

LUC I A-224

Lower Higham
Parcel LH4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

The parcel is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with
either Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by intervening rural settlements but which has
significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It is open and uncontained and
has some distinction from the settlement, and so has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This is open countryside which lacks urbanising containment and has some distinction from the inset settlement. It has a strong
relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land but would also, in the absence of any significant boundary
features, result in a moderately weaker distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-225

Lower Higham
Parcel LH4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment into the countryside, a relatively limited loss of separation between
towns and a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of
releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-226

Lower Higham
Parcel LH5

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Triangle of relatively flat arable farmland adjacent to the edge of the inset settlement of Lower Higham, at Chequer's Street to the west and Lower Rochester Road to the north.
The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, but the adjacent settlement edges create some containment, and there is no significant distinction
between them and the parcel. The railway line and associated woodland belt form a strong boundary to the south, and the Land Way byway and adjacent hedgerow a weaker
boundary to the east.

LUC I A-227

Lower Higham
Parcel LH5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

The parcel is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with
either Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, relatively limited loss of separation
between towns and a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes
of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Although partially contained by the settlement edge, and lacking strong distinction from the adjacent urban edges, this is open farmland
which has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land that makes a stronger contribution to Green Belt
purposes. Land Way is only minimally weaker as a boundary feature than the existing inset edges, and would be consistent with the
existing inset settlement edge to the north along Sandhill Lane.

LUC I A-228

Lower Higham
Parcel LH5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, relatively limited loss of separation
between towns and a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes
of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

East of Land Way lies an extensive area of homogeneous, visually open arable farmland. Lacking any urbanising containment, this area makes a significant contribution to
preventing countryside encroachment, and any new Green Belt boundary would be weaker, therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes would be high.

LUC I A-229

Lower Higham
Parcel LH6

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Triangle of land adjacent to the south/east of the inset area of Lower Higham, but including some urbanising built elements. The elements include houses at Jupp Court and one
on School Lane, Higham railway station and associated hardstanding. Tree cover around Jupp Court creates some distinction from the inset settlement edge, and the house on
School Lane is set in large grounds and so has little impact on openness. The station and hardstanding, together with a patch of open grassland, are located in a deep cutting
close to the Higham Tunnel, so there is a strong distinction between this part of the parcel and the western section in which dwellings are located. The railway forms a strong
boundary with the urban edge to the north and east, and to the west School Lane provides some distinction. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land to the south is
defined by a well-treed hedgerow and a steep change in landform at the railway cutting.

LUC I A-230

Lower Higham
Parcel LH6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

The parcel is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with
either Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The extent of development in
this parcel, and the containment by landform and vegetation of much of it, mean that it has a stronger relationship with the settlement
than with the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The lower-lying eastern part of this parcel is very distinct from the inset settlement edge in terms of screening by landform and
vegetation, but contains uses associated with the built-up area. The nature of the landform provides a stronger association with
urbanising uses than open countryside to the south. The western part of the parcel also has some physical distinction, created by School
Lane and tree cover, but again the land has a stronger relationship with the settlement than with the adjacent countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land, and the parcel edges would form a strong boundary,
marking a clearer distinction between settlement and countryside than is currently the case.

LUC I A-231

Lower Higham
Parcel LH6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively limited encroachment on the countryside and no weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcels LH5 and LH7 for assessment of land to the north and south.

LUC I A-232

Lower Higham
Parcel LH7

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
A large field adjacent to the south eastern edge of Lower Higham, beyond which lie a cluster of buildings at White House Farm and, to the north on Land Way, dwellings at
White House Farm Cottages. The agricultural buildings do not constitute urbanising development and the former farm cottages do not have any significant urbanising influence.
School Lane and an associated well-treed hedgerow provide some limited distinction from the adjacent inset settlement edge. To the north, east of School Lane, trees from a
strong boundary to a steep drop down into the Higham Tunnel entrance cut; to the south there is no separation from open farmland which gradually rises towards the
Hermitage Road ridge.

LUC I A-233

Lower Higham
Parcel LH7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with either
Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

Land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which has
significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. and the parcel is open and
uncontained with some distinction from the inset settlement, and so has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the
settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This is open land which has some distinction from the inset settlement edge and no urbanising containment. It relates strongly to the
countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

School Lane and its associated hedgerow form a fairly strong boundary, so any alternative boundary within this open farmland would
constitute at least a minor weakening. Releasing land further south than the school playing fields would cause increased containment of
land maintaining separation from Higham, which would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of remaining land between the two
settlements.

LUC I A-234

Lower Higham
Parcel LH7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and at least a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge to the east or south east would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes, but see LH8
for assessment of the school playing fields and adjacent built development to the south.

LUC I A-235

Lower Higham
Parcel LH8

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Buildings and playing fields of Higham Primary School, three dwellings, community buildings and Higham Recreational Ground, close to the southern edge of Lower Higham and
bisected north-south by School Lane. The school and community buildings have some adverse impact on Green Belt openness, and the more open areas have, through their
usage, an association with the built-up area. The parcel is not contained by urbanising development, and the rising landform and tree cover containing the parcel provide some
distinction from the settlement edge as well as from adjacent Green Belt land.

LUC I A-236

Lower Higham
Parcel LH8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with either
Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

Land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which has
significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The extent of existing
development within the parcel means that it does not have a strong enough relationship with the countryside to contribute to this Green
Belt purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The parcel has some separation from the inset settlement edge but has built development and uses which relate it to the built-up area.
It therefore has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Although it has clear boundary features, release of this parcel as an expansion of Lower Higham would require release of land in LH9,
which would cause some minor containment of adjacent land to the east (in LH7). Release of this land would diminish the gap between
Higham and Lower Higham but, given the extent of existing development in the parcel and the size of the remaining gap, the containing
impact of this would be minimal.

LUC I A-237

Lower Higham
Parcel LH8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes. Any partial release would weaken the integrity of adjacent land
within the parcel.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land to the south, east or west of this parcel would encroach on visually open arable fields which makes a significant contribution to preventing encroachment
into the countryside and which serve an important role in maintaining distinction between Lower Higham and Higham. This would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-238

Lower Higham
Parcel LH9
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Description
Higham Hall Farm and Farmhouse, associated buildings and surrounding open land adjacent to the western edge of Lower Higham. The buildings at Higham Hall Farm and
Farmhouse do not constitute an urbanising influence and as such do not diminish openness. However, the settlement edge of Lower Higham provides some sense of
containment, and the boundaries of residential gardens provide minimal distinction on the urban edge. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by a hedged
minor road (Taylors Lane) to the west, and hedgerows form a boundary to the south.

LUC I A-239

Lower Higham
Parcel LH9
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Lower Higham, which is not a large built-up area and it does not have a strong enough relationship with either
Gravesend or Strood to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by intervening rural settlements. Most of the
parcel is partially contained and lacking in distinction from the urban area, and so does not have a strong enough relationship with the
countryside to contribute to this purpose, but land at the southern end is less contained and so makes a relatively limited contribution.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The parcel is free of urbanising uses, but the sense of containment and lack of distinction on the settlement edge limit the extent to
which it can be perceived as open countryside. Most of the parcel therefore has an association with both the settlement and the
countryside, and makes a moderate contribution to this purpose, but there is less of a sense of containment at the southern end of the
parcel, to the south of Higham Hall Farm, so land here makes a relatively significant contribution.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Taylors Lane to the west, and the hedgerows to the south, are clear boundaries that would not represent any weakening of the existing
inset settlement edge, and would not increase containment of any adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt
purposes of releasing this parcel would be negligible.

LUC I A-240

Lower Higham
Parcel LH9
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel as a whole would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside but a relatively limited impact
on the separation of towns and a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green
Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes. If that part of the parcel which makes only a moderate contribution
to preventing encroachment on the countryside were to be released in isolation, it would increase the urbanising containment of the remainder of the parcel, so the overall
harm would still be moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing any further land to the west of Taylors Lane would encroach on an area of land which has strong visual openness. It would also breach the boundary provided by
Taylors Lane, associated vegetation and the slope of the landform to the east. This land's contribution to preventing encroachment on the countryside is significant, and any
new boundary in this visually open farmland would represent at least a minor weakening of the integrity adjacent Green Belt, resulting in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-241

Lower Shorne

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements

LUC I A-242

Lower Shorne
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

LS1

Moderate high

LS2

High

LS3

Moderate high

LS4

High

LS5

High

LUC I A-243

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS1

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Relatively flat area of arable farmland adjacent to the western edge of the settlement of Lower Shorne. The boundaries of residential gardens provide no significant distinction
from the adjacent urban edge, and the parcel is bound to the south by the A226 Gravesend Road. Two rows of houses along the A226 create some urbanising influence. At the
eastern end of the parcel, field boundaries and the slopes of Golden Knob, a hill which is low but which is nonetheless prominent in this flat landscape, create some distinction
from the adjacent Green Belt.

LUC I A-244

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Lower Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it.
The parcel has little distinction from the settlement edge, and has development which associates it with the settlement. Therefore it
makes a limited contribution to preventing the sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Development within the
parcel means that it does not have a strong enough relationship with the wider countryside to make more than a limited contribution to
this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

Weak distinction from Lower Shorne and a degree of urbanising containment by development within the parcel limit the contribution of
open land adjacent to this purpose. The parcel has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing this parcel would cause a minor increase in containment of adjacent land lying to the south. It would also result in a minor
weakening of the Green Belt boundary extending out parallel to Golden Knob, which would be a longer boundary in part defined by land
without any current boundary feature.

LUC I A-245

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Releasing the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside, and a moderate weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this part of the parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

Containing the release of land to the area up to the easternmost of the two rows of washed-over dwellings would have negligible impact on Green Belt boundary strength,
meaning only minor impact on the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land, through containment of land to the south, and therefore moderate harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing land beyond the outer boundary would encroach on open and uncontained land where there are no clear alternative features to provide a Green Belt boundary,
resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes. Development to the west would weaken the integrity of Green Belt land providing separation from Gravesend.

LUC I A-246

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS2

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Land to the north west of Lower Shorne, where Golden Knob (a small hill but one which has some prominence in its flat surroundings) adds distinction from the inset
settlement. There is no urbanising development to diminish openness and the land is uncontained by the settlement edge.

LUC I A-247

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Lower Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it.
The parcel relates more strongly to Lower Shorne than to Gravesend, but as open land which is uncontained by urban development and
which has some landform distinction from the village it does have a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement. It
therefore has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. However this open and
uncontained land, which has some landform distinction from the adjacent settlement, has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The farmland's openness, lack of containment and distinction from the inset settlement mean that it has a strong relationship with the
countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing land out from this inset edge would only increase the containment of weaker Green Belt land, which would not increase overall
harm to the Green Belt purposes, but it would constitute a minor weakening of the boundary formed by Green Farm Lane and by the
rising landform.

LUC I A-248

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of land beyond this edge of Lower Shorne would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and would have a
moderate impact on preserving the gap between towns and a relatively limited impact on the Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of
the large built-up area of Gravesend. It would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the
harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-249

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS3

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Gently undulating farmland adjacent to the eastern and northern edges of the settlement of Lower Shorne, sloping gently away from the settlement in the north and with two
isolated buildings along the southern boundary (a pub with associated hardstanding and a residential dwellings), and three attached dwellings just to the north of the inset
settlement on Green Farm Lane. The isolated buildings do not constitute a significant urbanising development that diminishes openness, and the land is not contained by
surrounding urbanising development. The boundaries of residential gardens provide minimal distinction from the adjacent urban edge, however tree cover on the eastern
boundary provides slightly more distinction than the boundary to the north. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by field boundaries, a minor road to
the west and the A226 to the south east.

LUC I A-250

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Lower Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it.
The parcel relates more strongly to Lower Shorne than to Gravesend, but as open land which is uncontained by urban development, it
does have a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement. Land to the north of the settlement therefore has a
relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend, but land to the east, which does not lie in the gap between
Gravesend and Lower Shorne, makes no contribution.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It is open and uncontained
but has limited distinction from the settlement edge. Overall it has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Releasing this parcel would encroach on land which, due to its strong openness and lack of containment, is perceived as countryside.
Although it does not have strong boundary distinction from the settlement it has a stronger relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

There are no clear boundaries in this visually open landscape so any new boundary will constitute a minor weakening of distinction.
There would be no increased urban containment of adjacent Green Belt land.

LUC I A-251

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited impact on the
Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area of Gravesend and on preserving the gap between towns. It would
constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing
this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

Visual openness and absence of significant boundary features means that there is generally no potential to reduce harm through limited release of land, but the presence of
three dwellings just to the north of the inset settlement along Green Farm Lane would provide partial containment to a smaller release of land, resulting in moderate harm to
Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

There are no clear boundaries beyond which further expansion will cause any step change in harm, but strengthening of contribution to Purpose 3 and increased impact on the
integrity of the adjacent Green Belt with distance from the inset settlement will increase harm to the Green Belt purposes to high by further land release to the north and east.

LUC I A-252

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS4
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Description
Open farmland to the south of Lower Shorne. Dwellings along Forge Lane and Gravesend Road have some limited urban influence but the A226 Gravesham Road nonetheless
provides significant separation from the inset settlement. Sloping terrain helps to preserve distinction between Lower Shorne and Shorne, reducing any sense of containment of
land between the two.

LUC I A-253

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Lower Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it.
The parcel relates more strongly to Lower Shorne than to Gravesend, but as open land which has clear distinction from the settlement it
has a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement. It therefore has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward
sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Although there is some urban
containment between the settlement at Lower Shorne and development on Forge Lane which has some limited urbanising influence, the
parcel is open and the A226 forms a relatively strong settlement boundary; therefore the land has a strong relationship with the
countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Despite some limited containment by urbanising development along Forge Lane and the Gravesend Road, this parcel has relatively
strong distinction from the inset settlement and retains a relationship with open countryside to the east and west. The parcel has a
strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing land to the south of the A226 would moderately weaken Green Belt integrity by removing the strong boundary formed by the
A226, and would also constitute a minor increase in containment of remaining open land between Shorne and Lower Shorne.

LUC I A-254

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a moderate impact on preserving the gap
between towns and a relatively limited impact on the Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area of Gravesend. It
would constitute a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of
releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes. In the absence of any significant alternative boundaries any breach
of the A226 will constitute a weakening of the Green Belt and will result in high harm.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-255

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS5
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Description
Open farmland, a car sales garage and a bungalow to the south of Lower Shorne. These buildings and adjacent dwellings along Forge Lane have some limited urban influence,
but the A226 Gravesend Road nonetheless provides significant separation from the inset settlement. Sloping terrain helps to preserve distinction between Lower Shorne and
Shorne, reducing any sense of containment for land between the two.

LUC I A-256

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Lower Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it.
The parcel relates more strongly to Lower Shorne than to Gravesend, but as open land which has clear distinction from the settlement it
has a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement. It therefore has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward
sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Although there is some urban
containment between the settlements at Lower Shorne and Shorne, and some development on the fringes of the parcel, it is mostly
open land and the A226 forms a relatively strong settlement boundary. Therefore the land has a stronger relationship with the
countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Despite some degree of containment, this land is free of urbanising uses and retains a relatively strong relationship with open
countryside to the east and west. The parcel has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing land to the south of the A226 would moderately weaken Green Belt integrity by removing the strong boundary formed by the
A226, and would also constitute a minor increase in containment of remaining open land between Shorne and Lower Shorne.

LUC I A-257

Lower Shorne
Parcel LS5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited impact on the
Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area of Gravesend and on preserving the gap between towns. It would
constitute a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of
releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Any release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-258

Meopham Green
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 5: The Creation of a Single New Settlement Through
the Merger of Existing Settlements

LUC I A-259

Meopham Green
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

MG1

High

MG2

Moderate

MG3

High

MG4

High

MG5

Low

MG6

Low moderate

MG7

Moderate high

MG8

Moderate

MG9

Moderate

MG10

Moderate high

LUC I A-260

Meopham Green
Parcel MG1
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Description
Relatively flat area of farmland with some residential gardens and woodland belts, adjacent to the northern edge of Meopham Green. The area is largely free of urbanising
influences and, despite the presence of a limited number of washed over buildings to the north, it is not significantly contained. The belt of trees defining the eastern stretch of
the settlement edge provides strong distinction from urbanising uses within Meopham, however in the west the settlement edge is less distinctly defined.

LUC I A-261

Meopham Green
Parcel MG1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not part of a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough
relationship with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Due to its open and uncontained nature, and helped by the partial distinction provided by the belt of trees, this land contains the
characteristics of open countryside and retains a strong relationship with the surrounding open countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing this parcel would lead to a moderate increase in containment of adjacent open land to the north, and as such would reduce
the connectivity of the wider Green Belt running between Meopham and Hook Green. The release would also result in a minor weakening
of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, given that the outer boundary would no longer benefit from the distinct
tree belt on the existing settlement edge.

LUC I A-262

Meopham Green
Parcel MG1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a moderate weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-263

Meopham Green
Parcel MG2
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Description
Orchards, farmstead and row of predominantly low density bungalows with gardens along Foxendown Lane, on a gently sloping ridge of land adjacent to the eastern edge of
Meopham Green. The dwellings within the parcel constitute only a limited urbanising influence, and the land is uncontained by surrounding urbanising development, particularly
due to its slightly elevated nature. The boundaries of residential gardens do not provide a particularly distinct boundary on the settlement edge, however the presence of the
orchard provides some limited sense of distinction. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined strongly to the south (and, to a lesser extent, to the east) by a
steep wooded slope, with Foxendown Lane defining a weaker boundary to the north, and residential gardens and field boundaries forming the boundary to the east.

LUC I A-264

Meopham Green
Parcel MG2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship
with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Despite the limited urbanising influences within the parcel, its lack of containment and the degree of distinction provided by the
orchards on the settlement edge mean it still retains many of the characteristics of open countryside and has a stronger relationship
with the wider countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land, with steep wooded slopes forming a strong edge to the
south. The release would also result in no significant change in strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-265

Meopham Green
Parcel MG2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside but only a negligible weakening of the
integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land to the south and east of the parcel would breach the strong boundaries to sprawl provided by the steep wooded slope and the woodland blocks, and
releasing further land to the north would encroach on open, undeveloped land and would begin to contain adjacent Green Belt land lying to the north. As such, any release
beyond the outer boundary would result in significant encroachment of the countryside and high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-266

Meopham Green
Parcel MG3

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Open steep woodland slopes falling away from the southern edge of Meopham. There is no significant urbanising development beyond this slope within the grassland and fields
on the low flat land. The land is uncontained by surrounding urbanising development, particularly due to its sloping landform. The wooded slope provides strong distinction
between the settlement edge to the north and west and the wider Green Belt to the south and east.

LUC I A-267

Meopham Green
Parcel MG3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship
with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This land, due to its open and uncontained nature, is perceived as open countryside. The particularly strong distinction provided by the
wooded slope to the north means that this land has a strong relationship with open countryside to the south.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land. However, releasing this land would breach the existing
strong wooded slope boundary defining the inset edge, resulting in a significant weakening of the boundary, as there are no strong
alternative boundaries lying to the south.

LUC I A-268

Meopham Green
Parcel MG3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of land beyond this boundary would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a major weakening of the
integrity of the adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of any release in this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-269

Meopham Green
Parcel MG4

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Open farmland adjacent to the eastern edge of Meopham Green, sloping relatively steeply down to a valley landform further east. The area contains no urbanising influences.
There is a partial sense of containment created by the settlement edge to the north and west, however this is offset by the sloping valley landform. The visual openness
engendered by this sloping landform also creates some sense of distinction from adjacent urbanising uses, despite the lack of any boundary features on the settlement edge
other than the boundaries of residential gardens.

LUC I A-270

Meopham Green
Parcel MG4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with
any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Although partially contained by the inset settlement edge to the north and west, the open and uncontained character of this land means
that it is perceived as open countryside, a sense heightened by the sloping nature of the landform as it drops eastward toward open
countryside. It has a strong relationship with the visibly dominant wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing this land would not increase the containment of any adjacent land. However, it would result in a moderate weakening of
distinction between the inset settlement and land in the Green Belt, allowing development to move down the slope toward the open
countryside in the east, where there are no clear alternative boundaries to prevent further sprawl.

LUC I A-271

Meopham Green
Parcel MG4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of land beyond this boundary would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a moderate weakening of the
integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this land would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

Half of the tennis club on the northern edge of the area is inset and half is in the Green Belt. Due to its association with the urban area, and weak physical distinction from it,
this area makes a moderate contribution to preventing encroachment on the countryside. Its release would minorly increase containment of adjacent land to the south, so harm
to the Green Belt purposes from its release would be moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-272

Meopham Green
Parcel MG5

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Gently undulating area of open grassland, along with some infrastructure associated with Pitfield Reservoir, adjacent to the southern edge of Meopham Green and significantly
contained by that edge. The parcel contains no urbanising influences, however it is significantly contained by surrounding urbanising uses. The tree-lined boundaries of
residential gardens provide only minimal distinction from the settlement edge. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined largely by field boundaries and by a
slightly rising landform on the edge of the settlement.

LUC I A-273

Meopham Green
Parcel MG5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship
with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

While there are no urbanising uses within the parcel, the extent of its containment by the settlement edge and the minimal distinction
from it mean that land contains some characteristics of open countryside but has a stronger relationship with the settlement than with
the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Due to the extent of its containment and because the parcel does not extend beyond the existing inset settlement edge of Meopham
Green, releasing this land would only minimally increase the containment of open land to the south. The release would result in no
significant change in the strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, which would continue to be relatively
weakly defined by field boundaries, however it is acknowledged that the resulting boundary would be more consistent than the existing
one.

LUC I A-274

Meopham Green
Parcel MG5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively limited encroachment on the countryside and a negligible weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcel MG6.

LUC I A-275

Meopham Green
Parcel MG6

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Open grassland adjacent to the southern edge of Meopham Green, along with linear low density housing along Steele's Lane and the A227 South Street. The dwellings within
the parcel constitute an urbanising influence, however there remain sufficient areas of open land for the parcel to retain a relationship with surrounding countryside. The
development within the parcel also causes some containment of the more open areas, and the rising landform on the settlement edge provides only a limited sense of
distinction from urbanising uses within the settlement. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined largely by the boundaries of residential gardens, with only a
small stretch bounding the woodland of Steele's Wood.

LUC I A-276

Meopham Green
Parcel MG6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship
with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

Although the openness of land to the south of this parcel is compromised by housing development, the open field adjacent to the
settlement edge is free of urbanising influences. As such, land contains the characteristics of countryside. Nevertheless, the degree of
containment of the open field by surrounding urbanising uses, and the weak distinction from the settlement edge, means that land
within the parcel has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing land out from the settlement edge of Meopham Green to this parcel (in combination with MG5, which is entirely contained by
it) would not increase the containment of any adjacent land. The release would also result in no significant change in the strength of
distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, which would remain weakly defined largely by the boundaries of residential
gardens.

LUC I A-277

Meopham Green
Parcel MG6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a negligible weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

A small area of land to the south of the dwellings along Steele's Lane is more open. While its release would not weaken the boundary between the inset settlement and Green
Belt or increase containment, its stronger openness and absence of urbanising uses mean that harm of release would be increased to moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land to the south or west of the parcel would encroach on open and uncontained land which is free of significant urbanising uses, resulting in significant
encroachment on the countryside and high harm to the Green Belt purposes. Releasing further land to the east of the parcel would allow the settlement edge to encroach onto
the valley landform where the landform slopes down toward open countryside, also resulting in significant encroachment on the countryside and high harm to Green Belt
purposes.

LUC I A-278

Meopham Green
Parcel MG7

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Large area of relatively flat farmland and orchards stretching along the western edge of Meopham Green. The parcel is free of urbanising influences and is uncontained. The
boundaries of residential gardens on the settlement edge are tree-lined, but still provide minimal distinction from the settlement edge. The outer boundary with adjacent Green
Belt land to the west is defined by the valley crest, largely also marked by belts of trees.
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Meopham Green
Parcel MG7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship
with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Due to its open and uncontained character, this land is generally perceived as countryside and has a stronger relationship with the
countryside than with the settlement, despite only limited distinction from the settlement edge of Meopham Green.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing land out from the settlement edge of Meopham Green to this parcel, in combination with MG8, MG9 and MG10, would lead to
minor containment of land to the south of the parcel. Release would be defined for the most part by well-defined boundaries, resulting
in no weakening of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-280

Meopham Green
Parcel MG7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes. Any partial release would have weaker boundary distinction, and/or a
containing impact on adjacent retained Green Belt land, so the harm to the Green Belt purposes would not diminish.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land to the west would allow development to spill across the ridge crest into lower lying, open and uncontained land in the valley, resulting in significant
encroachment of the countryside and high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-281

Meopham Green
Parcel MG8

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Farmstead of Lomer Farm and surrounding farmland sloping gently down toward the north, adjacent to the western edge of Meopham Green. The parcel contains no urbanising
influences to diminish openness, and is only partially contained by urbanising development along Pitfield Drive and Cricketer's Drive. The tree-lined boundaries of residential
gardens provide minimal distinction from the settlement edge. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined to the west by a relatively well-treed field boundary,
and to the north by a less well-treed field boundary on the northern edge of the farmstead.

LUC I A-282

Meopham Green
Parcel MG8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship
with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The absence of urbanising influences within the parcel mean that it is open, but the partial sense of containment by the surrounding
settlement edge, and the lack of distinction from that edge, limit, to an extent, the degree to which this land can be perceived as open
countryside. As such, although the land contains characteristics of open countryside, it has a relationship with both the settlement and
the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this land would slightly increase the containment of adjacent land to the north, which is partially developed with school
facilities but retains some openness and is currently relatively uncontained. The release would result in no significant change in strength
of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, which would continue to be defined relatively weakly by field boundaries.

LUC I A-283

Meopham Green
Parcel MG8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcels MG7 (land to the west) and MG9 (land to the north).

LUC I A-284

Meopham Green
Parcel MG9

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Buildings and associated hardstanding of Meopham School, along with a library and other community buildings, surrounding open land and playing fields, lying adjacent to the
western edge of Meopham Green. The land slopes gently downward toward the west and away from the settlement edge. The buildings within the parcel do represent an
urbanising influence and as such make no contribution to openness, however the playing fields provide sufficient open space for the parcel to have some relationship with
adjacent open land. The land is not significantly contained by the surrounding settlement edge, and substantial tree cover along some parts of the settlement edge does
provide some sense of distinction, but it is a boundary that has been partially breached by development. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is marked by a treelined field boundary.

LUC I A-285

Meopham Green
Parcel MG9
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship
with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The existing development within the parcel does limit the extent to which this land can be perceived as open countryside, however the
greater openness of some areas, and the sense of distinction from urbanising uses within Meopham provided by the A227 and roadside
tree cover, do allow the parcel to retain some relationship with open countryside lying to the west. As such, although the land contains
characteristics of open countryside, it has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this land would lead to a minor increase in containment of adjacent land to the south, however the latter is already partially
contained. The release would also lead to a minor increase in containment of adjacent land to the north, which is more open. The
release would result in no significant change in the strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt - as while the
release would breach the distinct boundary currently provided by the A227, it is acknowledged that this boundary has already been
breached by development associated with the school and inset development to the south (Cricketers Drive and Pitfield Drive).

LUC I A-286

Meopham Green
Parcel MG9
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the whole parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcels MG7, MG8 and MG10.

LUC I A-287

Meopham Green
Parcel MG10

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Scattered dwellings with large and gently sloping gardens, a pub with associated hardstanding and scattered trees, lying adjacent to the north western edge of Meopham
Green. The scattered buildings constitute only a limited urbanising influence within the parcel, and the parcel is not significantly contained by the surrounding urban edge. A
stretch of the A227 Wrotham Road provides some distinction from the urban edge, which is helped by the fact that the parcel shares only a very short boundary with the inset
edge. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is formed by Shipley Hills Road to the north, and a field boundary to the west.
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Meopham Green
Parcel MG10
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

This land is associated with Meopham Green, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship
with any large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The existing development within the parcel does compromise openness to an extent, however the land is uncontained in nature and is
relatively distinct from urbanising uses within Meopham Green. As a result it has a relatively strong relationship with open countryside
lying to the west.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any stronger-contributing adjacent land. However the release would result
in a weaker distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, given that the inset edge would be a more convoluted
boundary than the existing one, with which it has only a narrow link.

LUC I A-289

Meopham Green
Parcel MG10
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of adjacent Green
Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land to the north of this parcel would encroach on open land that would result in significant encroachment of the countryside and would weaken the integrity
of Green Belt land lying between Meopham Green and Hook Green by containing it. As a result, such a release would constitute high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-290

Shorne Ridgeway

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements

LUC I A-291

Shorne Ridgeway
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

SR1

Low moderate

SR2

Moderate high

SR3

Moderate

SR4

Moderate

SR5

High

SR6

Moderate

SR7

Moderate high

LUC I A-292

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR1

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Sloping strip of land linking the settlements of Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway, lying between Tanyard Hill and the woodland ridge to the west. The parcel contains large low
density dwellings with large gardens, which constitute only a limited urbanising influence. The settlement edges of Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway create a degree of urban
containment, and Woodlands Lane (although breached by residential development) provides some limited distinction from the edge of Shorne Ridgeway. The outer boundary
with adjacent Green Belt land is defined to the west by dense tree cover, including within Fenn Wood.

LUC I A-293

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Shorne Ridgeway is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it,
but land on this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Containment by Shorne,
Shorne Ridgeway and adjacent woodland, and the presence of existing development within this parcel, limit its contribution to this
purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

Although tree cover and low settlement density create some distinction from the adjacent inset settlement areas, the proximity of inset
development both to the north and south limits the extent to which the dwellings in this parcel can be considered separate. In the
northern part of the parcel there is a stronger relationship with Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway than with the countryside, but there is less
containment and therefore a moderate contribution further south in the parcel.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing land in the northern part of this parcel would remove the Green Belt linkage between Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway, affecting
Green Belt connectivity, but the presence of existing development means that this would only constitute a minor impact. The release
would result in a distinct and consistent boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt to the west, defined by the edge of
the adjacent woodland block, which shields the settlement from views from the west. Release of land at the southern end of the parcel
would have minimal impact on adjacent Green Belt land.

LUC I A-294

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of land towards the northern end of the parcel would constitute relatively limited encroachment on the countryside and a minor
weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land, resulting in low-moderate the harm to the Green Belt purposes. Release of land
towards the southern end would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside but a negligible weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land, therefore also resulting in low-moderate the harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Release of land to the west would result in moderate-high harm to Green Belt purposes. Land here makes a significant contribution to preventing encroachment on the
countryside but is too enclosed by constrained woodland, and by the inset edge of Shorne to the north, for release of the area as a whole to have any impact on the wider
Green Belt.

LUC I A-295

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR2

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Woodland located on relatively flat land on the south western edge of Shorne Ridgeway. The land contains no built development and is uncontained by surrounding urbanising
development. The woodland creates strong distinction from the adjoining settlement edge. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by ancient woodland
and Shorne and Ashenbank Woods SSSI.

LUC I A-296

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Shorne Ridgway is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up areas of Gravesend and Strood to have some
relationship with them, but land on this side of the settlement, although distinct from the settlement because of intervening tree cover,
is too contained by woodland to be considered to lie in the gaps between either, and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. This parcel is woodland, which
has a strong relationship with the countryside, but its small size and containment by protected woodland limits its association with the
wider settlement gap.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Land is open and uncontained by urban development, and its tree cover creates strong distinction from adjacent urbanising uses. It has
a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land. It would also result in a distinct boundary between the
inset settlement and the Green Belt, defined by the edge of an area of designated ancient woodland.

LUC I A-297

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside, a relatively limited loss of separation between towns
and a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this
parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land beyond the outer boundary of this parcel is designated as ancient woodland, which precludes any development.

LUC I A-298

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR3
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Description
Playing fields adjacent to the southern edge of Shorne Ridgeway. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness. It is not contained by inset development
but does have washed-over residential development to the south and east. Tree cover along The Ridgeway provides some distinction from the adjacent settlement edge. The
outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt to the south and west is defined by designated ancient woodland.

LUC I A-299

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land to the south of Shorne Ridgeway is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but
the parcel relates more strongly to Shorne Ridgeway than to Strood. Its tree cover means that it has a stronger relationship with
countryside than with the settlement, but extensive intervening woodland limits its relationship with countryside closer to Strood. It
therefore makes no contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. This parcel is has a stronger
relationship with the countryside than with the settlement, although its small size and containment by protected woodland limits its
association with the wider settlement gap.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Land is opens and has some boundary distinction from the settlement. Its recreational use and the presence of washed-over dwellings
to the south and east create some sense of association with the adjacent settlement, but overall it retains a stronger association with
the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land. It would also result in a distinct boundary between the
inset settlement and the Green Belt, defined by the edge of an area of designated ancient woodland.

LUC I A-300

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside, a relatively limited loss of separation
between towns and a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes
of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land beyond the outer boundary of this parcel to the south and west is designated as ancient woodland, which precludes any development. See SR4 for assessment of land to
the east.

LUC I A-301

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR4
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Description
Area of low density housing along Peartree Lane, Pondfield Lane and Bowesden Lane, in a wooded setting adjacent to the southern inset settlement edge of Shorne Ridgeway.
The undulating, sloping landform falls away southwards from The Ridgeway. The low density housing has only a limited urbanising influence within the parcel, which retains a
significant degree of openness. There is no containment by the surrounding urban edge, and tree cover and topography provide some distinction from the higher density
development within the inset settlement. The wooded southern edge of the parcel provides distinction from visually-open grassland to the south, whilst to the west a large
residential property set on high ground (Puckle Hill) is largely separated from the parcel by a belt of protected ancient woodland. The edge of the Great Crabbles Wood SSSI
similarly forms a distinct boundary to the east. A small area with a similar character to the north of Peartree Lane, also bordered by woodland, has been included within the
parcel.

LUC I A-302

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land to the east of Shorne Ridgeway is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but
the parcel relates more strongly to Shorne Ridgeway than to Strood. Its tree cover means that it has a stronger relationship with
countryside than with the settlement, but extensive intervening woodland limits its relationship with countryside closer to Strood. It
therefore makes no contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Although it contains
development this is low density and in a wooded, sloping setting, so there is some distinction from the inset settlement parcel, and
there is no urban containment of the parcel. Therefore it has a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Although it is occupied by residential dwellings, which creates an association with the urban area to the north, this parcel's wooded
character and sloping landform create distinction from the inset settlement. The parcel has a stronger relationship with countryside than
with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would only minimally increase containment of any adjacent land. It would also result in no loss of distinction
between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, with retained tree cover providing well defined outer boundaries.

LUC I A-303

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited loss of separation
between towns. It would result in a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green
Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land to the south of SR4 is assessed as parcel SR5, and land to the northwest as SR6. Much of the land beyond the outer boundary to the northeast is designated as either
ancient woodland or a SSSI, which precludes development. The small unconstrained boundary area between Starmore Wood and Great Crabbles Wood to the north of Peartree
Lane is contained by a belt of woodland beyond which land slopes away steeply to the north, and so has strong distinction from the Shorne Ridgeway. There are dwellings
further east along Peartree Lane but expansion of the inset area further in this direction would breach the boundary provided by the western edge of Great Crabbles Wood. In
the south western corner of the parcel at Puckle Hill, woodland forms a belt around the hilltop property and ancient woodland creates separation from the inset edge to the
north. In both instances, land beyond the parcel makes a significant contribution to preventing countryside encroachment, and the release of any further land would constitute
high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-304

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR5
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Description
Area of open grassland with scattered clusters of tree cover, sloping southward from the wooded upper slopes to the south of The Ridgeway towards the M2/A2/A289 junction.
There is a haulage depot alongside the A2 but this has little urbanising influence over the parcel as a whole and does not significantly diminish openness. The tree cover on the
northern boundary provides some distinction from the adjacent residential area and the parcel is not contained by urban development. The outer boundary with adjacent Green
Belt land is defined to the east and west by the edge of woodland blocks (which are largely designated as SSSI and/or ancient woodland) and to the south by road
infrastructure. Although visually intrusive, the motorway does not constitute urban containment, given the size of the parcel and the openness of the valley along which it runs.

LUC I A-305

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Moderate

The parcel includes land which is close to Strood and which is open and uncontained by urban development, with strong distinction from
the inset settlement of Shorne Ridgeway, and which therefore has a very strong relationship with the countryside. However it has even
stronger separation from Strood, with the M2, A289 and associated tree cover in between.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively significant

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands, the valley along which the A289 passes, and the M2 to the south of this
parcel. Tree cover and the visually open valley landform create strong distinction from the inset settlement to the north, and the parcel
is open and uncontained by urban development. It therefore has a very strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Tree cover and the visually open valley landform create strong distinction from the inset settlement to the north, and the parcel is open
and uncontained by urban development. The parcel has a very strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

The release of this parcel, in combination with the release of SR4, would result in a strong and consistent boundary between the inset
settlement and the Green Belt, defined by major roads and the edge of blocks of (mostly ancient) woodland. However, although
containment by major road infrastructure and woodland would limit containment of other Green Belt land, development on this valley
side would represent a minor weakening of the perceived separation between Gravesend and Strood, as perceived from the A2/M2.

LUC I A-306

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside, a relatively significant impact on prevention of the
coalescence of towns, and a moderate impact on the Green Belt's role in preventing the sprawl of Strood. It would have a minor impact
on the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderatehigh.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land to the south beyond the parcel's outer boundary would breach the distinct boundary provided by the M2/A2. Expansion east into the unconstrained
woodland at Puckle Hill, or west into the belt of unconstrained woodland adjacent to the A289, would result in development that has a weak relationship with the inset
settlement and which, in the latter case, further reduces separation from Higham. In all these cases, the resulting harm to the Green Belt purposes would be high.

LUC I A-307

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR6
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Description
Farmland, agricultural buildings and several isolated residential dwellings, adjacent to the eastern edge of Shorne Ridgeway on land sloping gently down towards a valley to the
north. The parcel contains no significant urbanising development to diminish openness, but the settlement edge, although mostly defined by the hedged Tanyard Hill and The
Ridgeway/Peartree Lane, contains the parcel on two sides. A row of inset dwellings on the north side of Peartree Lane breach the boundary otherwise formed by the road. The
parcel's boundaries to the wider Green Belt are mostly defined by woodland and an increase in slope angles as the land drops into a prominent valley to the north. To the east
the edge of the parcel is drawn at the narrowest gap between the ancient woodland at Starmore Wood and Peartree Lane.

LUC I A-308

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land to the east of Shorne Ridgeway is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but
the parcel relates more strongly to Shorne Ridgeway than to Strood. Its tree cover means that it has a stronger relationship with
countryside than with the settlement, but extensive intervening woodland limits its relationship with countryside closer to Strood. It
therefore makes no contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands, the valley along which the A289 passes. The parcel is partially contained
but is open, and roads create some distinction from the settlement edges. Therefore it has a relationship with both the settlement and
the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

This is an open area, with inset development both to the west and south, the latter including some to the north of Peartree Lane,
creating a degree of containment but with roads and hedgerows providing some distinction. Therefore it has a relationship with both the
settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this land would constitute a minor increase in the containment of adjacent land, by adding to the urban enclosure of land to
the north (parcel SR7). Starmore Wood and woodland around Overblow House (off Tanyard Hill) are linked by a hedgerow which
coincides with the head of the valley to the north, so these would form a boundary that would not be any weaker than the present Green
Belt edge. The distinction is less clear to the east, but a boundary between Starmore Wood and Peartree Lane defined by new housing
would not be any weaker than the existing inset edge further west along the road.

LUC I A-309

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Starmore Wood is designated as ancient woodland, precluding development. The steeper slopes to the west of it increase distinction from the inset settlement, and combined
with a lack of containment land beyond this crest makes a significant contribution to preventing countryside encroachment. There are no clear boundary features, so harm to
Green Belt purposes would be high. Land to the north west and east is assessed as parcels SR7 and SR4 respectively.

LUC I A-310

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR7
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Description
An area of woodland surrounding one isolated ridgetop dwelling, Overblow House, lying in between Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway to the east of Tanyard Hill. The single dwelling
is not considered to have an urbanising influence that would diminish openness. The woodland creates some distinction from the urban edges of Shorne to the north and Shorne
Ridgeway to the south, reducing perceived containment. To the east the woodland edge and descending slope create a well-defined boundary to adjacent agricultural fields.

LUC I A-311

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land to the east of Shorne Ridgeway is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but
the parcel relates more strongly to Shorne Ridgeway than to Strood. Its tree cover means that it has a stronger relationship with
countryside than with the settlement, but extensive intervening woodland limits its relationship with countryside closer to Strood. It
therefore makes no contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Its tree cover means that it
has a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

As an elevated, wooded area this parcel retains a sense of distinction from the urban edge which to a degree offsets its containment
between the two inset settlement areas. It has a stronger relationship with the countryside than the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this parcel would remove the Green Belt linkage between Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway, affecting Green Belt connectivity,
although the extent of development in the vicinity means that this would only constitute a minor impact. It would increase the
containment of adjacent land on the west side of Tanyard Hill, but as that area makes a weaker contribution to Green Belt purposes this
does not increase overall harm to the Green Belt purposes. A retained belt of tree cover on the eastern edge of the parcel would not
constitute any weakening of the Green Belt boundary.

LUC I A-312

Shorne Ridgeway
Parcel SR7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited loss of separation
between towns. It would result in a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt
purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land beyond this parcel's outer boundary to the east would encroach on open and uncontained land and would breach the boundary provided by the woodland
block and elevated land-form, leading to high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-313

Shorne Village
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements

LUC I A-314

Shorne Village
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

SV1

High

SV2

High

SV3

Moderate high

SV4

Moderate high

SV5

Low moderate

SV6

Moderate high

SV7

High

SV8

Low moderate

SV9

Moderate

SV10

Moderate

LUC I A-315

Shorne Village
Parcel SV1
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Description
Gently sloping field adjacent to the northern edge of Shorne, with land gently sloping down toward Lower Shorne in the north. The area contains no urbanising development to
compromise openness, but is slightly contained between the urban edges of Shorne and inset development to the north. The urban edge is defined only by the boundaries of
residential gardens, however the slope of the land provides some distinction from adjacent urbanising uses.

LUC I A-316

Shorne Village
Parcel SV1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it. The
parcel relates more strongly to Shorne than to Gravesend, but its openness, settlement-edge vegetation and landform change mean
that it has a stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement. It therefore has a relatively limited role in preventing the
outward sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Its sloping landform and
openness mean that it has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement, and it is close to the A226, the main
connecting road between the two towns.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Settlement-edge vegetation and the sloping landform between Shorne and Lower Shorne create some distinction from adjacent
urbanising uses, despite a degree of containment between Shorne and Lower Shorne, so the area has a stronger relationship with
countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Release of the area would diminish the open gap between Shorne and Lower Shorne, but the presence of built development to the east
limits the extent to which containment of open land would be increased, and the presence of the A226 helps to maintain distinction from
Lower Shorne. The increase in containment would be minor overall. A new boundary along the field's northern edge would constitute a
minor weakening of the inset settlement boundary, but Crown Lane forms a relatively strong boundary to the west.

LUC I A-317

Shorne Village
Parcel SV1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited impact on the Green
Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area of Gravesend and on preserving the gap between towns. It would constitute a
moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this land
would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-318

Shorne Village
Parcel SV2
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Description
Arable farmland and one isolated dwelling, adjacent to the settlement edge of Shorne and sloping gently down toward the A226 in the north. The area contains no urbanising
development to diminish openness. It is uncontained by urbanising development and Crown Lane provides some distinction from the urban edge. Landform and tree cover to
the immediate west of Shorne generally screen the settlement in views eastward from Gravesend.

LUC I A-319

Shorne Village
Parcel SV2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively limited

Shorne is relatively close to the large built-up area of Gravesend. Land here is closer to Shorne than to Gravesend, but as open land
which is uncontained by urban development and which has strong distinction from the village it does have a strong relationship with
countryside that forms the gap between the two settlements. It therefore has a relatively limited role in preventing the outward sprawl
of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Its openness, lack of
containment, and location to the west of the distinct boundary provided by the elevated land and tree cover to the west of Shorne,
mean that it has a strong relationship with the countryside, and it is close to the A226, the main connecting road between the two
towns.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This is open, uncontained land, for which Crown Lane (with its well-treed hedgerow and sloping landform) creates some distinction from
the hilltop settlement. It has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing land to the west of Shorne would result in a moderately weaker Green Belt boundary, with no significant alternative boundary
features available and high visual openness diminishing perceived separation from Gravesend.

LUC I A-320

Shorne Village
Parcel SV2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of land to the west of Shorne would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside, moderate loss of separation
between towns and a relatively limited impact on the Green Belt's role in preventing sprawl of the large built-up area. It would
constitute a moderate weakening of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this land would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-321

Shorne Village
Parcel SV3
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Description
Elevated woodland with patches of open land, forming the northern part of a ridge (Shorne Hill) running along the western edge of Shorne. The parcel contains scattered
buildings including a scout hut, some large dwellings and a health centre, and the southern part contains particularly dense woodland at Cats Wood. The parcel contains no
significant urbanising development to diminish openness. It is not significantly contained by surrounding urbanising development, and the elevated land form and dense tree
cover provide distinction from the urban edge. However the woodland also provides a strong boundary with adjacent Green Belt land to the west and presents Shorne Hill as
wooded in views from the west.

LUC I A-322

Shorne Village
Parcel SV3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it, but the
parcel relates more strongly to Shorne than to Gravesend. Its tree cover, landform and the presence of Mill Hill Lane mean that it has a
stronger relationship with countryside than with the settlement, but the parcel’s boundary tree cover limits its relationship with the
countryside gap between Shorne and Gravesend. It therefore plays only a limited role in preventing the outward sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Its openness, lack of
containment, and distinction from the settlement mean that it has a strong relationship with the countryside, and it is close to the A226,
the main connecting road between the two towns.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Tree cover, landform and the presence of Mill Hill Lane all create distinction between this parcel and the inset settlement, and it is open
and uncontained, therefore it has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land, and the retained woodland edge would maintain a strong
boundary. Therefore the release would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the
Green Belt.

LUC I A-323

Shorne Village
Parcel SV3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a moderate loss of separation between towns. It
would constitute a negligible weakening of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this parcel
would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Any further release of land to the west of this parcel would breach the distinction provided by the elevated landform and tree cover on the settlement edge of Shorne,
weakening the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land, and as such causing high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-324

Shorne Village
Parcel SV4
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Description
Area of elevated open grassland sloping down toward the edge of Shorne in the north and surrounded by dense woodland on all sides. Bound to the north and east by the edge
of St Peter and St Paul's church grounds and residential uses, and elsewhere by the boundary of the designated Shorne and Ashenbank Woods SSSI, part of which is also
designated as ancient woodland. Inset development at Shorne Ridgeway lies a short distance to the south east, linked to Shorne by washed-over development along Tanyard
Hill.

LUC I A-325

Shorne Village
Parcel SV4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it, but land
on this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two, and is separated from it by woodland, and so does not contribute
to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Although it is open land, with
boundary tree cover which creates distinction from the settlements of Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway, the extent of its containment
between the inset settlements and surrounding constrained woodland limits any role in preserving the gap between Gravesend and
Strood.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Tree cover creates distinction from Shorne and also limits any sense of containment from development at Shorne Ridgeway. The parcel
therefore has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

The extent of woodland around this parcel means that its release would not increase containment of any adjacent land other than low
density washed-over development along Tanyard Hill and Woodlands Lane that makes a weaker contribution to Green Belt purposes. A
strong boundary could be created along the edge of the Shorne and Ashenbank Woods SSSI.

LUC I A-326

Shorne Village
Parcel SV4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside but would result in a negligible weakening of the
integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.
In the event of release of this area there would be no justification in retaining the washed-over status of development along Tanyard Hill
and Woodlands Lane (SV5/SR1), which would be largely contained by inset areas, but this would not increase the overall level of Green
Belt harm.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land beyond the outer boundary of the parcel to the west and south is designated as a SSSI, and as such is protected from development. Any development beyond the SSSI
would have a weak relationship with Shorne, and would result in a weaker boundary and/or increased containment of other Green Belt land, resulting in high harm to the Green
Belt purposes.

LUC I A-327

Shorne Village
Parcel SV5

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Sloping strip of land linking the settlements of Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway, lying between Tanyard Hill and Fenn Wood to the west. The parcel contains large low density
dwellings with large gardens, which constitute a limited urbanising influence. The settlement edges of Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway create a degree of urban containment, but
tree cover and the sloping nature of the land retain some sense of distinction from the edge of Shorne. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined to the west
by dense tree cover, including within Fenn Wood.

LUC I A-328

Shorne Village
Parcel SV5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Shorne is a settlement which is located close enough to the large built-up area of Gravesend to have some relationship with it, but land
on this side of the settlement does not lie in the gap between the two and so does not contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. Containment by Shorne,
Shorne Ridgeway and adjacent woodland, and the presence of existing development within this parcel, limit its contribution to this
purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

Although tree cover and low settlement density create some distinction from the adjacent inset settlement areas, the proximity of inset
development both to the north and east limits the extent to which the dwellings in this parcel can be considered separate. Therefore
there is a stronger relationship with Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway than with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this parcel would remove the Green Belt linkage between Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway, affecting Green Belt connectivity, but
the presence of existing development means that this would only constitute a minor impact. The release would result in a distinct and
consistent boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt to the west, defined by the edge of the adjacent woodland block,
which shields the settlement from views from the west.

LUC I A-329

Shorne Village
Parcel SV5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively limited encroachment on the countryside and would constitute a minor weakening of
the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be lowmoderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land to the west and east is assessed as parcels SV4 and SV6 respectively. Land beyond the outer boundary of the parcel to the south is designated as a SSSI, and as such is
constrained from development.

LUC I A-330

Shorne Village
Parcel SV6
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Description
An area of woodland surrounding one isolated ridgetop dwelling, Overblow House, lying in between Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway to the east of Tanyard Hill. The single dwelling
is not considered to have an urbanising influence that would diminish openness. The woodland creates some distinction from the urban edges of Shorne to the north and Shorne
Ridgeway to the south, reducing perceived containment. To the east the woodland edge and descending slope create a well-defined boundary to adjacent agricultural fields.

LUC I A-331

Shorne Village
Parcel SV6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land to the east of Shorne is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but the parcel
relates more strongly to Shorne than to Strood. Its tree cover means that it has a stronger relationship with countryside than with the
settlement, but extensive intervening woodland limits its relationship with countryside closer to Strood. It therefore makes no
contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. As a wooded area this parcel
contributes a little to that retention of separation, but the existing proximity of the inset areas of Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway limits its
role.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

As an elevated, wooded area this parcel retains a sense of distinction from the urban edge which to a degree offsets its containment
between the two inset settlement areas. It has a stronger relationship with the countryside than the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this parcel would remove the Green Belt linkage between Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway, affecting Green Belt connectivity,
although the extent of development in the vicinity means that this would only constitute a minor impact. It would increase the
containment of adjacent land on the west side of Tanyard Hill, but as that area makes a weaker contribution to Green Belt purposes this
does not increase overall harm to the Green Belt purposes. A retained belt of tree cover on the eastern edge of the parcel would not
constitute any weakening of the Green Belt boundary.

LUC I A-332

Shorne Village
Parcel SV6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and a relatively limited loss of separation
between towns. It would result in a minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt
purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing further land beyond this parcel's outer boundary to the east would encroach on open and uncontained land and would breach the boundary provided by the woodland
block and elevated landform, leading to high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-333

Shorne Village
Parcel SV7
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Description
Farmland on the eastern edge of Shorne. The sloping landform, dropping down into a valley, creates some distinction between the settlement edge and this open landscape,
which contains no urbanising development. The valley is framed to the east and south by woodland, and is not contained by any urbanising uses.

LUC I A-334

Shorne Village
Parcel SV7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land to the east of Shorne is located close enough to the large built-up area of Strood to have some relationship with it, but the parcel
relates more strongly to Shorne than to Strood. Its landform and lack of containment mean that it has a stronger relationship with
countryside than with the settlement, but extensive intervening woodland limits its relationship with countryside closer to Strood. It
therefore makes no contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The area is open and
uncontained, and its landform creates some distinction from the settlement, so it has a strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

This is land which, due to its openness, lack of containment, and sense of distinction from the settlement edge, has a strong relationship
with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

The valley floor hedgerow would not constitute a weaker boundary than the current inset edge, but releasing land on the lower valley
slope would lead to some minor containment of land lying between Shorne and Shorne Ridgeway to the south, and between Shorne and
Higham to the east.

LUC I A-335

Shorne Village
Parcel SV7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside, a moderate loss of separation between towns and a
minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel
would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Shorne Village
Parcel SV8
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Description
Playing fields associated with Shorne C of E Primary School, along with adjacent large dwelling and garden, on the eastern edge of Shorne. The dwelling and formal recreational
uses provide some limited urbanising influence within the parcel, compromising openness. The surrounding urban edge creates a degree of urban containment, and tree cover
provides some limited distinction from adjacent urbanising uses. The boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by field boundaries and the relatively steeply rising
landform of The Warren to the east.
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Shorne Village
Parcel SV8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Shorne is relatively close to the large built-up area of Gravesend, but land to this side of the village clearly relates more strongly to
Shorne, and so does not contribute to preventing sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The parcel, contained by The
Warren to the east, is too closely associated with Shorne to have any perceived role in separation between the Gravesend and Strood.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The school playing field constitutes open land and the residential plot to the south is bordered to the west and south by tree cover that
creates some distinction from the inset settlement, but the parcel contains residential and recreational uses associated with the
proximity of the urban area. Overall there is a stronger association with the settlement than with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land, but realignment of the boundary to the east of the
dwelling would result in a minor weakening of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-338

Shorne Village
Parcel SV8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively limited encroachment on the countryside and would constitute a minor weakening of
the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be lowmoderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing any further land to the east of this parcel would encroach on uncontained land which forms the slopes of The Warren, a small but prominent, wooded hill which forms
a strong settlement edge feature. It would also weaken the integrity of Green Belt land to the south. As such, release of further land would result in high harm to Green Belt
purposes.
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Shorne Village
Parcel SV9
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Description
Area of low-lying land adjacent to the northern edge of Shorne, containing open grassland, scattered trees, and mainly agricultural buildings. The parcel contains no significant
urbanising development to diminish openness. The adjacent inset settlement edges, and adjacent development to the west of Forge Lane, create a degree of urban
containment, but this is offset by the distinction created by tree cover within the parcel. The outer boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by field boundaries and, to
the east, the rising landform of The Warren.
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Shorne Village
Parcel SV9
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Shorne is relatively close to the large built-up area of Gravesend, but land to this side of the village clearly relates more strongly to
Shorne, and so does not contribute to preventing sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It is open land which,
although partially contained by development, has sufficient tree cover to create distinction from the settlement, so it has a stronger
relationship with countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Despite some containment by development, the parcel retains openness and has tree cover which creates a sense of distinction from the
urban edge. It therefore has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Release would extend the urban edge slightly further north than the inset settlement edge to the west of Forge Lane, but this would
only increase containment of land which makes a weaker contribution to the Green Belt purposes, and so would not increase overall
harm to those purposes. The release would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the
Green Belt, which would be defined by a tree-lined field boundary.
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Shorne Village
Parcel SV9
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside but a negligible weakening of the integrity
of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing any of the more open, sloping land to the north of this parcel would weaken the integrity of Green Belt land to the north by containing it, and by allowing the Green
Belt boundary to move down the slope would weaken it. As such, releasing this land would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes. Releasing further adjacent land to the
east would breach the distinction provided by the landform of the Warren, and allowing development to spill over this elevated land would weaken the integrity of the gap
between Shorne and Higham, also resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-342

Shorne Village
Parcel SV10
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Description
Cluster of terraced and detached dwellings with large gardens adjacent to the northern edge of Shorne, lying in the gap with the inset development at Lower Shorne, and
sloping down toward the north. The parcel contains some limited urbanising development but retains sufficient open space for there to be a relationship with adjacent open
land. The urban edges to the north and south create a degree of containment, and Malthouse Lane provides some limited distinction on the urban edge. The outer boundary
with adjacent Green Belt land is defined in part by a line of trees and in part by a field boundary hedgerow.

LUC I A-343

Shorne Village
Parcel SV10
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Shorne is relatively close to the large built-up area of Gravesend, but land to this side of the village clearly relates more strongly to
Shorne, and so does not contribute to preventing sprawl of Gravesend.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. It is close to the A226, the
main connecting road between the two towns, but there is some urban containment between Shorne and Lower Shorne, and
development within the parcel further weakens its contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

This area contains residential uses associated with the proximity of the urban area which diminish openness, and lacks any significant
distinction from the urban edge. It therefore has a stronger relationship with the urban area than with the countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing this parcel would constitute a moderate increase in containment of adjacent Green Belt, affecting land to the north, west and
east. It would not result in a weaker distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt land to the north, as although the
boundary would be defined by field boundaries rather than the existing road, the presence of existing development within the parcel
compromises the road's role.
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Shorne Village
Parcel SV10
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively limited encroachment on the countryside and would constitute a moderate weakening of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land to the east of the parcel is free of urbanising development and relatively uncontained, with Forge Lane and tree cover to the south creating distinction from the inset
settlement. Development here would weaken the integrity of remaining land between Shorne and Lower Shorne, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes. Release of land
to the north would similarly result in a weaker Green Belt boundary, and would increase containment of remaining open land between Shorne and Lower Shorne, again resulting
in high harm.
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Sole Street
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 5: The Creation of a Single New Settlement Through
the Merger of Existing Settlements
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Sole Street
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Parcel

Harm Score

SS1

Moderate high

SS2

Moderate

SS3

Moderate high

SS4

High

SS5

Moderate high

SS6

High
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Sole Street
Parcel SS1
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Description
Woodland, and enclosed fields, crossed by a lane, including paddocks, a farm building, a single dwelling, and part of a row of gardens, located on the west of the settlement of
Sole Street on land sloping gently down to the northwest. The parcel is predominantly open and is not contained by any urbanising development. The woodland within the
parcel creates a relatively strong distinction from the settlement edge, and marks the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the north, west and south. A
railway line also marks the boundary of the parcel with the wider Green Belt to the south.

LUC I A-348

Sole Street
Parcel SS1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Sole Street which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The land is perceived as countryside due to its openness, its lack of containment by urbanising development and the sense of distinction
from the settlement edge. It has a strong relationship with the surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Due to the presence of the woodland defining the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt, release of this parcel would
not increase containment of any adjacent land and would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between the inset
settlement and the Green Belt, which is currently also bound by woodland.
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Sole Street
Parcel SS1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside but a negligible weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Release of land further north and west of the parcel would breach the woodland boundary, weakening the integrity of the wider Green Belt by weakening the boundary between
Green Belt and inset settlement and by increasing containment of Green Belt land, notably between Sole Street and Hook Green, resulting in high harm to Green Belt purposes.
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Sole Street
Parcel SS2
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Description
Scrubland and two rows of houses, located on the north of the settlement of Sole Street on land sloping down to the middle and north. With the exception of the rows of
houses, the parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness. However, the rows of houses and the adjoining residential development within Sole Street create
a degree of urban containment. In addition, White Post Lane, forming the boundary between the parcel and the inset settlement edge, creates some distinction between the
parcel and the settlement edge, however this is limited as the road is breached by existing residential development. The parcel has only a weak field boundary to the north,
creating little distinction from the wider Green Belt, but Round Street and woodland define the boundaries between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the east and west
respectively.
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Sole Street
Parcel SS2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Sole Street which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

Surrounding residential development creates a degree of urban containment, and White Post Lane creates a limited degree of distinction
between the parcel and the adjacent settlement edge, so the parcel has a relationship with both the countryside and the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of the parcel would not increase containment of adjacent land, however it would result in development further breaching White
Post Lane, resulting in a minor weakening in distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-352

Sole Street
Parcel SS2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on the countryside and minor weakening of the integrity of the adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

The rows of houses in the southwest and east of the parcel are less open and therefore make a weaker contribution to preventing encroachment, although their release would
still constitute some increase in containment of the remaining open land within the parcel. Harm to the Green Belt purposes would be low-moderate.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcel SS3 for land to the north, SS1 for land to the west and SS4 for land to the east.
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Sole Street
Parcel SS3
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Description
Farmland, and an equestrian establishment, paddock and single dwelling, located to the north of the settlement of Sole Street. The parcel is open and uncontained by
urbanising development, but has only a weak boundary to parcel SS2 to the south. SS2 in turn, due to the presence of housing breaching White Post Lane, has only a limited
degree of distinction from the inset settlement edge of Sole Street. Hedgerow and trees define the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the north and
northwest, and Round Street and woodland define the boundaries between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the east and west respectively.

LUC I A-354

Sole Street
Parcel SS3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Sole Street which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

There are no significant boundaries to create distinction from the inset settlement, however the parcel is nonetheless open, uncontained
and perceived as countryside, and has a stronger relationship with the surrounding countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of land out from the settlement edge of Sole Street to this parcel (in combination with SS2) would minimally increase
containment of adjacent land, which is bounded by existing development along Round Street and by woodland along much of the edge
to the west. However, considered in combination with the increased breaching of White Post Lane that would result from release, which
would result in a minor weakening in distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt, the impact parcel on adjacent Green
Belt would be minor.

LUC I A-355

Sole Street
Parcel SS3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land beyond the outer boundary of the parcel to the north is open, uncontained by development, and distinct from the inset settlement edge. Release of this land would
therefore result in significant encroachment on the countryside and high harm to the Green Belt purposes.
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Sole Street
Parcel SS4
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Description
The area to the northeast of the settlement of Sole Street comprises an orchard, woodland, large house and grounds, and other dwellings interspersed by tree cover. These do
not have much urbanising influence, so the area is largely open and is not contained by urbanising development. Round Street defines the north eastern edge of the settlement
of Sole Street and this creates distinction between the settlement edge and the Green Belt land in this area.
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Sole Street
Parcel SS4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Sole Street which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Although the land has some limited built development, it has clear distinction from the settlement edge and is uncontained by
urbanising development. The land contains the characteristics of open countryside and it has a strong relationship with the surrounding
countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of land north eastwards from the settlement edge of Sole Street would not increase containment of adjacent land however it
would result in development extending beyond Round Street and result in a minor weakening in distinction between the inset settlement
and the Green Belt.
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Sole Street
Parcel SS4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and minor weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-359

Sole Street
Parcel SS5

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Fields, woodland clusters and loosely dispersed dwellings, located on the east of the settlement of Sole Street on land that slopes gently uphill to the east. The parcel is largely
open and is not contained by urbanising development. Sole Street (the road) creates distinction between the northern part of the parcel and the inset settlement edge, however
the boundaries of the gardens on the south eastern edge of Sole Street do not create any significant distinction between the southern part of the parcel and the settlement
edge. The south of the parcel is bound by a railway line and the east and northeast of the parcel are adjoined by orchards.

LUC I A-360

Sole Street
Parcel SS5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Sole Street, which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Although there is limited distinction between the parcel and the inset settlement edge, this parcel is nonetheless perceived as
countryside and has a stronger relationship with the surrounding countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

Release of land south eastwards from the settlement edge of Sole Street would not increase containment of adjacent land, however
further development across Sole Street would, despite the presence of development breaching it to the south, constitute a further minor
weakening in distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-361

Sole Street
Parcel SS5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate high

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate-high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Release of land further from the outer edge of the parcel to the east would encroach on orchards that are more distinct from the settlement edge. Release of this land would
therefore result in significant encroachment on the countryside and high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-362

Sole Street
Parcel SS6

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
The railway line creates relatively strong distinction between Green Belt land and the southern edge of the settlement of Sole Street, despite the presence of the railway
station, car park and a few low-density dwellings. The area is otherwise farmland and is not contained by any urbanising development.

LUC I A-363

Sole Street
Parcel SS6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Sole Street which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any
large built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Land is largely open, uncontained by urbanising development and distinct from the settlement edge. The built development adjoining
the railway line is associated with the proximity of the settlement, but land is nonetheless largely open and undeveloped in character.
The surrounding open fields have strong openness and are generally perceived as countryside. The parcel has a strong relationship with
the surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Release of land southwards from the settlement edge of Sole Street would not increase containment of adjacent land but would result in
further development breaching the railway line and resulting in a significantly weaker distinction between the inset settlement and the
Green Belt.

LUC I A-364

Sole Street
Parcel SS6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the partially developed area along Camer Road, in the vicinity of the pub and station, would constitute relatively significant
encroachment on the countryside, and encroachment elsewhere would be significant. Release would constitute a major weakening of the
integrity of the adjacent Green Belt land so harm to the purposes of the Green Belt of releasing any of this land would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the purposes of the Green Belt.

LUC I A-365

Three Crutches

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 2: Urban Expansion

LUC I A-366

Three Crutches
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

TC1

Moderate

TC2

High

TC3

Low moderate

TC4

Low

TC5

High

LUC I A-367

Three Crutches
Parcel TC1

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Area of open grassland with some agricultural buildings, lying between the western edge of the settlement of Three Crutches and the M2/A289 road junction, sloping gently
downwards toward the A289 from Crutches Lane. The parcel contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, however the extension of the settlement downhill along
Crutches Lane has created some urban containment. While the boundaries of residential gardens on the settlement edge provide little distinction between the settlement edge
and the open land, the ridge crest position of most of the settlement of Three Crutches provides some sense of distinction between the parcel and the settlement.

LUC I A-368

Three Crutches
Parcel TC1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively significant

The parcel is adjacent to Three Crutches, which is contiguous with the large built-up area of Strood. The parcel's openness, and the
partial sense of distinction on the settlement edge created by the ridge crest landform, contribute to its role as a barrier to sprawl. Its
partial containment by built form is a limiting factor, but there is still a stronger relationship with countryside than with the urban area.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes, which contains this parcel.
Although the parcel has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement, its contribution is relatively limited.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

Partial containment by the developed area limits contribution to this purpose, but the absence of development within the parcel, and its
sloping landform, create distinction from the inset settlement. The parcel has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the
settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not increase the containment of any adjacent land, and the A289 on the western and northern boundary
would create a stronger alternative boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-369

Three Crutches
Parcel TC1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and relatively significant sprawl of the
large built-up area, and a relatively limited loss of separation between towns. There would be a negligible impact on the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Releasing any further land to the west or north of this parcel would breach the strong boundary currently provided by the A289, and would encroach on open and uncontained
land, resulting in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-370

Three Crutches
Parcel TC2

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
A gently sloping patchwork of fields lying beyond the northern edge of Three Crutches, falling down towards the A289. A farmstead, farm workers cottages and farm buildings
are washed over by the Green Belt but do not constitute a significant urbanising influence within the broader open arable landscape. The area is not significantly contained by
surrounding settlement edges, with views across the valley towards Higham adding to the sense of openness. Field boundaries constitute weak distinction from the inset
settlement at Three Crutches, but distinction increases beyond the ridge crest which runs east-west across the area.

LUC I A-371

Three Crutches
Parcel TC2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Relatively significant

The parcel is adjacent to Three Crutches, which is contiguous with the large built-up area of Strood. There is a weak settlement edge
boundary here, but the area's openness and lack of urban containment mean that it has a stronger relationship with the countryside
than with Three Crutches. Strength of contribution increases where the landform slopes downhill to the northwest.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Relatively limited

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes, which contains this area.
However the area has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement. Strength of contribution increases to the
northwest where land extends downslope, visible in views from the fringes of Higham.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

There is no significant settlement edge boundary distinction at Three Crutches, but openness and lack of urban containment give the
area a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

The A289 would be a distinct boundary feature, but impact on the openness of the valley through which it passes is considered to
constitute a minor weakening of the current boundary. Expansion of Three Crutches would have minor containing impact on Strood, the
settlement edge of which is currently set back from the ridgeline, precluding any significant intervisibility to and from the Higham area.

LUC I A-372

Three Crutches
Parcel TC2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute relatively significant encroachment on the countryside and relatively significant sprawl of the large
built-up area of Strood, and a relatively limited impact on preventing the merger of towns. It would constitute a moderate weakening of
the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this land would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-373

Three Crutches
Parcel TC3

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Slightly elevated land containing the grounds of Rochester FC Football Club, other sports facilities, agricultural buildings, isolated dwellings and surrounding open land, lying
between Three Crutches and the western edge of Strood. The recreational buildings within the parcel constitute only limited urbanising development, retaining sufficient open
space for there to be a relationship with adjacent open land. The land is partially contained by the inset settlement edge to the east and west. Given that development has
already breached the boundary provided by the A2 Watling Street on the inset edge, the existing boundary provides minimal distinction from the urban edge. The outer
boundary with adjacent Green Belt land is defined by field boundaries on the ridge crest, before the land slopes down northward toward the A289.

LUC I A-374

Three Crutches
Parcel TC3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Moderate

The parcel is adjacent to Three Crutches, which is contiguous with the large built-up area of Strood. The parcel's partial containment
and lack of distinction from the inset settlement edge mean that it has a relationship with both the settlement and the countryside.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land lies in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood which is diminished by the intervening rural settlements but which
has significant separating features including large woodlands and the valley along which the A289 passes. The parcel has too strong an
association with the urban edge to make more than a limited contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively limited

The parcel contains only limited urbanising development, but is partially contained, lacks distinction from the inset settlement and
contains uses which associate it more strongly with urbanising uses than open countryside. Most of the parcel therefore makes a
relatively limited contribution to this Green Belt purpose.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Releasing this parcel would not increase containment of any adjacent land, other than a small part of the sports facility which lies in
neighbouring Medway to the east. This piece of land does not make a stronger contribution to the Green Belt purposes than the parcel,
so its release alongside this parcel would not increase harm to the Green Belt purposes. The A2 is a clear boundary feature, but as it
does not serve as the Green Belt boundary either to the east or west of the parcel the creation of a new boundary linking existing
development would constitute only a minimal weakening.

LUC I A-375

Three Crutches
Parcel TC3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate sprawl of the large built-up area, and a relatively limited encroachment on the
countryside. It would constitute a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green
Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

There is some built development to the north of the parcel, but this is too dispersed to have any significant urbanising influence. The landform begins to slope down northwards
into a broad valley forming the gap between Strood and Higham, offsetting any containing influence from the A289 (which runs along the valley floor). Land north of the parcel
therefore makes a significant contribution to preventing sprawl of the large built-up area and encroachment on the countryside, and any release here, introducing intervisibility
of inset development across the valley and creating partial containment of adjacent open land, would constitute a moderate weakening of the Green Belt boundary. Harm to
Green Belt purposes would therefore be high.

LUC I A-376

Three Crutches
Parcel TC4

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Stretch of the A2 Watling Street, with roadside tree lines. Roads in the countryside are not considered to diminish Green Belt openness, but this narrow strip is sandwiched
between inset urban settlement in Strood to the south and Three Crutches to the north, precluding any sense of distinction from the settlement edge. The motorway marks the
parcel's boundary to the west, whilst to the east the A2 falls within the Green Belt where land to the north is open (a stretch of c.400m) but is included within the inset
settlement to the east of that, where there is housing on both sides of the road.

LUC I A-377

Three Crutches
Parcel TC4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land lies between Strood, which is a large built-up area, and Three Crutches. This stretch of road is the only separation between the two
settlement areas, so they are in effect contiguous. As the land is entirely contained between the two settlements it makes no
contribution to preventing their expansion.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

The land does not lie between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose..

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Limited / No contribution

The containment of this parcel combined with its transport use means that it has a strong relationship with the urban area and cannot
be considered countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Due to the extent of its containment, releasing this parcel would not harm any adjacent Green Belt land. The release would lead to a
more consistent boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-378

Three Crutches
Parcel TC4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low

Release of the parcel would have a negligible impact on all Green Belt purposes, and would constitute no weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this parcel would be low.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

The implications of releasing further land to the east or west of this parcel is dealt with under the harm assessments for TC3 and TC5.

LUC I A-379

Three Crutches
Parcel TC5
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Description
Elevated area of open grassland and woodland blocks lying adjacent to the southern edge of Strood, and to the south west of Three Crutches, west of the M2 motorway
corridor. There are two covered reservoirs between the M2 and the railway line, but no urbanising development to diminish openness, and there is no containment by any urban
development. A railway line runs roughly parallel to the motorway, roughly 200-400m away, beyond which to the south lie extensive woodlands. The M2 motorway provides
strong distinction from the urban edge of Strood, as do the rising landform and extensive tree cover.

LUC I A-380

Three Crutches
Parcel TC5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Significant

The parcel is adjacent to the large built-up area of Strood. The parcel's strong distinction from the urban edge, lack of urban
containment and openness means that it has a very strong relationship with the countryside.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Moderate

The parcel does lie in the gap between the towns of Gravesend and Strood, alongside the connecting M2/A2 route. The extensive
woodlands to the west increase the perceived separation of the towns, but the parcel's very strong relationship with the countryside
means that it still makes a moderate contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Lack of urban containment and strong distinction from adjacent inset settlement mean that land beyond the M2 is generally perceived
as open countryside, with only a weak relationship with the settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Releasing land in this area would not increase the containment of any adjacent land, but although the railway line or woodlands could
form a clear new Green Belt edge any breach of the strong and consistent settlement boundary formed by the M2 motorway corridor
would constitute a moderate weakening of the distinction between the inset settlement and adjacent Green Belt.

LUC I A-381

Three Crutches
Parcel TC5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the parcel would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and significant sprawl of the large built-up area, and
a moderate weakening of the separation between towns. It would constitute a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent Green
Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this parcel would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to the Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-382

Vigo
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Green Belt land surrounding this settlement could be released
under the following development options as defined in the
Gravesham Local Plan Regulation 18 Stage 1 Consultation - Part 1
Site Allocations: Issues and Options and Development
Management Policies document (2018):
⦁ Option 4: Expansion of 2nd, 3rd and 4th Tier Settlements
⦁ Option 5: The Creation of a Single New Settlement Through
the Merger of Existing Settlements

LUC I A-383

Appendix A

Appendix A
Detailed Stage 2 Harm Assessments
Gravesham Stage 2 Green Belt Study
August 2020

Detailed Stage 2 Harm
Assessments

LUC I A-1

Vigo
© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Parcel

Harm Score

VI1

High

VI2

Moderate

VI3

High

VI4

Low moderate

VI5

High

VI6

High

VI7

Low moderate

VI8

High

LUC I A-384

Vigo
Parcel VI1

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Open fields and woodland, including ancient woodland, as well as a farmstead and two large houses and grounds located on relatively flat land on the north western edge of
Vigo. The area is predominantly open however the urbanising development along the A227 to the west creates a degree of urban containment. The woodland blocks in this area
create distinction from the adjoining settlement edge and, due to the presence of the tree lined Harvel Road passing along the northern edge of Vigo, the fields and dwellings
and grounds are also somewhat distinct from the settlement.

LUC I A-385

Vigo
Parcel VI1
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Vigo which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The woodland areas are open undeveloped land that, although somewhat contained by urban development, are strongly distinct from
the adjoining settlement edge and perceived as countryside. The fields and houses and grounds are relatively distinct from the
settlement edge, but are nonetheless largely open and undeveloped in character. The area has a strong relationship with the
countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Release of this area would minorly increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land, notably between the inset settlements of Vigo and
Culverstone Green, and would breach the woodland and Harvel Road bounding the north of Vigo, resulting in a significantly weaker and
less consistent distinction between inset settlement and Green Belt.

LUC I A-386

Vigo
Parcel VI1
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on countryside. It would constitute a major weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

The houses and grounds located in the southwest of the area (Lindenwood Manor) are less open and the surrounding developments create a stronger degree of urban
containment than that in the rest of the area north of Harvel Road. Release of this land would constitute relatively significant encroachment on countryside. However, due to the
surrounding tree cover, which could limit the containment of surrounding land, release of this area would constitute a minor weakening of adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore,
the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this area would be moderate-high.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge and Lindenwood Manor would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-387

Vigo
Parcel VI2

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Two dwellings with large gardens, a disused reservoir and the Trosley Country Park café building with associated car park, interspersed by trees, located on relatively flat land
to the southwest of Vigo. The parcel contains limited urbanising development, retaining sufficient open space for there to be a relationship with adjacent open land to the south
and west. The parcel is not contained by urbanising development and the tree cover creates some distinction from the adjacent settlement edge. Harvel Road, ancient woodland
and a tree-lined track define the boundaries between the parcel and the wider countryside to the west, north and south respectively.

LUC I A-388

Vigo
Parcel VI2
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Vigo which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Relatively significant

The parcel contains limited urbanising development but is somewhat distinct from the adjacent settlement edge and is not contained by
urbanising development. As such, although the parcel has uses associated with the proximity of the settlement, it is nonetheless largely
open and undeveloped in character, perceived as countryside and has a stronger relationship with the countryside than with the
settlement.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Due to the tree-lined track, road and ancient woodland surrounding the parcel, release would not increase containment of any adjacent
land and would result in no significant change in strength of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-389

Vigo
Parcel VI2
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute relatively significant encroachment on countryside but a negligible weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

With the exception of the remainder of the Trosley Country Park café, land beyond the outer boundary of the parcel to the south is designated as ancient woodland, and as such
is protected from development. Release of the remainder of the Trosley Country Park café, located within Tonbridge and Malling Borough, in association with the parcel would
not increase the harm of release of land within the parcel alone. Release of land further west of the parcel, within Tonbridge and Malling Borough, would expand development
into largely open grassland that is uncontained by urban development, which, due to the tree cover within and to the south of the parcel, is more distinct from the settlement of
Vigo. As such, release of this land would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and the harm to the Green Belt of releasing this area would be high.

LUC I A-390

Vigo
Parcel VI3

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Woodland crossed by tracks located on the south of Vigo located on relatively flat land. The area contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, is not contained by
any urbanising development, and Waterlow Road to the north in conjunction with the woodland within the parcel create strong distinction from the settlement edge of Vigo.
Ancient woodland (a designation protected from development) surrounds the area.

LUC I A-391

Vigo
Parcel VI3
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Vigo which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is open, uncontained and distinct from the adjacent settlement edge. It is perceived as countryside and has a strong
relationship with the surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

As the area is surrounded by ancient woodland (a designation protected from development), release of land within this area would not
increase containment of any adjacent land. Release of land within this area would however breach the road and woodland which
consistently bound the south of the settlement of Vigo, creating a less consistent boundary and thus a minor weakening of distinction
between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-392

Vigo
Parcel VI3
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on countryside. It would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land beyond the outer boundary of the area is designated as ancient woodland, and as such is protected from development.

LUC I A-393

Vigo
Parcel VI4

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Playing fields, playground, car park and woodland, as well as tree clusters along the road to the east and west, located on relatively flat land to the south of Vigo. The parcel is
open and uncontained by urban development. There are no clear recognisable features or change in land use that would create any significant distinction from the adjacent
settlement edge. Woodland and the tree-lined Waterlow Road, with ancient woodland beyond, define the boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the south.

LUC I A-394

Vigo
Parcel VI4
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Vigo which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The parcel contains recreational uses associated with the adjacent settlement. There are no recognisable boundary features to provide
distinction between the parcel and the settlement edge, and woodland creates some sense of visual containment of the land. However,
the parcel is nonetheless open and contains the characteristics of countryside, but has a relationship with both the settlement and the
surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Due to the presence of the woodland, tree lined Waterlow Road and ancient woodland that define the boundary between the parcel and
the wider Green Belt, release of the parcel would not increase containment of any adjacent land and would result in a stronger and more
consistent boundary between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-395

Vigo
Parcel VI4
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on countryside. It would constitute a negligible weakening of integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land beyond the outer boundary of the parcel is designated as ancient woodland, and as such is protected from development.

LUC I A-396

Vigo
Parcel VI5

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Woodland crossed by tracks located on the southeast of Vigo located on relatively flat land. The area contains no urbanising development to diminish openness, is not contained
by any urbanising development, and the woodland within the parcel creates strong distinction from the settlement edge of Vigo. Ancient woodland (a designation protected
from development) surrounds the area.

LUC I A-397

Vigo
Parcel VI5
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Vigo which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is open, uncontained and distinct from the adjacent settlement edge. It is perceived as countryside and has a strong
relationship with the surrounding countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Minor

As the area is surrounded by ancient woodland (a designation protected from development), release of land within this area would not
increase containment of any adjacent land. Release of land within this area would however breach the settlement edge boundary,
formed by the woodland and Commority Road, which lie to the east and southeast of the settlement of Vigo, creating a less consistent
boundary and thus a minor weakening of distinction between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-398

Vigo
Parcel VI5
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on countryside and would constitute a minor weakening of the integrity of
adjacent Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

Land beyond the outer boundary of the parcel is designated as ancient woodland, and as such is protected from development.

LUC I A-399

Vigo
Parcel VI6

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 Ordnance Survey 100019166.

Description
Open fields and a farmstead located on largely flat land, the west of which slopes down to the northwest, on the northeast of Vigo. The area contains no urbanising
development to diminish openness and is not contained by any urbanising development. Harvel Road, bounding the south of the area, creates some distinction between the
area and the inset settlement edge.

LUC I A-400

Vigo
Parcel VI6
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Vigo which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

The area is open and uncontained, with Harvel Road providing some distinction from the inset settlement. It is perceived as countryside
and has a strong relationship with the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Moderate

Release of land beyond Harvel Road would breach a consistent boundary along the north of Vigo. As such, release of land within this
area would result in a moderately weaker and less consistent distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt. It would also
increase the containment of land within the Culverstone Valley Area to the northwest, but as this land is more developed and therefore
plays a weaker role in relation to Green Belt purposes, this would not increase harm further.

LUC I A-401

Vigo
Parcel VI6
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on countryside and a moderate weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-402

Vigo
Parcel VI7
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Description
Vigo Village School playing fields, sports courts, car park and buildings, as well as woodland, located on flat land on the north of Vigo. The parcel contains limited urbanising
development, retaining sufficient open space for there to be a relationship with adjacent open land, however the surrounding inset settlement creates a degree of urban
containment. Woodland in the west and to the east of the parcel creates some distinction between the parcel and the adjacent inset settlement, and woodland also defines the
boundary between the parcel and the wider Green Belt to the north and northeast.

LUC I A-403

Vigo
Parcel VI7
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Vigo which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Moderate

The parcel contains limited urbanising development and the adjoining inset settlement edge creates a degree of urban containment. As
such, the parcel has uses associated with the adjoining settlement but is nonetheless relatively open and contains the characteristics of
countryside. Therefore, the parcel has a relationship with both the settlement and the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

No/Negligible

Due to the presence of the woodland surrounding the parcel, forming robust boundaries, release of the parcel would not weaken the
distinction of any adjacent land by increasing urban containment, and would result in no significant change in strength of distinction
between the inset settlement and the Green Belt.

LUC I A-404

Vigo
Parcel VI7
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

Low moderate

Release of the parcel would constitute moderate encroachment on countryside but a negligible weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be low-moderate.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

See parcel VI8.

LUC I A-405

Vigo
Parcel VI8
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Description
Woodland, including areas of ancient woodland, located on relatively flat land to the north of Vigo and to the south of Culverstone Green and the Culverstone Valley Area. These
surrounding areas of development create a degree of urban containment within the area, however the woodland creates strong distinction between the area and the inset
settlements. The area is predominantly open and contains a few dispersed dwellings.

LUC I A-406

Vigo
Parcel VI8
Contribution of parcel to the Green Belt purposes
How relevant is each Green Belt purpose to land in this parcel?
To what extent do 'openness' (in Green Belt terms), distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt land, and containment by urbanising influences affect level of contribution to the
Green Belt purposes?

Purpose 1 Contribution - Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
Limited / No contribution

Land is associated with Vigo which is not a large built-up area and which does not have a strong enough relationship with any large
built-up area to be considered to contribute to this purpose.

Purpose 2 Contribution - Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
Limited / No contribution

This land does not lie in a gap between neighbouring towns and does not make any contribution to this purpose.

Purpose 3 Contribution - Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
Significant

Despite a degree of containment by surrounding development, the open woodland is distinct from the settlement edges of Vigo and
Culverstone Green and as such is perceived as countryside and has a strong relationship with the wider countryside.

Purpose 4 Contribution - Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
Limited / No contribution

Land does not make a significant contribution to the setting of any historic town.

Purpose 5 Contribution - Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
Equal contribution

All Green Belt land is considered to make an equal contribution to this purpose.

Impact of release on the contribution of adjacent land to the Green Belt purposes
To what extent would release of land for development within the parcel increase containment of adjacent Green Belt land? Would this increase the overall level of harm? Would the release of
land result in a weaker distinction between the urban area and the countryside?

Major

Release of the area (in combination with the release of VI7, which is entirely contained by it) could result in the merging of the inset
settlements of Culverstone Green and Vigo, as well as the washed over development within the Culverstone Valley Area, and would
reduce the connectivity of adjacent Green Belt land, significantly containing it. Release of the area would therefore breach the woodland
boundary surrounding these settlements and areas of development, and would result in a significantly weaker and less consistent
distinction between the inset settlement and Green Belt.

LUC I A-407

Vigo
Parcel VI8
Overall harm to Green Belt purposes from release of land
Applying professional judgement, consider the contribution of the land parcel to the Green Belt purposes, together with the impact that its release would have on the contribution of adjacent
land to the Green Belt purposes, to determine the overall relative harm to the Green Belt purposes that would result from its release*.
* It is assumed that release will result in development that will constitute a loss of openness.

High

Release of the area would constitute significant encroachment on the countryside and a major weakening of the integrity of adjacent
Green Belt land. Therefore, the harm to the Green Belt purposes of releasing this area would be high.

Variations in harm within the parcel
Are there smaller areas within the parcel that could be released with less harm to the Green Belt purposes? Or conversely are there areas where harm would be higher?

There is no potential for reduced release of land that would result in less harm to the Green Belt purposes.

Harm beyond outer boundary
Explain why harm to the Green Belt purposes would increase if the release of land was to extend beyond the parcel boundary.

No outer boundary is defined. Release of any land beyond the inset settlement edge here would result in high harm to Green Belt purposes.

LUC I A-408

