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by Lord Justice Scott, supported SCNP’s case as part of a desire for a “Better Britain” emerging after
the trauma of War, and requested John Dower, by then a temporary civil servant, to prepare an
official report on National Parks in England and Wales. Dower’s Report®. Published in May 1945,
included the “Forest Ridges (Horsham to Battle)”, in his Division C List, “Other Amenity Areas NOT
suggested as National Parks”. Dower had recognised that certain areas might not be suitable as
National Parks because of their limited size and lack of “wildness”, but they nonetheless required the
special concern of local and central planning authorities to safeguard their landscape beauty — he had
suggested that they be designated as “Other Amenity Areas ........... ”. A small scale and schematic
map (Map II of that Report and Map 1 of this history) indicated that the central core of the High Weald,
the sandstone hills strefching eastwards from Horsham to Battle, had been chosen as the “Forest
Ridges (Horsham to Battle)”, Other Amenity Area. Finally, in his Report, Dower, like Addison fourteen
years before, called for the creation of a National Park Authority, responsible for future designations,
to be called either a National Parks Commission or a National Parks Service.

3. Sir Arthur Hobhouse', Chairman of the National Parks Committee established by the newly
elected Labour Government in July 1945 to follow up Dower's proposals in more detail, also included,
in the Committee’s Report* published two years later, in July 1947, the “Forest Ridges in the list,
Appendix C of 52 Conservation Areas (largely based on Dower's “Other Amenity Areas .....". The
Hobhouse Committee had recommended that the Minister of Town and Country Planning should
designate areas of high landscape quality, scientific interest and recreational value as “Conservation
Areas”. Like Addison and Dower before, Hobhouse repeated their call for Government to establish a
new central authority, a National Parks Commission, responsible, inter alia, for the designation of
National Parks and Conservation Areas.

4. The 1:1,250,000 scale plan contained in the rear cover of the Hobhouse Report (an extract
from which Map 2 of this history has been obtained) shows that the Forest Ridges Conservation Area
covers a similar area to that identified schematically by Dower ie the sandstone hills of the central
core of the High Weald. The Conservation Areacovered 132 square miles extending from St.
Leonard’s Forest, east of Horsham, eastwards to Bedgebury Forest, south-east of Tunbridge Wells.
On its southern side the area was bounded by the fowns of Cuckfield, Hayward’s Heath and

information was provided by Professor Michael Dower, John Dower’s eldest son, in correspondence with him in
January 2006.)

* Before being appointed Chairman of the Government’s National Parks Committee, Sir Arthur Hobhouse (Kt.
1942) had a long and distinguished career as a county councillor in Sometset (he had also btiefly been MP for Wells
1923-24), and had become Chairman of the County Council (1940-47). He continued his involvement in local
government after chairing the National Parks Committee, becoming Chairman of the County Councils Association
(England & Wales) until 1950, and President of that body from 1951 — 1953.



HIGH WEALD AONB
Origin

1. The Government first considered the setting up of national parks and other similar areas in
Great Britain, when in 1929, the first Labour Prime Minister, J. Ramsay MacDonald, established a
National Park Committee, chaired by the Rt. Hon. Christopher Addison” MP, MD. The “Addison”
Committee reported’ to Government in April 1931, and their Report showed, surprisingly, that the
wooded hill-country of the High Weald had been mentioned briefly by only one of the thirty-eight main
witnesses giving evidence, the British Correlating Committee representing the main nature
conservation bodies. The Correlating Committee had listed Ashdown Forest, the core of High Weald,
as being of ornithological interest, and needing measures to preserve this interest. The main
recommendation of the-Addison Committee was for a “National Authority” to select national park
areas, to formulate national policies and to stimulate the involvement of local authorities and others

through Town & Country Planning Committees, in the planning and management of these areas.

2. No National (Park) Authority was established, nor national parks or similar areas created as a
resuit of the Addison Committee’s 1931 recommendations, which, unfortunately, were made at a time
when the Government was preoccupied with tackling the major financial crisis and economic
depression then afflicting the country. However, the lack of Government action following from the
Addison Report did lead to the establishment of the Standing Committee on National Parks (SCNP)
by the Council for the Preservation of Rural England (CPRE) and the Council for the Preservation of
Rural Wales (CPRW). SCNP put a well-argued case for the creation of National Parks in its
publication?, “The Case for National Parks in Great Britain”, addressed to Government in 1938, and
significantly, for the future, drafted by the architect/planner” John Dower. War intervened, but the
Wartime Coalition Government and its Committee on Land Utilisation in Rural Areas (1942), chaired

* When appointed as Chairman of the National Park Committee, Christopher Addison was Parliamentary Secretary
to the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, but by 1930 he had become Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries. He
had a distinguished and vartied career in medicine and in government, becoming Viscount Addison of
Stallingborough in 1945, In 1949, given his Chairmanship 20 years before, of the first Government Committee on
National Parks, it was most apposite when, as Leader of the House of Lotds, he took part in the passage of the
National Patlks and Access to the Countryside Bill through Parliament. He died in 1951.

** John Dower (1900-47) an architect/planner and supportter of several conservation and recreation organisations,
was, as noted in para 2 above, the Drafting Secretary to SCNP, drafting? “The Case for National Patks”. He
became a temporary civil setrvant in 1942, wotking first for the Ministry of Wotks and Planning, then fot the
Ministry of Town and Country Planning, and did much to inform and influence future Government policy on the
setting up of National Parks. Following the Scott Report’s (Land Utilisation in Rural Areas 1942) support for
National Parks, Dower was requested to prepare an official report on National Parks in England and Wales, and this
became a White Paper, published in May 1945. The new Labout Government’s National Parks Committee, chaited
by Sir Arthur Hobhouse, established in July 1945, considered Dowet’s proposals in more detail, and Dower was
appointed as one of the Committee’s ten members. Sadly, he died only three months after the publication, in July
1947, of the Hobhouse Report which, again, as noted above, provided the basis of the legislation in the National
Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949. (In writing this footnote the author has botrowed some material on
John Dower from John Cousins’ tecently published histoty of the Friends of the Lake District, “Friends of the Lake
District: the eatly years”, 2009, Centre for North-West Regional Studies. As John Cousins acknowledges, this



Crowborough, and on its northern side, by Crawley, East Grinstead, Forest Row and the large town of
Tunbridge Wells. Geologically this central core of the High Weald was composed of the sandstones
of the Hastings Beds, forming an area of deeply dissected high ground rising in places to about 700
feet above sea level. In the main, the Forest Ridges Area contained well-wooded and varied
countryside of farmland, common, parkland and many picturesque villages and hamlets. Ashdown
Forest was included, and remained open, with much heather and areas of semi-natural woodland.

5. The Government's detailed consideration of the Hobhouse Report led some two years later,
to the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Bill. During the passage of this Bill through
Parliament, it was made clear that the Bill's proposal for AONBs would be based mainly on
Hobhouse's list of Conservation Areas. Via Hobhouse and Dower, the way seemed clear for the
eventual designation of the Forest Ridges as an AONB, to be designated by the National Parks
Commission” established by the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act which came into
force in December 1949.

Designation History

6. Early Steps. The first priority of the National Parks Commission (NPC) was to designate the
National Parks largely following the programme set out in the Hobhouse Report. The consideration of
a programme for the designation of AONBs was to commence only when the National Parks
designation programme was well under way, and several National Parks had been established.
Indeed it was not until early 1953 that the NPC’s first Chairman, Sir Patrick Duff ", felt able to give the
Commissioners his thoughts, in Commission Paper NPC/G/118, on how the first AONBs should be
selected. However, no reference was made in this paper® for the inclusion of the Forest Ridges
Hobhouse conservation area in the listings of possible AONBs for future attention. In March 1954 the
NPC, under their new Chairman, Lord Strang™ commented on a request to designate the Gower
Peninsula, in Wales, as an AONB, and, in their discussions, requested their officers to prepare a
paper on a possible AONB programme. This paper®, “Note on AONBs” (NPC/G/178) was prepared
almost immediately, and considered by the NPC at their meeting on 13 April 1954. Though this paper
considered the Hobhouse conservation areas, the Forest Ridges area was not chosen as one of the
twelve “first choice” areas for a future AONB programme. The NPC requested their Secretary, Harold

*The Official Notes on the Clauses of the 1949 Bill (for the guidance of MPs and Lords) indicate that it was not the
Government’s intention, at that time, that AONBs would be so numerous ot extensive as the Hobhouse
Conservation Areas.

* The “National Authority” proposed in 1931 by the Addison Committee to select National Park areas, and
formulate policies, and to stimulate action by local authorities and others, had, at last, come into being, via later
mote detailed proposals for a National Parks Commission proposed by both Dower and Hobhouse.

** Patrick Duff had a distinguished and long career as a Senior Civil Setvant, including being Personal Secretary to
three successive Prime Ministers. Knighted in 1932, he entered the Diplomatic Service in 1941, setving at High
Comumissioner level in Canada and New Zealand. He was appointed the NPC’s first Chairman in December 1949.
™ William Strang, as Baton Strang, had been appointed the second Chairman of the NPC in March 1954. Like his
predecessor, Sir Patrick Duff, had a distinguished and long career in Government, and had also been a diplomat.
Knighted in 1943, his last post before retirement was Permanent Under Secretary at the Foreign Office.



Abrahams, to prepare yet a further paper on a future AONB programme. In this paper6 “Further Note
on AONBs” (NPC/G/184) he refined the list of five areas, and gave no consideration to the forest
ridges area. In their consideration of NPC/G/184 at their meeting on 15 June 1954, the NPC, in fact,
decided that only three areas ie Gower, the Surrey Hills and Lleyn should be chosen for a preliminary
AONB programrhe, though the Quantocks were added in December 1954,

7. Ten years would elapse before a proposal to include the Forest Ridges area in a wider High
Weald AONB were put forward by the local authorities. In October 1964 the East Sussex County
Council (CC) considered a proposal by Kent CC that following completion of the necessary landscape
surveys there should be a joint approach to the National Parks Commission by local planning
authorities requesting them to designate the Forest Ridges as an AONB. The landscape surveys,
involving East Sussex, West Sussex, Kent and Surrey CCs, as well as Hastings County Borough
Council (CBC) took some considerable time, and it was not until April 1969 (by which time the
National Parks Commission had become the Countryside Commission** though was still chaired by
Baroness Wootton™ ) that the East Sussex County Planning Officer, L. S. Jay, was able to request the
Countryside Commission to designate the wider area proposed as an AONB. It fellto L. J. Watson'
previously the Hobhouse Committee’s Landscape Adviser and the National Parks Commission’s
Senior Field Officer to prepare, as a landscape consultant to the Countryside Commission, a
Commission paper7, A/1005, on the proposal. Watson’'s paper showed that the local authorities’ High
Weald proposed AONB was considerably enlarged from the 132 square miles of the Forest Ridges
Hobhouse conservation area. A large area of additional territory extended south-eastwards to the
Channel coast at Rye and Fairlight, and eastwards to Tenterden and Aldington near Lympne to link
up with the Kent Downs AONB. The four CCs and one CBC covered by the proposal were all
agreeable to it in principle.

* Harold Abrahams, 1924 Olympic Gold Medallist (in 100 metres track event), Senior Civil Servant and Athletics
Correspondent for the Sunday Times, had been appointed Secretary of the NPC in 1950, continuing until his
retirement in 1964.

™ The Countryside Act 1968 (Section 1) led to the establishment, in Septembet 1968, of the Countryside
Commission, which both replaced, and enlarged the functions of, the National Parks Commission. Though the
Countryside Commission had a much broader countryside remit, it was still responsible for the designation of
AONBs and National Parks.

** Baroness Wootton of Abinger took over from Baron Strang as NPC Chairman in 1966 and continued as
Chairman of the Countryside Commission (which replaced the NPC in 1968) till 1970. Unlike the first two
Chairmen of the NPC (Sir Patrick Duff and Baron Strang) who had both been senior civil servants and diplomats,
Baroness Woottom had an academic background as an eminent economist and social scientist. However as a Peer
from 1958 she had played an increasingly important role in Patliament, sitting on a number of Royal Commissions
and Inter Departmental Committees, and from 1967, being a Deputy Speaker in the House of Lotds.

“* L. J. Watson, a landscape architect and artist, had been employed by the Ministry of Town & Country Planning
(MTCP) as a Technical Officer, but had been “borrowed” by Hobhouse’s National Parks Committee from 1945-47,
as their landscape adviser. Subsequently he became Senior Field Officer for the National Parks Commission, and
finally, landscape consultant to the Countryside Commission till 1973. Uniquely he provided continuity and
consistency in giving advice on landscape designations from 1945-73. His influential role is often understated, and
is best understood by reference to his masterly reports and papers, mostly on files in what is now in the National
Archives. Ie was also an artist of considerable talent — his 1946 oil painting “The New Religion”, showing four
naturalists in the field, forms the frontispiece to Peter Matren’s New Naturalist volume “The New Naturalists”
published by Harper/Collins in 1995, and is owned by Natural England, at theit Petetborough Office.



8. In the conclusion to his paper, L. J. Watson noted that, in his opinion, it was doubtful,
whether, in their earlier days, the National Parks Commission would have considered the proposed
extensions of the Forest Ridges area eastward and south-eastwards covered landscape of
consistently high enough quality to justify AONB status. However, he did add that there could be
something to be said for bringing the coastal part under AONB (planning control). The Countryside
Commission considered the suggested High Weald designation and L. J. Watson's paper at their
meetings in June® and July 1969. By then they had already taken a decision to review their general
policy on AONB designation, and because of this, they considered it inappropriate to reach a decision
on the High Weald AONB proposal put forward by the Clerk of East Sussex CC on behalf of his
Council and the four other local authorities involved. They agreed® to inform the local authorities of
the AONB review, and to say that they would return to consideration of the proposal in light of the
review’s conclusions.

9. Commission paper® 71/68 dealt with the first part of the AONB review, re-examining policy on
AONB designation, and was considered by the Commission (chaired since 1970 by John Cripps’) at
their meeting'® on 6 April 1971. Arguments for and against any major change in policy were
exhaustively considered, and it was concluded that any large-scale increase in areas designated as
AONBSs would be inappropriate. However, it was decided that there was a need for a comprehensive
review of existing and proposed AONBSs in order to promote a limited programme of new designations
designed to remove present anomalies and provide greater consistency, without debasing standards.
The proposal put forward earlier for a High Weald AONB by the local authorities was included in the
list of thirty-two most promising AONB proposals. All thirty-two areas, including the Forest
Ridges/High Weald area, were visited and assessed either by Mr. Andrew White, a Commission
planning officer and landscape architect, or by L. J. Watson as the Commission’s landscape
consultant (see footnote to para 7 above), or both in some borderline cases. L. J. Watson’s earlier
paper7 of 21% April 1969 on the High Weald/Forest Ridges area became part of the review, but
because of the borderline status of some parts of the wider area proposed, Andrew White also visited
the area in March 1971. Like L. J. Watson, he had no doubts about the inclusion of the original
“Forest Ridges” area in the proposed AONB. He also believed a good case could be made for
extending this area in a southerly direction to take in the Rother and Dudwell Valleys to the west of
the A229. Again like L. J. Watson he believed that extending the AONB beyond these areas could
seriously dilute the quality of the AONB.

10. The firm views of both L. J. Watson and Andrew White on the inclusion of the original Forest
Ridges Hobhouse Conservation Area in the list of five AONB proposals for which the County Councils

* John Ctipps, son of the senior Labout politician, Sir Stafford Cripps, succeeded Baroness Wootton as Chairman of
the Countryside Commission on 11 January 1970. IHe had a distinguished cateer as a councillor in Witney and
Oxfordshire, and had become Chairman of the Rural District Councils’ Association from 1967-70. Also a member
of the Nature Conservancy from 1970-73, he continued with his rural community and amenity interests when he
stood down from his Commission Chair in 1977, becoming a member of the Development Commission (1978-82),
a member of the Water Space Amenities Commission (1977-80) and President of the Oxfordshire Rural Community
Council from 1982 till his death in 1993. He was knighted in 1978.



concerned would be invited to submit detailed proposals to the Commission, were reflected in the
Commission Paper", 73/21, which marked the completion of the AONB Review in early 1973. The
Paper's recommendations, including the action on the Forest Ridges proposal, were approved by the
Commission at their mee’cing12 on 6 February 1973. The way was now clear for detailed work
between the local authorities and the Commission on the boundaries of the proposed AONB to begin.

11. Preliminary Consultation. The process started with Adrian Philﬁps’, the Commission’s
Assistant Director, writing'® to the Clerks of the three County Councils — East Sussex, Kent and
Surrey — on 30 March 1973, to inform them that following the completion of the review of thirty-two
areas, the High Weald had been chosen as one of five areas having the highest priority for
designation. His letter also invited the three County Councils to join together in preparing the first
draft of a preliminary map showing the area which they considered ought to form part of such a
designation. A copy of his letter of 30 March 1973 also accompanied Mr. Phillips’s letters'* of 13 April
1973 to West Sussex CC and Hastings CBC in which he explained that it was unlikely that the
proposed AONB would extend into the areas of West Sussex CC or Hastings CB. Nevertheless he
admitted that'negotiations between the local authorities on the detail of the boundary could mean that
the Commission would need to look anew at the areas lying within the borders of the two authorities.

12. Favourable replies, mixed with caution over the priorities imposed by the 1974 local
government re-organisation, from the County Councils'® were received by the Commission, in which
the Councils indicated their willinghess to co-operate on the preparation of a preliminary map.
Interestingly enough, G. C. Godber, the Clerk of West Sussex CC, in his reply to the Commission’s
letter of 13 April 1973, immediately indicated (on 16 April'®) that he would suggest a small part of his
County to the west of Pease Pottage included in the proposed AONB.

13. With the implementation of the Local Government re-organisation the Commission wrote, on
3 July 19747 to the Chief Executives of the four new county councils — East and West Sussex CCs,
Surry CC and Kent CC — reminding them of their predecessors’ earlier commitment to the preparation
of a draft preliminary map showing a proposed High Weald AONB, and requested an indication of the
progress made in preparing the map. Positive replies were received from ali four County Councils,
pointing out'® that work on the boundary had commenced, and that it was hoped that a draft
preliminary map was to be submitted to the Commission in September 1974. However, progress on
the preparation of the map was delayed by the Commission consulting with the new Local Authority
Associations on proposals for amending the procedures for AONB designation. David Donaldson of
the Commission'® wrote, on 12 February 1975, to Andrew Thorburn, the County Planning Officer

™ After serving with MHLG as a planner from 1962-68, Adrian Phillips joined the newly established Countryside
Commission in 1968, first leading its Research Branch and later becoming Assistant Director. He moved to IUCN
in 1974, first in Kenya and then in Switzerland, before moving back to the Countryside Commission to succeed Reg
Hookway as Director. Retiring as the Commission’s Director General (when he was succeeded by Michael Dower),
he became Professor of Countryside and Environmental Planning at Cardiff University and from 1993 — 2000,
Chairman of the TUCN Committee on National Parks and Protected Areas. He is currently a ministerial appointee
on the Cotswolds AONB Conservation Board and a Vice-President of the Council for National Parks.



(CPO) for East Sussex, who was leading the co-ordination of the preliminary map preparation for the
four County Councils, explaining the reason for the Commission delaying the preliminary map
preparation. In his reply, the East Sussex CPO, first alerted the Commission to outstanding issues on
the inclusion of the Rother Levels in the proposed AONB and then requested to know what decisions
on revising AONB designation had been made by the Commission at their March meeting. In May
1975 the Sussex Branch of CPRE additionally expressed® their concerns about the current position
on the proposed AONB, pointing to threats to the area posed both by CEGB powerlines and by
proposed large refuse tips. Replying to CPRE for the Commission®!, R. G. Woolmore” described the
progress reached on the designation, emphasising that the Commission was examining the
preliminary map boundaries submitted by the four county councils (with East Sussex CC as the lead
authority) involved to the Commission in March 1975. He went on to say that informal consultation
with local bodies, like CPRE Sussex, would start once general agreement on the boundaries was
reached with all the local authorities concerned including the district councils. There was still some

way to go before a Designation Order could be submitted to the Secretary of State.

14. R. Metcalfe? of East Sussex CC was able to submit the draft of the preliminary map (at a
scale of 1:50,000) to the Director of the Commission, R. J. S. Hookway  on 26 November 1975, as
the first stage of the procedure leading to designation. Following receipt of this draft map the
Commission officers and East Sussex CC, as the lead authority, set up a meeting, in County Hall,
Lewes, on 9 February 1976, with officers of the four counties, to discuss the next stages in the
designation procedure. Several informal decisions were taken at this meeting®, including - Mr.
Woolmore examining the preiiminary boundary; the CCs all consulting informally with the District
Councils (DCs) involved in the proposed designation; and a proposed autumn public consultation on
the preliminary map and statement of intent” . Consequent upon the decision at the February®*
meeting Mr. Woolmore and Miss Jones examined the boundaries of the proposed AONB with an
intensive field survey from 23-27 March 1978, and also met with officers of the four county councils to
discuss their findings. At the same time the County Councils were reminded of the need to consult
informally with the DCs affected by the proposed designation. With the completion of the Commission

25.26.21.28 \yrare written in

officers’ field survey and detailed desk study of the proposed AONB letters
April 1976 to all four CPOs setting out the Commission officer levels views on various issues relating

to the proposed boundary.

*The author of this history took up the new post of Landscape Planner in the Commission’s Planning Branch in
May 1975, taking tesponsibility for AONDB designations. Futute refetence in the text will be to R. G. Woolmotre
rather than the term “the author”.

™ Reg Hookway, a planner, had held senior positions in Devon, Sutrey and Notfolk Planning Depattments, before
joining the NPC as their Principal Planning Officer in late 1964. He continued in the post over the changeover
from the NPC to the Countryside Commission in 1968, and established strong professional teams in the new body.
In 1972 he joined MHLG as their Deputy Chief Planner, but in the following year returned to the Commission as
their first Director, a post in which he continued till his retirement in 1981, by which time the Commission had
moved from London to a new headquarters office in Cheltenham (1974).

" Further teferences to the Statement of Intent (in practice the precursor of AONB Management Plans) will be
minimal as lengthy discussions of planning and conservation policies for the AONB, despite theit impottance,
would detract from the main purpose of this history ie to explain the reasoning behind the choice of atea for the
AONB, and its boundaries.



15. The Commission officers’ full examination of the preliminary map boundaries proposed by the
four county councils involved, and the parallel informal consultations with the DCs, culminated in the
preparation, in July 1976, of a Commission report®® (76/99) on the preliminary map, which included,
inter alia, the reasoning behind the proposal, and the modifications then proposed by the Commission
officers.

16. Unlike the more conservative Hobhouse conservation area, the 132 square miles of the
Forest Ridges, on which the current proposal was historically based, the preliminary map (Map 3)
showed a much wider High Weald AONB extending over 580 square miles, from Tunbridge on the
edge of the Vale of Kent in the north, to Hastings, and the edge of the Vale of Sussex in the south. Its
western boundary exiended to the environs of Horsham, while, in the east, to the cliffs at Hastings
and beyond to the edge of Romney Marsh. The paper emphasised that the core area of the High
Weald was formed by the outcrop of the Sandstones of the Tunbridge Wells and Ashdown Beds, and
the intervening Wadhurst Clays. The Sandstones, as the axis of the Wealden geological anticline,
formed a broken upland rising in places to 800 feet above sea-level. This upland was deeply
dissected into a series of ridges by rivers such as the Ouse, Medway, East Rother, Mole and Arun.
importantiy, the natural geological boundary of the High Weald was described as the junction of the
sandstones and the Wealden Clays, but the paper highlighted the fact that this boundary was not
always well marked topographically, especially in Sussex where the Wadhurst Clays, intervening
between the sandstones, were exposed in the valleys. The boundary was generally sharp and well-
defined, both on its northern edge and in the south-east, where its boundary was the cliff coast
between Hastings and Cliff End. In the extreme east the sandstone ridges formed a series of
peninsulas the “islands” extending into the flat levels of Romney Marsh.

17. In land-use terms, the predominant sandy soils of the area meant that historically the area
was covered in woodiand and heath. Remnants of deciduous woodiand stili remained with numerous
deciduous copses and shaws, as well as Scots pines in shelter belts, along field boundaries, and
more generally, in the 10 square miles of the upland common of Ashdown Forest. However, much of
the original heathland of the High Weald had been replaced by extensive coniferous plantations, now
a very characteristic feature of the immediate High Weald skyline. Away from the woodland and
heath, mixed farming dominated with most land under pasture. A legacy of the Wealden iron industry
remained in the number of “hammer” ponds found in the area. Older settlements were all located on
more open ridge tops - attractive historic towns and villages like Goudhurst, Cranbrook, Speldhurst,
Winchelsea, Battle and Mayfield. Landscaped parks, like Sheffield Park, owned by the National Trust,
were also scattered throughout the area.

18. The Commission paper went on to argue that, although the area contained some subtle
variations in landscape character, it was, in general terms, a distinct and most attractive landscape

unit, with its most characteristic features being its wooded, mainly in conifers, ridges, and its



considerable acreage of deciduous copses and shaws, features which were all attractive remnants of

the much greater forest which once covered the area.

19. Though all the Wealden landscape and geological features described in para 16 - 18 above
were taken into account, the County Councils, led by East Sussex planning officers based their
landscape appraisal of the preliminary map area on a method which had a more general application,
the Tandy landscape character analysis. This method was described in Annex B of Paper 76/99 and
was much more of an assessment of landscape quality and attractiveness, rather than a means of
defining tandscape of a distinctive character. The paper argued that, nevertheless, the area of most
attractive landscape (as defined through use of the Tandy method) was coincident, with a few
exceptions, with the area which had the distinctive features of the High Weald landscape.

20. The paper also identified a number of specific problem areas, partly where difficulties were
encountered in finding a topographical boundary reflecting changes in geclogy (see para 16 above)
and partly where the presence of the many settlements within, and on the edge of, the AONB, added
further difficulties in finding a suitable boundary. Taking into account these problems and the
overriding need to achieve consistency of approach in the definition of boundaries throughout the
preliminary map area, the Commission officers’ paper suggested a number of modifications (see map
3), which had all been accepted at officer level by the four CCs, and were as set out below, and as
numbered as on Map 3 to this history:

Additions
i. St. Leonard’s Forest, an attractive area in the extreme west of the High Weald,
comprising of low sandstone ridges, mainly covered in coniferous plantations, often enclosing
“hammer” ponds. West Sussex CC at first drew a preliminary map boundary in the east,
excluding part of the pleasant wooded country from the AONB, but Commission officers
persuaded the CC to redraw the boundary further west to include this area.

ii. The Ouse Valley, an area where it was aimost impossible to find an ideal boundary.
East and West Sussex originally used both the river and a minor road to the north of the river
in defining the boundary in that part of the Ouse Valley running eastwards from Lindfield to
Sheffield Park. Commission officers, however, could see no “landscape” reason why the river
should not be followed for its entire iength in this section, and this view was accepted by the
local authorities, with the boundary being redrawn accordingly.

iil. East Grinstead, Dormans Land area — this area of rolling well-wooded countryside,
not only marked the meeting place of the three Counties of East and West Sussex, and
Surrey but also exhibited many of the distinctive landscape characteristics of the High Weald.
The CCs had excluded a large part of this area from the preliminary map boundaries, but had



accepted the Commission officers’ views on its overall landscape quality, and had re-drawn
the boundaries to include the area.

iv. Broadwater and Hargate Forests, Tunbridge Wells — an area of coniferous plantations
immediately to the south of Tunbridge Wells, but within East Sussex, had been excluded from
the preliminary map. Commission officers suggested this scenically attractive area, no
different from much of the rolling wooded countryside around Tunbridge Wells which had
been included, should be taken into the proposed AONB, and this suggestion was accepted
by the local authorities.

v. Hemsted Forest — an area of conifers covering a prominent sandstone ridge, just to
the south-east of Sissinghurst, had been exciuded from the preliminary map boundary.
Commission officers believed this area was undoubtedly part of the High Weald in its geology
and landscape character, and persuaded the local authority officers to add the area to the
proposed AONB.

vi. Westfield — Guestling area. The preliminary map excluded a considerable part of this
high sandstone ridge, immediately north of Hastings, from the AONB. Commission officers,
however, believed that the area was of identical character to the Fairlight part of the ridge to
the east, and the Battle area, to the west. For consistency of approach the area should be

included within the AONB, a view which was accepted by the local authority officers.

Exclusions

21.

Vii. Fairlight and Cliff End, where Commission officers believed the sprawl of holiday and
residential development marginally spoilt the fine landscape of wooded glens, rocky cliffs and
coves found on the coast to the north of Hastings, and persuaded the local authorities to
exclude these two settlements from the AONB.

viii. Hamstreet and Shirley Moor areas — an area of low-wooded plateau and parts of the
“Levels” was not believed by Commission officers to have the characteristic geology or relief
of the High Weald. This views was accepted by the local authority officers, who then
excluded the area from the proposed AONB, redrawing the boundary to follow the Tenterden
Sewer and the east bank of the Royal Military Canal.

Additionally a number of minor amendments had been made, following discussion with

Commission officers, to the preliminary map prepared by the local authorities. These chiefly
concerned settiements on roads which had been used as the AONB boundary, where Commission

officers had identified a number of settlements being completely bisected by the preliminary map

boundary. In these cases the local authorities were requested to re-draw the boundary so that such

settlements were either wholly excluded from, or included in, the proposed AONB, inclusion or



exclusion depending on the architectural or conservation value of the settlement. Accordingly the
local authorities redrew the boundaries with most bisected villages being completely excluded from
the AONB. Of all the settlements on the preliminary map boundary, only Fletching and Waldron, in
East Sussex, and Brenchley, in Kent, were considered to have sufficient conservation and
architectural value to be completely included within the proposed AONB.

22. In the conclusion to Paper 76/99 Commissioners were asked to consider the
recommendations made on the modifications to the preliminary map for their agreement and
reference back to the local authorities. These recommendations were endorsed by the Commission®
at their July 1976 meeting. With the endorsement of the various proposals for modifications by the
Commission, the local authorities could be invited to incorporate these proposals in the preliminary
map. Once approved by the local authorities this revised preliminary map would be used for the
informal consultation and publicity phase of the designation procedure.

23. The periodic meetings between Commission officers and the officers of all fourteen local
authorities involved in the proposed designation had, in reality, become the working parties for
progressing the designation process. The Commission officers used the meeting immediately
following the approval of their paper on the proposed High Weald AONB (held”’ at the East Sussex
CC Offices in Lewes on 26 September 1978) to inform the officers of (i) the modifications approved by
the Commission, and to seek any further views, and (ii) to outline, and agree, the next stages in the
procedure, including the arrangements for the informal public consultation exercise on the AONB
proposal, and the preparation of the Statement of intent.

24. Further views on the modifications approved by the Commission (using the numbering as in
para 20 above) were as follows:

i St. Leonard’s Forest — though both West Sussex CC and Horsham DC agreed at
officer level with this amendment, Horsham DC had additionally suggested that Plummers
Plain, east of Mannings Heath should be inviuded. Mr. Woolmore, for the Commission,
believed the area did not merit inclusion, a view endorsed by West Sussex CC. A
subsequent letter®? to the Director of Planning and Development at Horsham DC, Mr. Jones,
from Mr. Woolmore, set out his views in more detail, and explained that Horsham DC could, if
they wished, make the point formally as part of the consultation procedure.

ii. The Ouse Valley — all the local authorities agreed with this modification.

iii. East Grinstead, Dormans Land area - all the local authorities expressed satisfaction
with this modification.



iv. Broadwater and Hargate Forests, Tunbridge Wells — Kent and East Sussex CCs had
already discussed the issues raised; and Kent CC would be indicating to the Commission that
the boundary around Tunbridge Wells should not be finalised until the Structure Plan
amendments, involving the possibilities of further developments on the edge of Tunbridge
Wells had been settled. It was agreed at the meeting that the line of the boundary in this area
should be decided by the local authorities to exclude the Structure Plan amendment areas, if
necessary.

V. Hemsted Forest — all the local authorities approved this modification.

Vi. Westfield — Guestling area — Though the principie behind this modification had been
agreed by the local authorities, East Sussex would decide the final detail of the boundary line
proposed.

Vil Fairlight and Cliff End — while Rother DC had approved this Commission maodification
to exclude the areas at officer level, some objection was expected at member level. Some
minor amendments had also been submitted by Hastings BC; and Mr. Woolmore agreed to
show these on the consultation map.

viii. Hamstreet and Shirley Moor area — though Kent CC agreed with the exclusion of this
large area, Ashford DC objected to the exclusion at both officer and member level, and it was
later established, in correspondence, that Shepway DC had similarly objected to this
exclusion.

25. In addition to the modifications (i) — (viii) above the Crawley BC officer raised his council’s
desire to see the area between the M23 Motorway and Crawley itself to be considered for inclusion in
the proposed AONB. The Commission would discuss this with Crawley BC, Mid-Sussex DC and
West Sussex CC.

26. Serious differences of view on the possible inclusion of additional areas in the Rother Levels,
Winchelsea, Rye and Camber Sands area were raised by the representative of Rother DC. Further
discussions between Commission officers and Mr. Metcalfe of East Sussex CC sought to resolve the
issue, but in a letter®®, dated 7 December 1976 to the Commission, Mr. Thompson of Rother DC set
out the views of his DC, noting the Commission’s proposed modifications at Fairlight, Pett Level and
Catsfield but strongly seeking the inclusion of the whole of Catsfield, with Fairlight and Pett Level in
the proposed AONB, along with the area from Udimore Ridge fo, and including, Camber Castle. The
DC also suggested the Commission considered the inclusion, in the proposed AONB, of the area of
shingle banks and gravel working east of Camber Castle. A few days later (on 13 December 1976)
Rother DC wrote® to the Commission suggesting yet another aiteration, which was the inclusion of
the whole SSSI down to the shoreline, at Camber, in the proposed AONB. The correspondence



made it clear that the issues relating to the Winchelsea/Rye/Camber/Rother Levels area could not be
dealt with as an immediate follow-up to the September 1976 meeting of the Commission and local
authorities.

27. The second part of the September 1976 meeting looked at the procedure proposed by the
Commission for informal consultation on the AONB proposal. It was agreed that the Commission
itself would consult with alt the interested national bodies and organisations, while the County
Councils would consult with the regional and local offices of the same bodies, plus the locally-based
organisations with no national remit. As maps, leaflets and a Statement of Intent needed to be
prepared, it seemed unlikely that the informal consultation could commence within the next six
months. Reports on the comments received would need to be prepared, and efforts would be made
to resolve as many of the objections raised before the preparation of a designation order. From the
then date of September 1976 at least eighteen months could elapse before the designation order
would be confirmed by the Secretary of State. Publicity for the proposal was also considered; and the

Commission were requested to contribute towards the financial costs of a publicity exercise.

28. A timetable for the preparation of the Statement of intent was also discussed, with East
Sussex CC taking the lead in preparing the draft. Future arrangements for the management of the
AONB would also be covered in the Statement of Intent, including wardening, information centres and
the future administration. The meeting favoured a technical officers’ working party for administration
rather than a joint Advisory Committee.

29, With the approval of the Statement of Intent and the Informal Consultation Map by the four
County Councils, another meeting of the Commission and representatives of all the local authorities
was held®® at the end of June 1977. By this time, given the meeting’s clear role in seeking to progress
the designation, the meeting was formally known as the AONB Working Party. For the Commission,
lan Mitchell of the Commission’s South-Eastern office joined Mr. Woolmore. Although the
consultation map had been approved by the four County Councils it was noted by the Working Party
that several District Councils still proposed amendments to the AONB boundary. In particular, Rother
DC wanted the boundaries extended east of Rye, and changes at Fairlight Cove and Catsfield. The
Working Party hoped that the outstanding boundary issues could be resolved before the start of the
public consultation, and the Commission officers made arrangements with both Rother DC and East
Sussex to visit, in early July 1977, the areas in contention to the East of Hastings. Following this visit,
Mr. Woolmore was able to write®® to Mr. Powell, the Rother DC Planning Officer, to inform him that
both the Commission and East Sussex CC would accept the DC’s proposal to extend the AONB
eastwards between Rye and Winchelsea as far as the River Rode. The Commission and the County
Council accepted that this lesser extension was similar in character and location to Pett Levels which
had been included in the preliminary map already approved. With regard to the Catsfield area
proposed as an extension by the DC, both the County Council and the Commission reluctantly
decided not to agree with the DC’s views, nor with the inclusion of the village of Catsfield itself in the



AONB. East Sussex CC and the Commission did not believe the village contained buildings of
sufficient architectural or conservation value, or that the area to the south, which, while attractive, was
less significant in landscape terms than the proposed AONB to the north of Catsfield. The letter
emphasised that should the DC still not agree with these views on the Catsfield area they would, of
course, have the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission when the formal ‘
submission of the Designation Order to the Secretary of State for the Environment was advertised.
The DC’s representation would be submitted, along with any other representations to which the Order
did not give effect, at the same time as the Order was submitted.

30. The June 1977 meeting of the AONB Working Party confirmed the earlier September 1976
decisions on the way in which consultations would be shared between the Commission and the
County Councils. Additionally it was proposed that the District Councils would consult with the Parish
Councils affected by the AONB proposal. It was also agreed that the Commission would prepare a
master list of consultations so that duplications would be avoided. Maps showing the proposed
boundaries of the AONB covering some 1450 sq kms (560 sq miles) would be prepared at 1:50,000
and 1:100,000 scales (Map 4) by the Commission and forwarded to East Sussex CC (as the lead
local authority) for distribution to the local authorities. East Sussex CC would also supply a master

copy of the Draft Statement of Intent®”

t38

., while East Sussex CC and Kent CC would be responsible for
the preparation of a fold-up leaflet™, summarising the proposals and inviting comments.

31. Informal consultation began both nationally®” and locally* in June 1978, following the
earlier decisions on responsibilities made by the AONB Working Party. The twelve® MPs with
constituencies affected by the proposed AONB were informed of the start of the consultation exercise
and sent copies of the 1:100,000 map, the publicity leaflet and the Draft Statement of Intent. The
responses to the informal consultation, on a local basis, are set out, for the three counties mainly
affected by the proposal, ie East Sussex, Kent and West Sussex, in the Reports sent to the
Countryside Commission” (folios 41, 42 and 43). No similar report, from Surrey CC has been
discovered on file.

32. In East Sussex, the report*' sent to the Commission on 6 November 1978, recorded that 48
Parish Councils and 46 organisations were sent the informal consultation material. Responses were
received from 15 Parish Councils, 17 local organisations and 50 members of the public. Most of
these responses gave full and unqualified support to the AONB proposal, while the remainder also
supported the proposed AONB, but expressed qualifications concerning policy and management, and
about the exact line of the boundary. It should be noted that while folio 41 contains details of the

* By this time, Michael Winstanley (1918-93) had become Chaitman of the Counttyside Commission. He succeeded
John Cripps in January 1978, and as a television and radio broadcaster, journalist, cricket columnist, medical
practitioner and politician (a Liberal MP from 1966-74, and a life peet — Baron Winstanley of Urmiston in Greater
Manchester — from 1975), had a somewhat unusual background for a Commission Chairman. However, after the
expiry of his term of office at the end of 1980, he did not relinquish his environmental interests, becoming
Chairman of the Groundwork Trust, newly established by the Countryside Commission, and a member of the Water
Space Amenity Commission.



boundary changes suggested by the local respondents, the County Council, did not consider that any
of these suggested changes merited amendments of the proposed boundary. However, the County
Council did consider that the Draft Statement of Intent should be amended to include reference to
local employment policies supporting the generation and maintenance of prosperous and balanced

rural communities in the area.

33. In Kent, the Report42 sent to the Secretary of the Commission on 17 October 1978 by the
County Secretary, recorded the representations received by the County Council. Most of the
boundary changes suggested in the responses were rejected by the CPO, but he did recommend that
the Commission should consider two amendments to the boundary, one by the Matfield and
Brenchley Society, and others, to add land to the south of Paddock Wood, and the other, by
Tenterden Town Council and the Tenterden Trust, to extend the boundary of the proposed AONB to
the north-west of Tenterden. The strong feelings of the residents of Langton Green, its Rural Society,
the W1 and Speldhurst Parish Council, that the proposed AONB should include the “village” of
Langton Green; and the CPO's rejection of these views, were included, inter alia, in the CPO’s report
to the Kent CC Amenities and Countryside Committee. Despite these strong feelings, the Committee
accepted the CPO’s recommendations that the only amendments emanating from the local
consultation which should be considered by the Commission were those relating to the south of
Paddock Wood and to the north-west of Tenterden.

34. In West Sussex, the letter*® from the CPO, P. W. Bryant, dated 18 October 1978, to Mr.
Woolmore of the Commission, listed the 44 responses received, and referred to the Kent CC Planning
Committee’s acceptance of the CPO’s recommendations that the boundaries should remain, within
West Sussex, unchanged. The letter also referred to the CPO’s recommendation, adopted by the
Committee, that the draft Statement of Intent be approved subject to the inclusion of policies for small-
scale industry.

35. lan Mitchell, of the Commission’s GLSE Regional Office, prepared an initial report* dated 28
February 1979 on the consultation with eighty-five national agencies and bodies. The deadline for
responses was extended to December 1978 to enable the National Farmers’ Union to give a
reasoned response following a local meeting of High Weald farmers in October 1978. Forty-three
replies were received including ten making no comment. A majority of these, eighteen, supported the
designation unchanged, while most of the remaining responses wanted the area extended. The
Ramblers’ Association sought six extensions — (i) south of Cuckfield, (ii) to the south-west between
Maresfield and Herstmonceux, (iii) north of Turners Hill, (iv) to the north, between Edenbridge and
Tonbridge up to the boundary of the Kent Downs AONB, (v) northwards between Matfield and
Brenchley, and (vi) east of Goudhurst and north of Cranbrook. The Landscape Institute also
suggested the inclusion of an area north of Turners Hill, and the CPRE proposed a small addition
south-west of Tunbridge Wells, while the YHA (Southern Region) wanted the area extended
northwards to join the Kent Downs AONB.



36. Severai of the remaining consultees, while giving the proposal conditional support, had
significant reservations. Most of these related to AONB planning policies — the English Tourist Board
did not want the prevention of further tourism developments of appropriate scale and design — the
National Caravan Council sought a controlled increase, within the AONB, of well-located landscaped
caravan parks — the Automobile Association expressed concern that the designation should not have
adverse effects on future road developments — COSIRA wanted the employment opportunities of local
inhabitants safeguarded — the Association of District Councils wanted the AONB policies in the
Statement of Intent modified to clarify the role of development plans in determining precisely what
kind of developments would be permitted in the AONB, and the Sand and Gravel Association wanted
the Statement of Intent to make clear that subject to proper control of mineral workings and
restoration, the excavation of necessary materials should not be precluded. Finally, the CEGB
indicated that its future proposals could include new power lines crossing the proposed AONB.

37. Four agencies objected to the proposed AONB, the Country Landowners’ Association, the
National Farmers’ Union, the Timber Growers’ Organisation and the Camping Club of Great Britain,
mainly on the grounds that the proposal was premature pending the outcome of the AONB Review,
including the independent report by Mr. Himsworth (the retired County Clerk for Westmorland), then
recently announced by the Countryside Commission. The Country Landowners’ Association were,
however, divided among Branches about the desirability of designation; the National Farmers’ Union
and the Timber Growers’ Organisation also added that they believed that designation was
unnecessary, while the Camping Club of Great Britain additionally expressed concerns about the
large size of the AONB and its possible restrictions on recreation.

38. A few local bodies and individuals also responded directly to the Commission, as well as to
the County Councils. Most of these supported designation including individuals living in Langton
Green wanting the inclusion of their village”. Goudhurst Parish Council repeated its view, already
made to Kent CC, that it sought exclusion from the proposed AONB.

39. In preparing a paper on the informal consultation exercise, with clear recommendations for
the Commission, the officers of the Commission’s GLSE Regional Office identified a “dilemma” which
needed resolution before further action was taken by the Commission. The second part of the
paper® (79/250), prepared by the GLSE officers, dealt with this “dilemma” which primarily concerned
a question relating to the reasoning behind the definition of the detailed boundary. The question was
“should the boundary be defined on the existing quality of the landscape or should it be drawn
primarily as an aid to the development control process on the edge of urban areas”. In particular, the
responses to the informal consultation exercise had highlighted this “dilemma” in the area around the

*'The strong feelings expressed by many individuals for the inclusion of Langton Green in the ptoposed AONB,
were repeated by Speldhurst Parish Council (Langton Green being located in Speldhurst Patish). The Parish
Council commissioned the Landscape Architecture Practice of Derek Lovejoy and Partners, to argue their case.
However, like other cases relating to part-developed land around Tunbridge Wells, these tepresentations wete
rejected by the Commission.



large town of Tunbridge Wells, which was entirely “embedded” within the proposed AONB. Two
areas located between the proposed AONB boundary enclosing the town and the “edge” of the urban
area, were identified by the Commission’s GLSE officers — Area A (as shown on Map 5 to this history)
Smockham and Caenwood Farms, an area of typical rolling High Weald topography, but mainly in
derelict farms, very much an urban fringe area; and Area B (Map 5), Tunbridge Wells Common,
Hungersall Park, a well-wooded area, well-maintained for amenity, but arguably a typical urban
common. The paper argued that it was necessary to decide whether, in this case, the potential for
inclusion within an AONB should be intrinsic landscape value or the function of acting as a deterrent
to further development. The Commission’s views on these two areas around Tunbridge were sought;
otherwise the paper’s authors recommended that there should be no change to the boundary of the
proposed AONB.

40. The Commission, in considering their officers’ recommendations in paper 79/250, at their
meeting*® on 2 August 1979, decided to continue to exclude the Smockham Farm/Caenwood Farm
area from the proposed AONB, but resolved that the Director and Chairman would visit the Tunbridge
Wells Common/Hungersall Park area before making any decision on whether this area should be
included in the proposed AONB. Once this decision was taken, the Commission would request their
officers to commence the formal consultation and public advertisement phase of the AONB proposal.
After visiting the area the Chairman and Director determined that it should not be added to the
proposed AONB, and this decision was confirmed at the Countryside Commission meeting47 in
October. With this decision taken, the way was now clear for the start of the formal consultation and
public advertisement phase for the AONB proposal. The boundaries remained unchanged from those
agreed with the local authorities for the purposes of informal consultation in June 1978 (Map 4).

41. Formal Consultation. As then required by Section 87 of the National Parks and Access to
the Countryside Act 1949, the four County Councils and eleven District Councils were formally
consulted on the boundaries as finally approved by the Commission in October 1979. The formal
response was summarised in Paper 80/198*, prepared by the Commission’s GLSE Regional Office
in June 1980, and considered by the Commission at their meeting in July 1980. No local authority
opposed designation but one County Council ie Kent CC, three District Councils ie Ashford BC, Mid-
Sussex DC and Tunbridge Wells BC indicated that they did not agree with the proposed boundary in
their areas, wanting areas added to the designation. Ashford BC considered that the Old Romney
Shoreline, linking the High Weald to the Kent Downs AONB, should also be designated. Mid-Sussex
DC wanted additional land north of Turners Hill and south of Bolney to be included. Tunbridge Wells
BC wanted the boundary south-west of the town of Tunbridge Wells changed so that some of the land
considered by the Commission for inciusion in 1979, but eventually excluded (paras 39-40), was
added to the proposed AONB. Significantly Kent CC indicated that they agreed with Tunbridge Wells
BC’s views.



42, Commissioners were reminded by their officers that all the additions proposed had been
inspected by them and had been rejected as parts of the proposed AONB. The Old Romney
Shoreline was of a completely different landscape character, while the land to the south-west of
Tunbridge Wells was excluded following a site visit by the Chairman and Deputy Chairman in August
1979. It appeared that the two locai authorities wanted additional land in the area to the south-west of
Tunbridge Wells for development control reasons. They also argued that the boundary now chosen
was entirely arbitrary, whereas in fact it mainly followed a railway line, and the development edge.

43. The paper also reminded Commissioners that several of the local authorities had urged the
speedy designation of the AONB, as because the process had dragged on for years, many councillors
had expressed surprise that their Councils were still being consulted on matters which they had
believed to be settled.

44. In considering the paper’s recommendation for the Commission to go ahead, with the
statutory advertisement of their intention to designate the High Weald AONB with the boundaries as
proposed, they were also reminded that a party of Commissioners had made a two day inspection of
the boundaries, concentrating on the contentious sections raised by local authorities in their response
to the formal consultation on the proposal. The Commission agreed49 to the proposal being statutorily
advertised with the boundaries unchanged.

45, Statutory Advertisement. In accordance with its July 1980 decision to proceed to statutory
advertisement, the Commission published the notice® of its intention to make, and submit to the
Secretary of State for the Environment for confirmation, the High Weald AONB (Designation Order)
on 22 August 1980. The proposed Order, affecting some 560 square miles (1450 sq kms) of land in
the counties of East Sussex, West Sussex, Surrey and Kent, was advertised in the London Gazette
on 27 August 1980, and locally on 28 August 1980, in the Kent Messenger, Surrey Mirror, West
Sussex County Times and Sussex Express and County Herald. Copies of the proposed Order and its
accompanying map were put on public deposit50 in the offices of East Sussex, West Sussex, Surrey
and Kent County Councils, and in the offices of the eleven District or Borough Councils affected by
the Order, ie Ashford BC, Sevenoaks DC, Tonbridge and Malling DC, Tunbridge Wells BC, Tandridge
DC, Hastings BC, Rother DFC, Wealden DC, Crawley BC, Horsham DC and Mid Sussex DC. Further
copies of the Order and Map were made available for public inspection at the Commission Offices, at
John Dower House, Cheltenham, and Savile Row, London. Representations on the proposed Order
were invited to be sent to the Countryside Commission, not later than 10 October 1980.

46. Representations received in response to the Statutory Advertisement of the Order. The
advertisement drew only four representations opposing designation. These were from the
National Farmers’ Union® and three farmers in the area (at Pembury, Brenchley and Horsham),
none of whom accepted the need for designation, considering the designation to be premature
pending the outcome of the Commission’s Review of AONBSs, including the independent report by



Kenneth Himsworth. Fears were also expressed that the designation would bring more restrictions,
more bureaucracy, reduce the capital value of farms and create ill-feeling between the Commission
and the farming community. Though no further objections based on these reasons were received
following the statutory advertisement it was argued that the earlier objections, made for the similar
reasons at the Informal Consultation stage (see para 37), by the Country Landowners’ Association,
the Timber Growers’ Organisation and the Camping Club of Great Britain, still applied. In the
Commission Paper (80/353)°' dealing with the representations made at the statutory advertisement
phase, Commission officers reminded Commissioners that the AONB Review, with Kenneth
Himsworth's report, argued strongly that the status quo for AONBs should be maintained. Given the
Commission decisions on the Review, including that to continue with the designation programme of
proposed areas already in the pipeline, the officers argued strongly that the main objections to the
designation of the High Weald AONB could be dismissed. ~

47. Several representations were received requesting that additional land be included
within the designation. Four of these were from local authorities:- Kent CC wanted to include land
in the AONB to the south of Paddock Wood, to the north-west of Tenterden, and in the Pembury
Hospital and Pembury Grange area; Mid-Sussex DC objected to the exclusion of Bolney and land
north of Turners Hill; while Tunbridge Wells DC were dissatisfied that the Commission had not
accepted their earlier proposals (paras 41-44) for the inclusion of undeveloped land south of the
A.264 and south-west of Tunbridge Wells; while finally Shepway DC continued with their view that the
Old Romney shoreline (entirely outside the proposed designation) should be designated so as to join
the existing Kent Downs AONB.

48. Four more objections concerned the proposed designation of additional land around
Tunbridge Wells:-Speldhurst PC repeated its earlier view that the AONB should include Langton
Green, Tunbridge Wells and Rusthall Commons, a view also supported by representation, from the
Ramblers’ Association (Southern Area); while the Langton Green Society still (see footnote to para
38) argued strongly for the inclusion of the village of Langton Green in the AONB; and the final
objection was from Sir Eric Bradbury requesting the inclusion of the whole of the town of Tunbridge
Wells in the AONB.

49. The Commission considered Paper 80/353 and their officers’ recommendations at their
meeting52 on 4 December 1980. They agreed to designate the High Weald AONB with the
boundaries, as advertised in August 1980, and authorised the Order to be signed by the Chairman

and Director prior to its submission to the Secretary of State for the Environment.

* The aunthor apologises for the lack of detail in this histoty on the formal designation process, including
representations. This is because the Commission and DOE files relating to the final stages of the designation
process have, largely, not been found, either in Natutal England’s Peterborough Libraty or in the National Archives.
‘The author has, in the main, used the minimal matetial available from Commission Papers, Minutes of Commission
meetings, and Commission Annual Repotts.



50. Submission of the High Weald AONB (Designation) Order, 1980 to the Secretary of
State for the Environment. The Order was signed and sealed by the Commission Chairman, Lord
Winstanley, and its Director, Reg Hookway, on the same day as the Commission meeting (4
December 1980). The Director, Reg Hookway, sent the Order, with a covering lettersa, dated 29
December 1980, to the Secretary of State for the Environment, The Rt. Hon. Michael Heseltine MP".
Copies of the objections, the statutory advertisement, the County Councils’ Statement of Intent, and a
summary of the 1978 informal consultation exercise were included with the letter as supporting
documents.

51. The Secretary of State’s decision on this AONB Order, and, indeed, the AONB Orders for the
North Pennines (submitted December 1978), the Camel Estuary extension to the Cornwall AONB
(submitted March 1981), and Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs (submitted December
1981) were considerably delayed by the Department of Environment's parallel examination of the
Countryside Commission’s own review and appraisal of AONBs and AONB policy which was
completed in 1980. This review culminated in the production of a draft policy statement® in
December 1980, which was sent to the appropriate Government Ministers. The Secretary of State
issued his response® in Parliament in July 1982, broadly endorsing the Commission’s AONB policies,
including the proposals for six more AONBSs, but also repeating his earlier invitation for the
Commission to review the boundaries of existing AONBs. However, in October 1983, the Rt. Hon.
Patrick Jenkin MP, successor to Michael Heseltine as Secretary of State, confirmed three of the
delayed AONB designations, the Camel Estuary extension to Cornwall, Cranborne Chase and West
Wiltshire Downs, and, importantly for the purpose of this history, the High Weald (see para 52).
Significantly he deferred a decision on the fourth outstanding designation, the North Pennines, and
asked the Commission to look again at its boundaries to see how the extensive area might be
reduced”. Following the Secretary of State’s decisions in October 1983, the Commission issued a

revised AONB Policy Statement®®

in November 1983. This took account of the Secretary of State’s
comments and also announced that — as requested earlier by the Secretary of State — the
Commission would review the boundaries of some AONBs in view of the passage of time and

subsequent developments.

52. Confirmation of the High Weald AONB (Designation) Order 1980 by the Secretary of
State for the Environment on 28 October 1983. The Order® was confirmed, after nearly four years
of waiting, by the new Secretary of State for the Environment, the Rt. Hon. Patrick Jenkin MP, and
signed on 28 October 1983 with his authority by Alan Flexman, an Assistant Secretary in the

* Michael Heseltine (now Baron Heseltine), elected as a Conservative MP in 1964 had a long early political career as
either a Conservative Government Junior Minister or as an Opposition spokesman before becoming (twice)
Sectetary of State for the Environment, 1979-83 and 1990-92, in Margaret Thatcher’s Conservative Government. In
John Major’s Government he continued his Ministetial career, culminating in his appointment as First Secretary of
State and Deputy Prime Minister, 1995-97. He was created Baron Heseltine of Thetford in 2001.

* Bventually in 1985, the Secretary of State announced he was holding a public inquity on the North Pennines
AONB Otzder with the boundaries as submitted. The inquiry was held in October 1985, and his Inspectot’s
recommendations led to the Secretary of State confirming the Order with modified boundaries in 1986.



Department. (Map 6 of this history shows the boundaries of the AONB, covering 560 square miles or
1450 square kilometres, as confirmed by the Secretary of State.) Significantly, reflecting the
Government’s strong policy support for AONBs, the Secretary of State announced his decision to
confirm the High Weald Order, and two of the other delayed Orders, for Cranborne Chase and the
West Wiltshire Downs, and the Camel Estuary extension to Cornwall, in a written answer57, on 28
October 1983, to a Parliamentary Question from lain Mills MP (Meriden.)

53. The final statutory requirement of the 1949 Act (Section 87(8)), following confirmation of the
Order, was fuffilled, when the Commission” wrote on 1 December 1983 to the four County Councils,
the four Borough Councils, and the seven District Councils affected by the designation, sending them
copies of the Order and Map, and requesting them to make arrangements for those documents to be
put on public deposit.

54, The High Weald designation in retrospect. From the start of the Commission’s preliminary
consultation on the High Weald AONB proposal in March 1973 it had taken over ten years for the
designation to be confirmed as the 34" AONB in England and Wales (and the largest, 560 square
miles, in the SE); a position it shared with Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs AONB, which
was confirmed on the same day, 28 October 1983. Though the “Forest Ridges” proposal originating
in the Dower Report (1945) and the Hobhouse Report (1947) was for a much smaller area (132
square miles) of the sandstone ridges, mainly Ashdown Forest, the local authorities had maintained
their support, since 1969, for a much larger area broadly coincident with the attractive and distinctive
landscape associated with the geological formations of the Tunbridge Wells and Ashdown Beds, and
had persuaded the Commission to remove its fears that inclusion of this wider area would dilute the
AONB'’s landscape quality.

55. There can be little doubt that the eventual success of the designation process, though a
lengthy one, was partly due to the early establishment (see para 29) of an AONB Officers’ Working
Party, facilitating joint working and co-operation between the four CCs, the eleven Borough or District
Councils affected by the proposal, and Commission officers. This Working Party sought to resolve
the various boundary issues, prepared a Statement of Intent on Planning and Management policies,
and organised an informal consultation exercise to involve parish councils, local organisations and
residents in the proposal. Inevitably the confirmation of the Order submitted in 1980 was delayed by
the Government'’s lengthy and crucial examination of the Commission’s national AONB Review, but
following the Secretary of State’s (Michael Heseltine) July 1982 Statement on AONBs®® (which

*In October 1983, the Countryside Commission’s Chairman was Sit Detrck Barber, who had succeeded Lord
Winstanley in 1981. He had had a distinguished and long career in land management and consetvation befote being
appointed as Commission Chairman by Margaret Thatchet’s Conservative Government. His long term as Chairman
ended in 1991, when he was succeeded by Sir John Johnson. Knighted in 1984, he continued with his career in land
management and consetvation, serving on Advisoty Boatds, committees and conservation organisations like the
Groundwork Trust, FEWAG and CEED. He was created Baron Batber of Tewkesbury in 1992,

Adrian Phillips (see footnote to para 11) returned to the Commission with his appointment as Director General in
1982,



invalidated much of the “prematurity” objection to the AONB proposal) and his successor’s (Patrick
Jenkin) decisions to confirm three outstanding Designation Orders, including the High Weald, the
future of AONBs was assured. A month after the confirmation of the High Weald AONB Order the
Commission were able to publish their AONB Policy Statement®, a document which provided much of
the basis for the planning and management policies now practiced by AONB authorities.

56. Administration. No formal AONB Joint Committee was established following the
confirmation of the AONB in 1983, but the long established precedent for joint working on the
designation by the local authorities continued with the preparation of a revision to the High Weald
AONB Statement of Intent (1978) by the four County Counciis. This first revision was published
jointly by East and West Sussex, Kent and Surrey CCs in 1988, and, inter alia, it proposed plans for
an annual meeting of local authorities and other principal interests in the AONB.

57. The first High Weald AONB Annual Forum was held in April 1989, and serviced by East Sussex
CC. lts purpose was to bring together representatives of the constituent local authorities (four CCs
and eleven DCs) and the principal conservation and land management interests involved in the
AONB. Kent CC serviced the next Annual Forum in 1990, and West Sussex CC did the same for
1991. A steering group from the local authorities and the then Countryside Commission met regularly
and established two working parties dealing with agriculture, forestry, landscape conservation and
leisure management. Significantly, the 1991 Annual Forum considered the appointment of an AONB
Officer.

58. Sally Marsh was appointed as the AONB Officer in 1992, and amongst her responsibilities
were the preparation of the first AONB Management Plan (1994) and the running of the AONB Annual
Forum. A Joint Advisory Committee (JAC) replaced the Forum in 1996, with representatives of all
fifteen local authorities as well as the principal land and leisure management interests in the AONB.
The first Chair of the JAC was Councillor Anne Moore. The requirements of the Countryside and
Rights-of-Way (CROW) Act, 2000, for the preparation of a Statutory AONB Management Plan had
largely been fulfilled with the completion of the 1% Review of the AONB Management Plan in 2004 A
2" Review of the AONB Management Plan was successfully completed, and published in 2009 by the
AONB Officer and the AONB Unit based by then in the Woodland Enterprise Centre in Flimwell, East
Sussex.

59. Today sees the AONB core unit of five officers led by Co-Directors, Sally Marsh and Jason
Lavender, continue the servicing of JAC, now chaired by Councillor Brian Kentfield. The Unit is also
preparing the 3™ Review of the AONB Management Plan, but great emphasis is also placed on
“Partnership” working with a wide range of land management, heritage, conservation and leisure
management organisations. Project Officers running management and community projects in the
AONB are also based in the AONB Unit Office, working in partnership with the Core Unit Officers,
play a major role in achieving the AONB Management Plan objectives.



60. In the thirty years which have elapsed since the High Weald Designation Order was
confirmed in 1983, the boundaries have remained unchanged, though with re-measurement of the
area by the Countryside Commission in 1991 (along with all other AONBs and National Parks) using
modern techniques, its size “increased” from 1450 sq kms to 1460 sq kms. Whether any proposals
for boundary change to the High Weald AONB are considered in the future, under Section 83 of the
CROW Act 2000, are questions which can only be decided by Natural England and, ultimately, by the
appropriate Minister in the Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra). Ideaily any

proposals for boundary change to the AONB should have the support of the JAC and its constituent
local authorities.
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Designation History Series Project Officer at Natural England’s Worcester Office.

Versions of the History with the full text and maps, but without the folios have been circulated among
interested parties. Importantly the history is in the public domain.
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NATIONAL PARK COMMITTEE.

Chapter I.—Introductory.

To the Right Honourable J. 1Ramsay MacDonaup, M.I'., Ltie
Minister and First Liord of the Treasury.
SIR,

1. We were appointed by you on the 26th September, 1999, with
the following ‘Terms of Reference :—

“ Lo consider and report if it is desivable and feasible to
establish one or more National Parks in Great Britain with
a view to the preservation of the natural characteristics,
including flora and fauna, and to the improvement of re-
creational [acilities for the people ; and to advise generally, and

in particular as to the areas, if any, that are most suitable for
the purpose ',

General Survey of Evidence.

2. We have held 28 meetings and have received evidence {rom
34 groups of witnesses; in addition we have received written
statements from a large number of Societies and individuals. A
list of witnesses is given in Appendix I and to all of them we offer
our thanks for the readiness with which they have put their special
knowledge and cxperience at our disposal. The group of evidence
given to the Committee by Dr. Vaughan Cornish on the subject of
National Tarks in relation to thie geological and physical conforma-
tion of Ingland and Wules; by Drof. Abercrombie in relation to
Regional Planning : and by Sir Peter Chalmers Mitchell, Prof.
B. J. Salisbury, and Dr. G. ¥, Herbert Smith in regard to the
preservation of flora and fauna was made available through the good

offices of the Councii for the Preservation of Rural Tingland to whom
also our thanks are due.

3. A summary of the evidence submitted to us is given in the
Appendices,

Appendix 2 summarises the evidence of witnesses, arranged,
@ far as possible, under the main headings to which the evidence
was directed.

Appendix 3 gives a list of the areas suggested to us by witnesses
&8 suitable for National Park purposes.

Appgmdix 4 containg a brief summary of the steps taken in other
countries to set nside National Parks or to preserve the natural
charactengtics and the flora and fauna of selected areas.

ppendix 5 reproduces a memorandum, prepared for us by the

Forestry Qomrpis§ion, dealing with the contribution which areas
under their jurisdiction can make to this question.
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The requirements of these classes do not coincide and two kinds of sites
would be necessary (bub camps provided for orgunised parbies of juveniles
might possibly be used for family camps also).

The formation of au Advisory Committee comprising representatives of
camping organisations might, it is sugpested, be of considerable assistance
to the Authorily responsible for the provision and control of camping
facilities in National Parks.

Under the separate headings of («) General Camps, and (b) Organised
Camps for Juveniles, the Contral Committee proceed 1o set out the con-
siderations which should determine the selection of eamp sites, the services
which should be provided (water supply, sanitation, washing arrangements,
disposal of refuse, sholter, wood, efc.) and the provision to be made for
administration and supervision.

In dealing with the requirements of solitary campers the Central Com-
mittee suggest that the regulations made by the Torestry Commission
governing camping in the New Torest might be taken as a model which
could be varied to meet the peeuliar needs of individual districts.

(14) The Automobile Association.—22nd January, 1930,

There is a growing demand from the motoring public for particulars
of camping sites as an alternative to accommodation in hotels and board-
ing houses, The establishment of National Parks is favoured; an essen-
tial feature of any such scheme should be the provision, as circumstances
require, of hostels, huts, permanent camps, and sites for individual
campers. The experience gained by Authorities in other countries where
National Parks and camping facilities are already provided should be
studied. )

In view of the rapidly growing number of aircraft owners, suitable level
ground should be cleared to serve as an acrodrome, with protection against
wind and ocattle. Underground storos for petrol and oil ghould also be

made.
>romiscuous camping in National Parks iz to be deprecated. The needs
met. A custodian would

of campers and caravanners should be separately
d fire wood should be

be necessary®to allob pitches ete. Kindling an
on sale, and fire hearths and grates provided. Sanitary arrangements

and a supply of drinking water would be necessary. .
Camp rules governing conduct, litter, ete! should be enforced, Sites

should be carefully selected with regard to drainage, soil, and aspect.

Snitable parking places and service stations should be provided for cars,
motor cycles and motor coaches. Access roads should be sufficient to
stand the weight of caravans.

Tn certain localities sleeping shelters, tents and blankets should be pro-
vided for hire. Camps should be equipped with certain communal ameni-
ties, e.g. 2 ‘sommon room and, as am annexe, a store and canteen in

charge of a ¢ustodian

(15) The British Correlating Committee for the Protection of Nature.—4th
December, 1929,
The British Correlating Committee consists of representatives of the
following bodies:—
PBritish Museum, Trustees of the.
British Ornithologists’ Union.
Entomological Society of TLondon.
Gilbert White Fellowship.
International Committee for the Protection of Wild Binds (British

Section).




Linnman Bociety

National T¢

Royal Socie

Society for n of the Fauna of the Empire.
Society for the Promotion of Nature Reserves,

Zoological Society of London.

In order to widen the consideration of the subjec
opted a representative of the British Ecological Society, and also ¢
Director of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew (Dr, A. W, Hill, c¢.M.g
D.Se., PR, and the Keeper of the Department of Botany, Britig
Museum (Nafuyral History) (Dr. A. B. Rendle, D.Se., F.RS). Th
Geological Bociety of London was also consulted.

After referring to the policy adopted for many years past by othe

i i ateas as National Parks, the Correlatin

meanings may he attached to the ide

first, to provide opportunities for the members of th

community to enjoy g holiday in the open air and in pleasant surround

ings and %o study wild life; and secondly, to preserve, unaltered as far g
possible, the animals and plants of the district, Except in very large
Parks, such as are to be found in other parts of the world hut obviously
camnot be provided in a small and densely populated country, these two
aspects of the idea cannot well be reconciled. 1t a National Park in
Great Britain is to he an area to which the public have free access, it
follows that itg utility for the preservation of fauna and flora is limited,
The conditions in this country would seem to prevent the setting apart of
vast areas as Nationnl Parks such as has been done in other countries,
where there wore available large districts with no or few inhabitants,
Moreover, the relative accessibility of any possible National Park in thig
country would abtract, in proportion to its area, visitors in numbers greatly
in excess of those likely to visit the large National Parks in other parts
of the world. Although these eonditions would be unfavourable to the
increase of shy animals and possibly certain plants, they wonld clearly
be mo bar to the preservation of geological features of special interest,
such as exposed secbions, the protection of which the Committee regard

as of high importance.

Even under the conditions obtainin
enforcement of by-laws forbiddin
animal, where the t
dom—mammals, birds, reptiles, and insects—and the gathering of flowers
would have an effect probably on the whole beneficial. Tt ig not, how-
ever, to be anticipated that the natural balanpce would be maintained 5
for some species of animals and possibly of plants, the introduced grey
squirrel being an example, not only tolerate, but are encouraged by, the
Presence of a public, and they would probably multiply to the disadvantage
of shyer creatures. In relatively larger parks the formation of smaller

hose ir the New Forest, if suitably chosen and kept

itable seasons, might serve as

g and preservation and centres of radiation in the

case of hoth animals and plants. It is an essential condition that adequate
provision be made for watchers,

The British Correlating Committee emphasize the need of measures for
the preservation of the fauna and flora of Great Britain independently
of the recreational aspech of National Parks. Owing to the efforts of the
National Trust for d istori st or Natural Beauty and of
the Society for the i ature Reserves much valuable work in
this direction has already been done by the Aequisition, through private
enterprise and munificence, of important areas, such as Wicken Fen
(Cambridgeshire), Woodwalton TFen (H\mtingdonshire), Cheddar Gorge

9140 a2
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{Somersetshire), and Blakeney Point (Norfolk), but there are many others
of specinl interest from the natural history point of view which should
be retained as unaltered as possible.

In many instances comparatively small areas are all thab are required,
and from these the public might have to be excluded, especially at such
seasons as the nesting of birds or the seeding of plamts; reserves of this
kind would serve as reservoirs from which the protected creatures or even
plants would spread to the surrounding neighbourhood.

The Committee accordingly attach a list of places where nature reserves
are most required; but they refrain from specifying the precise reason for
preserving the particular areas because they are strongly of opinion that
the publication of such information would be dangerous to the ohject
which they have at heart.

ScnEDULE OF AREAS.
x Indicates the group for which the corresponding locality is of interest.

Locality. Mammals| Birds. | Insccts. | Plants. | Geology.
1. Coast hebween Pegwell Bay — = X — —
and Deal. !
2. Blean Woods, Canterbury — ’ — X — —
8. Wisley and Ockham Com- — — X —
mons, Surrey. ;
4. Areas between Midhurst — . — X — —
and Arundel. |
5. Ashdown Forest, Sussex ... — e — — —
6. Commonland near Laugh- -— — X — —
ton, Susscx. ’
7. Downs from Washington to — - - X —
Steyning, including
Chanctonbury Ring, |
Kingley Vale, Sussex.
8. Pamber Forest, Basingstoke : — — X — -—
9. New Forest i — X X — —
10. Studland and Newton ! — — — X -
Heaths, Stoborough, |
Stepe, and Middlebere
Heaths.
11. Coastal aren from Lul- — — — X X
worth Cove westward
to Ringstead Bay.
12. Lyme Regis, cliffs from —_ — -— — X
Pinney Hay on west to |
Burton Bradstock on
east.
13. Goonhilly Downs, St. Ke- — — — X -
verne, Cornwall.
14. Dartmoor ... — X — X X
15. Coastal area from Hartlan, — — X — —
Point in Devon to Crack-
ington Haven in Corn-
wall.
16. Braunton Burrows, Devon —_— X X X —
17. Shapwick Moor, Somerset — X X X —_—
18. Chartley Bog, Somerset ... X — —
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FOREWORD

HIS Report is the work of MRr. JoHN DOWER, ARIBA., MTPI,

who was requested to study the problems relating to the establishment
of National Parks in England and Wales. It is published for information v
and as a basis for discussion. gk

As is indicated in the Report, further preliminary work is necessary on
] this subject. This is being undertaken and, in the meantime, the Govern-
f ment are not committed to acceptance of the recommendations and
conclusions of this Report.
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Iojr National Parks. Some of it, though wild enough, is insufficiently beautiful,
for instance the industrial section of the Pennines, A good deal is in isolated
patches, such as the Malvern Hills and Cannock Chase, too small for national
action though usually of value, and sometimes of critical importance, for local
or regional action under ‘“ open-space” or ‘ green-belt ' schemes for pre-
servation and recreation. Considerable stretches are being used, more or
less intensively, for large-scale afforestation, quarrying and mining, military
ranges or other purposes which cannot be successfully combined with National
Park requirements ; and it may be found necessary to set aside some further
stretches for such uses. But when all necessary deductions have been made,
there still remain pofential National Park areas—sufficiently wild, beautiful,
extensive and free from inconsistent uses—amounting to some 8,000 square
miles in England and Wales. This is considerably more than is required for
initial, or indeed early, establishment as National Parks, and may well be in
excess of what will ever be required : but, while a sufficient number of large
and varied units are progressively selected, delimited and established as National
Parks, the whole of the remainder should be generally safeguarded by the
co-operative action of central and local planning authorities as a reserve for
possible future National Parks. Within this reserve no substantial “ develop-
ment ”, other than for agriculture or forestry, should be permitted unless
shown to be desirable in the public interest ; and over all of it the authority
responsible for National Parks should hold at least a *“ watching brief .

Selection of areas

6. The task of selecting and delimiting the areas which are to be established
as National Parks or to be treated as reserves for future National Parks—with
the no less important corollary of deciding what areas are nof to be so treated
(without which local authorities will not know where they stand)—will clearly
be no easy matter. The choice will be invidious, since some hopes are bound
to be disappointed, and must be capable of reasoned defence against inevitable
criticisms. = It must rest on an adequate and disinterested survey and investi-
gation of all areas which are, or are claimed to be, in any way suitable, and
it must take into account a wide range of factors, including landscape beauty,
wild life, suitability for rambling access, popularity, existing and potential
land utilization, existing or threatened disfigurements, transport and accom-
modation facilities, and the financial and administrative strength or weakness
of the local authorities concerned. It must be consistent with other nationally
determined allocations of land, and must be integrated with all relevant
national plans for land utilization, including the development of agriculture
and forestry, the location of industry, the groundwork of transport and the
use of water resources, as these are progressively determined by the Ministry
of Town and Country Planning and other Departments. And it must carry
full Government authority : this, I suggest, will best be provided by making
all sélections and boundaries subject to the approval of the Minister of Town
and Country Planning, who would be responsible for them to the Government
and Parliament.

7. It is clear that the decisive selection and precise delimitation of the areas
to become National Parks should follow, nof precede, the determination of
National Parks policy, at least in its essential features and prospective scale of
operations. A detailed examination of areas with hard-and-fast recommenda-
tions as to choice and boundaries would, therefore, be out of place in this report.
Nevertheless, it seems desirable that I should give—if only to provide a
general notion of their number and extent, and as a basis for the citing of
examples—preliminary lists covering all the areas which it will probably be
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necessary to consider, sooner or later, when National Parks are selected. The
geographical distribution of these areas is shown in broad approximation on
Map II (see page 12). As I have already indicated, there is no suggestion
that anything like the whole of these areas should ever become National Parks,
although nearly all of them were suggested, in whole or in part, by one or more
of the witnesses before the National Park Committee in 1930.* On the
contrary, more than half- of the areas (covering about one-third of the total
extent) are in my opinion unsuitable, on one ground or another, for selection
as National Parks : and of the rest, though all seem to me suitable, I suggest
only that rather less than half, by both number and extent, should be chosen
and established during the first few years’ operation of a National Parks
system.

8. The preliminary lists which follow are therefore given—necessarily on a
purely personal judgment—in three divisions: (A) Suggested National Parks,
i.e. those areas which I consider most suitable, and desirable for establishment
as National Parks during the first period of operations (say 5 years); (B)
Reserves for possible future National Parks, ie. those further areas which I
consider suitable for National Parks, and some at least of which it will be

desirable to establish as such at a later stage; and (C) Other Amenity Areas -

NOT suggested as National Parks, i.e. areas which it will probably be necessary
to pass under review when the decisive selections of National Parks are under-
taken, but which, in my opinion, are unlikely to be found suitable, although
otherwise deserving and requiring the special concern of local and central
planning authorities, supported as may be by the National Trust and other
voluntary agencies, in order to safeguard their landscape beauty, farming use
and wild life, and to increase appropriately their facilities for open-air recreation.
In some cases it may be found desirable that these areas, or parts of them,
should be given some designated status, whether as county or regional “ Parks ”
or “ Reserves ”, or as ‘‘ National Forest Parks’ where the Forestry Com-
mission has large holdings of land, or as national or local *‘ Nature Reserves "
where there are stretches of special value for their flora and fauna.}

9. Division A : Suggested National Parks. The ten areas comprising this
division are shown on Map I (see page 11). The first six areas are suggested
as a first instalment : four outstanding mountain and moorland areas, and
the two finest extensive stretches of unspoilt rocky coastline. The remaining
four areas are suggested as a second, and early, instalment. It should be noted
that Dartmoor (No. 3) and The Roman Wall (No. 10) would require special
arrangements for collaboration, respectively with the Duchy of Cornwall and
with the Ancient Monuments service of the Ministry of Works. The “ selected
parts ” of the Cornish Coast (No. 6) consist of (#) the Land’s End and Lizard

* Report of the National Park Committee, April 1931 (Cmd. 8851); see especially
paragraphs 37-41 and Appendices IX and III. This Report, prepared under the chair-
manship of Dr. (now Lord) Addison, is the only official document which deals directly
with National Parks policy for this country, Preparation under the shadow of the
economic crisis, and subsequent developments, particularly in the scope and system of
country planning, have made its recommendations inadequate and out of date: and I
have not thought it necessary to review them. But the Report remains a valuable assembly
of facts and opinions, on which I have drawn freely, and to which I acknowledge my debt.
1 have also used, and am indebted to, a number of unofficial publications, including par-
ticularly those of the Standing Committee on National Parks (through which since 1936
the’ principal voluntary bodies concerned have pursued a joint policy)— The case for
National Parks in Great Britain,’” 1938 ; ** National Parks,” 1944 ; and an unpublished
* priority selection * list of National Park areas submitted in 1941 to the Planning Depart-
ment of the Ministry of Works and Buildings.

+ For :omsideration of Nature Reserves, and wild life conservation generally, see para-
graphs 6 —38 below, and for National Forest Parks, paragraph 77.
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p\eninsulas and (b) the stretch from Padstow Bay northwards round Hartland
to near Westward Ho! (the northern part of this being in Devon) : it might
be found desirable to designate these separately and successively, though they
should eventually be administered together. A similar possibility of successive
designation applies to the contiguous but distinct mountain areas of the Black
Mountains and the Brecon Beacons (No. 8).

Approx.
square miles

(1) The Lake District ... .. 860
(2) Snowdonia ... ... " .. .. .. .. 820
{8) Dartmoor ... .. 310
{(4) The Peak District and Dovedale ... e .. 530
(5) Pembroke Coast ... ... 100
(6) Cornish Coast (selected parts) ... .. .. 180

' 2,300
(7) Craven Pennines (Wharfe, Aire and Ribble) 380
(8) Black Mountains and Brecon Beacons ... o 470
(9) Exmoor and North Devon Coast ... . 280
(10) The Roman Wall ... .. 170

: 1,300

3,600

Whether or not this choice and priority of areas (which, though given as a
personal selection, is probably in fairly close accord with the consensus of
informed opinion) is followed when the official selection is made, I would stress
the importance of starting with several National Parks of ample size, not with
one or two Parks only, nor—so far as inland Parks are concernied—with areas
of less than about 250 square miles each. If the Parks in the first instalment
are too few, or too small, the concentration of visitors, attracted by the publicity
accompanying their establishment, will lead to the most serious consequences—
in damage to amenities, in overloading and dislocation of transport, accom-
modation and other facilities, in objections by the resident population, and
in initial discredit to the National Parks administration.

10. Division B : Reserves for possible future National Parks. Twelve further
areas are listed in this division. They fall naturally into three groups, the
first of which differs substantially from the other two. It consists of four
further areas, worthy of National Park treatment, which are geographically
quite separate and distinct from the areas in Division A—of younger geological
formations and of markedly different landscape types. Though, in my opinion,
rather less straightforwardly suitable than those in Division A, these areas should,
I suggest, have priority of consideration for a third instalment, except in so far
as it may be found practicable to make satisfactory provision for their
preservation and appropriate recreational use by county or regional action.
The Broads (No. 1), in particular, are an area of unique waterway and fenland
character, which it is of the utmost importance to conserve and to open as
fully as possible to such public enjoyment as is consistent with its conservation.
But there are many complications, both of drainage, navigation, etc., and of
existing misuses and disfigurements ; and the requirements differ materiall
from those of a regular National Park. It may prove better to deal with the
area on some ad hoc scheme of combined national and local action, which
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should include the protection of substantial areas of mere and marsh as strict
Nature Reserves. The other two groups, which are not in any order of priority,
comprise all the best that remains, after taking the areas included in Division A,
in the moorland and mountain masses of the North (Cheviots and Pennines)
and of Wales and the Welsh Marches. These are, in effect, the two great
reserves from which further National Parks or extensions of existing Parks—
not necessarily corresponding precisely to the unit areas as listed—could
progressively be drawn, as policy, finance and administrative capacity allowed.

Approx.
square miles

(1) The Broads ... ... .. 120
(2) North York Moors and Coast TR .. 460
(8) Dorset Coast and Heaths ... .. .. = .. 200
(4) Berkshire and Marlborough Downs... ... ... 240
(5) North-east Cheviots (Till and Coquet) ... ... 300 102
(6) North Pennines (South Tyne, Wear and Tees) ... 640 .
(7) Swaledale Pennines (with part of Wensleydale) ... 240 f
(8) Howgill Fells (upper Lune) ... . 280

1,460
(9) Merioneth Coast and Mountains (incl. Berwyns) ... 660
(10) Plynlimon .« wo e ee e e 400
(11) Radnor and Clun Forests ... ... e 420
(12) Elenith Mouritains* (Elan, Towy and Cothi) ... 440

1,920 -

4,400 |

11. Division C: Other Amenity Areas NOT suggested as National Parks.
(see explanation in paragraph 8 above). These are set out in four groups—
Northern; Western; South-western ; and Southern and Eastern. It may
be thought that some of the areas in this last group should have been placed, A
so as to secure a more even distribution of National Parks over the country, .
in Divisions A or B, in which areas in the North, West and South-west -
predominate. The answer is that the wilder country most suitable for National
Parks is predominantly in the North, West and South-west. Nevertheless
I should have included at least two southern areas in Divisions A or Biif I
were not reasonably satisfied that they would, in future, be adequately dealt
with by other agencies ; the South Downs by the county and local authorities,
and the New Forest by the Forestry Commission. Both have, unfortunately,
suffered considerably in places from past misdevelopments. Other areas
where the Forestry Commission has a major interest are the Forest of Dean
(already a National Forest Park), the South-west Cheviots (Kielder and
Kershope Forests), Cannock Chase, Breckland and the Suffolk Heaths.

fg.?c\
g

¥ There is no current general name for this well-marked mountain range running from
Rhayader south-west almost to Carmarthen : I take the revival of the ancient mame
“ Rlenith * from Mr. A. G. Bradley and Mr. Edmund Vale.
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MAP I

Areas suggested for the first 10 National Parks in England and Wales.

To show the coastal areas clearly, their depth is, in some parts

exaggerated.

Notes.

»

Small enclaves of urban and industrial development
are disregarded.
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Distribution of areas to be considered when National Parks in England
and Wales are selected.

Notes.

To show the coastal areas clearly, their depth is, in some parts,
exaggerated. Small enclaves of urban and industrial development
are disregarded.
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Western
(Wales and Welsh Marches)

Northern

Northumberland Coast (part) Anglesey Coast

South-west Cheviots Lleyn Coast

Bowland Fells Denbigh Moors

Nidderdale Pennines Clwydian Range

Industrial Pennines Cardigan Coast

Charnwood Forest Gower

Cannock Chase The Eppynt

Delamere Forest South Shropshire Hills
Malvern Hills

Forest of Dean and Lower Wye

South-western Southern and Eastern
The Cotswolds The New Forest
The Mendips Hampshire Downs and Hindhead
The Quantocks South Dovwns
Cornish Coast (remaining parts) Forest Ridges (Horsham to Battle)
South Devon Coast North Downs
Blackdown Hills The Chilterns
Dorset Downs Breckland
‘ Suffolk Heaths and Coast
North Norfolk Coast .

12. The terms of reference for this report do not extend to Scotland and the
foregoing lists are therefore confined to England and Wales. It is, however,
exceedingly desirable that National Parks should be established, and areas for
further National Parks reserved, in Scotland pari passu with England and
Wales, and at a rate of not less than one to three. The mountain masses of
the Highlands, with their glens and lochs, are far larger and more continuously
wild than any corresponding areas south of the Border; and (in my opinion)
at least two selected Highland areas of ample size should become Scottish
National Parks simultaneously with the establishment of the first six English
and Welsh National Parks. Such action would have, besides its intrinsic
merit, the advantage of providing a further insurance against the congestion
and other ill-effects which would arise from any scheme which started with
too small a number or extent of National Park areas.

A national objective for national decision and action

13. The next requirement of my definition is that National Parks should
be in a true and full sense national, if they are to be worthy of their name and
purpose. This does not mean that Jocal interests are to be disregarded. On the
contrary, the well-being of those who live and work within them must always
be a first ¢onsideration. But it does mean that their holiday and recreational
use should be for people—and especially young people—of every class and
kind and from every part of the country, indeed of the world. National Parks
are not for any privileged or otherwise restricted section of the population,
but for all who care to refresh their minds and spirits and to exercise their
bodies in a peaceful setting of natural beauty.* Few national purposes are
more vital or more rich in promise of health and happiness than the provision,
first, of general and generous opportunity for holidays (by the *“ holidays with
pay . system and otherwise) and, second, of large, open and beautiful tracts

* This qualification does, of course, imply one broad restriction, namely, that it is no
concern of National Parks to cater for those who prefer a town setting for their holidays :
see paragraph 29 below,
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Report of the N ational Parks Committee
(England and Wales)

I. Introduction

APPOINTMENT AND TERMS OF REFERENCE

To the Right Honourable LEwis SiLkiv, M.P.,
Minister of Town and Country Planning.

Sir,
1. We were appointed in July 1945, with the following terms of reference: —
(a) To consider the proposals in the Report on National Parks in
England and Wales (Cmd. 6628) of May 1945, as to the areas which
should be selected as National Parks; and to make recommendations in
regard to the special requirements and appropriate boundaries of those
areas which, in the view of the Committee, should be first selected.

(b) To consider and report on the proposals made in that Report as
to the measures necessary to secure the objects of National Parks, and
on any additional measures which in the view of the Committee are
necessary to secure those objects; and .

(c) To consider and make recommendations on such other matters
affecting the establishment of National Parks and the Conservation of
Wild Life as may be referred by the Minister to the Committee.

MEETINGS AND SURVEYS

2. We have held in all 80 meetings of our Committee; in addition, members,
working in teams of three or more, have made 17 survey tours of areas under
consideration as National Parks, occupying 85 days.

EVIDENCE RECEIVED

3. We have received written or oral evidence from 60 bodies or persons
interested in our field of enquiry. A list of these is set out in Appendix B.
The evidence submitted to us has been so extensive that we have not thought
it practicable to include it in this Report, even in summarised form. It has,
however, been very carefully considered, and has provided much relevant
information which has been of the greatest value to us in our enquiry.

! ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

4. We wish to express our gratitude to all those who have put their know-
~ledge and experience at our disposal through the medium of written and oral
evidence, and also to the many persons who have given us the benefit of
their local knowledge on our surveys. In particular we are greatly indebted
~to those Local Planning Officers who contributed to our researches into -the
problems and requirements of their areas. We also wish o thank the officers
of the Ministry of Town and Country Planning who have given us valuable
advice, and the staff of the Maps Section for their skill and promptness in

_camying out an extensive programme of mapping. )
5. We cannot express too warmly otir high appreciation of the work of
_ouf Secretary, Mr. John Bowers. His help has been invaluable on our many
surveys and in drafting this Report. His keen understanding of thé siibject
' 67023 Aq
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of our enquiry and untiring devotion to the work of the Committee have
contributed immensely to the final result. =~ We also wish to record the
assistance we have received from Mr. L. J. Watson, our Landscape Adviser,
whose wide knowledge of the countryside and sensitive perception of landscape
beauty have been of the greatest value,

THE WILD LIFE CONSERVATION SPECIAL COMMITTEE

6. It was apparent from the beginning of our enquiry that the conserva-
tion of wild life within National Parks could best be studied as part of a
wider scheme of Nature Conservation for the country as a whole, and that
the formulation of such a scheme would require a range of specialised

scientific knowledge, which it was beyond our competence to provide. We

therefore set up in August 1945, a Wild Life Conservation Special Committee,
consisting of two of ourselves with seven others expert in the various branches
of Natural Science: —

Dr. J. S. Huxley, F.R.S. (Chairman); Lt.-Col. E. N. Buxton, M.C.; Captain
C. Diver, C.B.E.; Mr. C. S. Elton; Dr. E. B. Ford, F.R.S.; Mr. J. S. L.
Gilmour; Mr. E. M. Nicholson; Mr J. A. Steers; Professor A. G. Tansley,
F.R.S. (Vice-Chairman); and Professor A. E. Trueman, F.R.S.

The terms of reference to the Special Committee were as follows: —

(@) To consider the proposals set out in paragraphs 60-68 of the Report
on National Parks in England and Wales (Cmd. 6628) as to the Con-
servation of Wild Life, and to advise the National Parks Committee in
regard to any modifications in these proposals, or any additional measures
which, in the view of the Special Committee, may be necessary, or
desirable.

(b) To consider such other matters relating to Wild Life Conservation
as may be referred by the Minister of Town and Country Planning to the
National Parks Committee and delegated by them to the Special Com-
mittee.

7. The Report of the Wild Life Conservation Special Committee surveys a
far wider field than could properly be included within these covers. It will
therefore be published separately, as Command Paper Number 4122 under
the title: THE CONSERVATION OF NATURE IN ENGLAND AND WALES. A brief
survey of the Special Committee’s proposals in relation to National Parks is
however included in Chapter X.

THE FOOTPATHS AND ACCESS SPECIAL COMMITTEE

8. In June 1946, we were informed that it was intended to include in
prospective legislation provisions for footpaths and access to the countryside
which would apply not merely to National Parks but to the whole of England
and Wales. We were therefore requested to add these two issues to our
field of enquiry under the following supplementary terms of reference : —

To consider, with due regard to agriculture, forestry and other essential
interests, the measures necessary for: —

() the preservation and maintenance of existing rights of way; the
provision where required of new rights of way (rights of way to include
rights of way over both land and water but not to include rights of way
enjoyable by vehicular traffic); and the provision of long-distance and
coastal footpaths;
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(f) to hold, improve and manage land and other property and to carry
out on such land building or other development or any acts appropriate
to the functions of estate ownership;

. (g to enter into covenants and agreements with owners or occupiers
covering the development and management of their land or property
" and to pay consideration for such covenants; and

() to assist by grants or otherwise local authorities or other
organisations,

VIII. Conservation Areas

DEFINITION AND PURPOSE

227. There are many areas of fine country and coast in England and
‘Wales which are not included in our selection of National Parks but yet
possess outstanding landscape beauty, are often of great scientific interest
and, in many cases, include important holiday areas. While in the main they
do not call for the degree of positive management required in National Parks,
nor for the closer scientific control which may be necessary in Nationa] Nature
Reserves, their contribution to the wider enjoyment of the countryside is so
important that special measures should be taken to preserve their natural
beauty and interest. Indeed we regard our proposals for these areas as an
essential corollary to our National Park scheme.

228. In carrying out their duties in relation to National Parks, the Commis-
sion and their staff will accumulate a wealth of experience and technical
knowledge which we feel should be placed at the disposal of the local authori-
ties responsible for the planning and adminstration of these other areas of
special beauty and interest.  Further we consider that the expert advice
from the Commission should on occasion be accompanied by some financial
assistance, in the form of grants to local authoyities or to other appropriate
bodies, for the protection of natural beauty and interest or to promote the
enjoyment of these areas by the visiting public. We recommend, therefore,
that the Minister of Town and Country Planning should designate areas of
high landscape quality, scientific interest and recreational value as
CONSERVATION AREAS, to be dealt with in the manner indicated in succeeding
paragraphs of this chapter,

SELECTION

229. We have selected 52 areas, which we list in Appendix C, and include
on the map at the end of this Report, for designation as Conservation Areas.

230. QOur list includes a wide variety of landscape types from all parts of
England and Wales. All of them have great natural beauty or special interest,
and most of them are of substantial continuous extent; indeed we have omitted
from our selection many smaller areas of attractive country which should be
protected as Green Belts, Open Spaces, Rural Zones or Nature Reserves under
local planning.

23T. Some of the areas selected, such as the Malvern Hills and the Cotswolds,
fall short of National Park standards in extent or wildness. Other areas are
not included as National Parks on account of intensive land uses which would
not allow a sufficient freedom of rambling access. Of these, the Breckland
and the Marlborough and Berkshire Downs are good examples, where forestry
and' arable farming respectively are paramount. Yet others, such as the
Howgill Fells or the Elenith Mountains, though intrinsically suitable to be
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52
National Parks, are adjacent to country of still higher quality which has been
given preference in our selection. If, however, it is desired at some future
date to increase the number of National Parks, we assume that additions
will be sought from among the Conservation Areas. :

232. Many of the areas proposed are within easy reach of large centres
of population. These more accessible areas will provide enjoyment for people
living in towns and cities more remote from National Parks, who will bé able
to visit and explore their Conservation Areas in shorter periods of leisure.

233. Our proposals have also been strongly reinforced by the findings of the
Wild Life Conservation Special Committee. In presenting their scheme
of Nature Conservation for the whole of England and Wales, they attach
particular importance to the preservation of large tracts of interesting country
too large for strict preservation as National Nature Reserves, but yet of great
value either physiographically or geologically or as containing complex com-
munities of plant and animal life. = We have therefore worked in" close
co-operation with the Special Committee in making our selection, and in drawing
the boundaries of Conservation Areas so as to include land which they
recommended as of outstanding scientific value. We also make provision for
the application of expert advice from the proposed Biological Service (see

Chapter X), to the protection of these areas, the interest and beauty of which
:are so largely derived from their underlying geological formations and from the

richness of their flora and fauna.

DESIGNATION

- 234, It has not been possible to make a detailed survey of the boundaries

of the 52 Conservation Areas proposed. We have, therefore indicated on the
map what we consider to be their approximate limits, We recommend, there-
fore, that local planning authorities should be charged to submit, with the
assistance of the National Parks Commission, within twelve months of the
passage of the necessary legislation, detailed boundaries for the approval of the
Minister of Town and Country Planning; and that the Minister, after making
any modifications in the boundaries which he may think desirable, should
thereafter formally designate each Conservation Area. oo

PLANNING ORGANISATION

235. For the planning of Conservation Areas we do not suggest any altera-
tion in the normal local planning authorities, which, under the new Bill, will be
the County and County Borough Councils. We wish to ensure, however,
that the expert advice of the National Parks Commission, and in appro-
priate cases, of the Biological Service, is made available, and that each
of the Conservation Areas (since they are for the most part geographically
homogeneous), should be comprehensively treated as a single unit. We think
that these objects can be most effectively achieved by the use of Advisory
Committees, an expedient already well established in planning administration,

236. We therefore recommend that the Minister of Town and Country Plan-
ning should, on the designation of any area as a Conservation Area, make an
Order requiring the local planning authority to set up an Advisory Committee
ar (where two or more local planning authorities are concerned in any area); a
Joint Advisory Committee. :

237. We further recommend:— L

(@) that the area of the Advisory Committee’s responsibility should
" be co-extensive with the Conservation Area; . e




Southern

Dorset Downs, Heaths and Coast ...
Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs
The New Forest

Isle of Wight Coast ...

Hampshire Downs ...

Hindhead

The North Downs

Forest Ridges ...

Dungeness ... -

The Cotswolds

Marlborough and Berkshire Downs ...
The Chilterns ...

Eastern and Central

Suffolk Coast and Heaths ...
Breckland
North Norfolk Coast ...
Clipsham-Holywell ...
Charnwood Forest ...
LCannock Chase
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Appendix C

PROPOSED CONSERVATION AREAS WITH

APPROXIMATE SIZE IN SQUARE MILES

as {Boy Northern
Northumberland Coast
The Cheviot and Rothbury Forest ..
Kielder Moors
North Pennines
Howgill Fells ...
Silverdale
Forest of Bowland
Nidderdale Moors
South Pennines

lanning Howardian Hills
’ Flamborough Coast ...
lanning Delamere Forest

'lanning Western

Anglesey Coast

Lleyn Coast

Denbigh Moors -

Clwydian Range

Berwyn

Plynlimon

Clun and ‘Radnor Forests

Shropshire Hills

Elenith Mountains

Epynt

Cardigan Coast -

Gower .

South Glamorgan Coast
Forest of Dean and Wye Valley ...
Malvern Hills ... .

. South Western

)

ofpaths The Mendips ...
Bideford Bay ...

urposes

Bodmin Moor ...

Cornish Coast ...

Isles of Scilly ..

South Devon Coa:t . .
Blackdown Hills and Sldmouth Bay
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NEG/G/118,

. 'NATIONAT PARKS COMMISSION

+

AREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAT, BEAUTY.
Hete By Chairman, '

. "If the comblned proposn_tlons in NPG/G/ 110 shou“ld cammend them-
selves generally to my colleagues and if it is decided that the time -
is opportune to dlvert some of our activities towards Areas of
Outstanding Natural Beauty, the question would arise at once o which
areas we should first direct attention, .Some thoughts on -this :
question are put together in the accompanying paper which, without
prejudice to any conclusions which may be reached on NPC/G/ 110, I
“have thought might helpfully be clrcula’ced now to be read in

conmmctlon Wl‘th that paper.

P.D.

2nd March, 1953




CONETDENTTAT,
M’iTIONa’L ;Ri{q GOMBESSIO‘\J

iy 4. . IREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY. . . -
L ioe L. INTRODUGTION: -

.v-.x

”he prot Qtion for the entire countryside of En,g,lana ma Wales already
afforded by the Town and Oountry l’laﬂ_l’ll.‘flg Aot T19L7, is compre"uenmve, It
may therefore bé conveniént to indicate in Drcmd terms the additional |
protectlon which Section’ 87 of the National Tarks Act 1949 can a,uord to any
area designated as. one of "Outstanding Natural Bu,.u uy" ﬁh& _Z\ _ppendlx sets
IOI"tl'\ thc conparlson in greatar c’letall /

(AN . - . N . Lt .
. Lo e Lo
. : . . R

e .
wl e .

i.‘“: [Ehe "prestw ge" ef’fect desmgna’clo.o. uncler Scot1©n 87 glves the area in
qhestion a nationdl significance, It puts the local authority on their
mettle; and strengthens their hamds in resis ulng pressure for -unsuitable

develogqen‘t N v . -

¢ 4 N "

Rt 'Gérants‘- Under the Town and Country vlanwing “fAct, 1947, unts :m resPeo‘b
of Tree Preservation Orders- and action to discontihue undeslrable uses of land,
-are availeble everywhere up to 50%, Dut may be up “to 75% in Areas of Outstand—
" ing Natural Beauty. Further grants under the Natlomal Parks and uccess to the
Gouna,rys:uie Act, 1949 (not .availeble, in un@es*u*ng:t ed -areas) " may be ob’cc.lned in
Areas of Outstaﬁdlmr Natural Beauty.up td &' maximum ef 75,3 In respeot of 'tree
planting, trestment of derelict land and expenditure on, the prov151on of
access, 1ncluc11n5 the employment of Wardens.

3. Administration. No spécial additional administrative arrangements are
laid down for areas of outstending natural beauty. "Section 85 of the National.
Parks Act enr,bles the Commission to give adv:.é“é‘“r“‘ﬁsﬁﬁctlna -any sreas in. Eagland
“and Wales, " It mgdt however, be cxpmc‘ced “that the Commuission's views would
carry greater weight in resv.)eot of any arvea Whlcl" by des:rnatlon they had
invested with a nc,tlonal 51rn11103n0°

N.B. The fact that, after d831cnatlon ﬂmlnlstratlon remains, as
beforn entirely in the. des of the local c.ut lcvr:ﬁcy reinforces the
lﬂlDOI‘taIle of securinfg that auuhorlt;y g support before des:.f*natlcm. Other-
wise, the non-co-operation of the local authority could, to all intents and
PUI'POSSS make the Commission's action :i_mpo‘ten‘b

IT, SEE:EC‘T‘IOI\E OJ:l XR&AS

The lpSlgnatlon in course of t:uac, 6f all areas which quallf 7 as Lreas of
Outstanding Natural- Beauty will naturally - with: all the lengthy procedure in
sach cdse 'oresorlbed by the National Farks Lct - s’tretch over a long period
of yéars. As even a dozen carnnot be handled Wholesa.le it *s neceéssary for
practlcal purposes ~ invidious though 11: may . be - 'GO pv ck out two or three
7] 'be tieated flrst ) N .

The selectlon affords a .Lasclnatl'ng - L,lhour*h J.nconclusz.ve = gtudy: and
the more peoplk playing the game the longer it ﬁLastsr Birt there’ is one .
congideration which it 'is suggested should in present circumstances condition
the seléction: and, if this limitation is recognised, it makes selehtn_on
easier by narrowing thechoice. I+t.is as follows. .

We/
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We have at present three Parks whose designation is being vigorously
obstructed on the grounfls (1) of the impact which a Park makes on local
administration, whether by Joint Board or otherwise, (2) of theé apprehension
that the Act's provisions for meking better facilities for visitors will
make more visitors and, conseguently, more trespass. Areas of OQutstanding
Natural Beauty involve no change Wwhatsoever in existing administration:
and the provisions of the Act regarding facilities for visitors in Parks do
not apply to Areas of Outstandihg Natural.Beauty.: ‘Accordingly, the local
interests. concerned in.the-three Farks under censideration will make every

‘effort to wriggle out of:Park status. and to, bg madé Areas of Outstanding
Natural Beauty insteady . -To tike an example. . If. Cornwall were +to see
Hertland Foint made.an Area’ of Gutstending Natural Besuty, it would

“rimmensely reinf@rce their plear’that thé séyeral.Cornish areas at' present

,,,,,

‘contemplated for Park status should dnstead be each an Area of Outstanding

Natural Beauty. We should in such circumstances be well advised not at

the present moment to select for A.0.N.B. status’any area’ temptingly near

to those on which we are:trying +to confer National Park stabus. An astérisk

(#Fhas been placed ageinst those areas.on the Following list, which, on this

reasoning, wopld be temporarily deferred, as to make them our first choice at
this stagé might imperil wider policy. '

. The fpllowfng;;i.s an attempt to present a "seeded® list of 12 areas, ,
Judged “solely in terms.of natural beauty, for the purpose of selecting 2 or,
3 as priorities for treatment. It is recognised that probably no two .
persons would agree as to the super priority of these 12 above others of the
meny desérving-dreas in England -and Wales. - L

NOTE.  In every case the boundaries as outlined by the Hobhouse
Committee would require survey or re-survey.

List (1) . The Lleyn Goast -/
e T Berwyns eﬂd‘_i;langollen.

H
[41]

o’ 5 :,.'71 ‘ . . Gf.ower . ‘4/
A TTgye Valleyt o
. Hartland Coast

Isles of Bcilly [_é-pecial order necessary for thi§7
#  Bouth Devon Coast ‘ .
Dorset Downs, Heaths and Coast
. Cheviot.and Rothbury Forest
North Pennines (western. séction)
" North Dowmns West (Guildftrd to Reigate)
" Forest of Bowland B

ES

e
W

A further 12 might be chosen for their beauty as follows: -

List (2)  Flenith Moimiains (parts)
. @lwydian Range. (North)
oo T Plynlimon (West) - ) A
o4 " UJun and :Refnor Forests (limited) L P
7. Shropshire Hills (Stretfon and Wenlock omly) -
-+ 7 % . Bidmouth Bay - SoET T R
I Cranborne Chase and Wiltshire Downs (Iimited)
Silverdale ‘ o :
The Cétswolds (Western) co
Merlborough' 2nd Berkshire Downs (North and- West)
Chilterns (selected parts). = - .1 !
Fowey-Leoe, i - o N

.

s

K
rn
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An alternative additicnal 12 might be chosen using a different eriterion,
and assessing their value for the recreation of urban populations and the
threat %o their beauty caused by their proximity tc these populations., The
status and financial aid provided would be most helpful in the following '

P
cases: — .

List (3) = South Pénnines plus Pendle Hill
Flamborough Coast
The Cotswolds
South Glemorgan Coast
Forest of Dean (Bast)
Mendips . R
% Sidmouth Bay
Isle of Wight Coast .
Hampshire Dowris ‘
Malvérn Hills
North Downs (West)
Chilterns
‘ It will be noted that List (3) includes a mumber of areas which are
included in Iist (2) on the grounds of +their natural beauty .

ITI. 4 COCKSHY

Although, as stated earlier in this kaper, one could hardly expect even
two people to agree on the super priocrity of any one or two areas among so
many deserving places, it will help perhaps to start with something as a
cockshy., If, therefore, the eliminating fachtor based on general policy is
adopted, the following are suggested as a short list from which might be
chosen the first, say, three starters in a progressive programme of 4.0.N.B.

‘

désignation: —

bt

The Lleyn Coast

The Cheviot and Rothbury Forest

North Downs (Western Section) ‘
The Wye Valley

Marlberough and Berkshire Downs )

2nd March . 1953,
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¢

i

2 . .

.- 3

Grerts tmdex 1947
Act 88 shown in Col
- (2); but mey be up.

_th. _7_5:% in respect of

Tree IFreservation

~ Orders. amd action to
remgve buildings -or
G:Lscontlnue un-
des;rable uses of

Tamg, T T

—_—

 Plus following grants

iup to 75%) available
under 191;,9 Aot inm )

respect of expendrture

or compensatlor\ in-

curred in plarmting of

trées and ‘bmb

of derelict land,

Aecess Ordeps or -

Agréements and the

provigion’ of Wardens,
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A1l Areas,

Lreas of OQutstanding

_Natural Beauty.

" CoMMTSSTON'S

TNTEREST AND,
RESPONSFBILITY,

Duty under Section 85 of 1949 Act to |
inquire info and report on guestions

.referred to them by Governmend

Depertments or other bodies in ‘areas
of Outstanojng beau,ty or, crther arcas

pla:mln,_ authorlt 1:;5

i
2

preJudlclal to suct‘:

2

Duties under Section
85 as sc¢t oubt in
Col.. (2). {

Duuy ‘ta aébmse *Jlan—
ning authorities-on
parts of County
Developnent £lans
affecting breas of
Outstanding beauty
and on individual
planning applications
referred to them.

To advise in )
cornnection with Acces!

" proposals of planning

authorities and on
bye-laws.

Advise on payment of
grants.

" AT STRATTON:

Planning Control by County Council

oty

through i’lamlng Comittees. County
Council may, urder 1947 Ack, appoint

such -Committess as théy need. for
discharge of plaming functions and
Aif ‘they chose to do so could appoint
special Committees for Arcas of

Ao

Dutstanding Natural Beauty whether
clesz_bna’ccg by COII]TI.lSSlOIl or not..-

. Minister has power 4o order setting

up of Joint Beoard for whole or part :
of areas of two of more Countied and
also to:esteblish Joint Adwisory
_Comrutt s, In latter case he may-
specifiy matters to be referrea 'I:o *bbe

Cormittees. '_&

A magcrlt Only of members of all. su~
Gommrb'beus need to 'be eleotc& _uer:\be‘rs

By County Counci
through County
Planning Committes.

No provision in 1949
Lcet for separate
Section 87 Committees,
or for nominated
members, but see
Col. (2) for powers

‘of Planning Authori-

ties under 1947 :Act
to appoint such
Committees as they
need for planning
functiohs,
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NATIONAL PARXS . COMMTISSION -

o

NOTE ON AREAS ~OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL *BRAUTY

1.  The Hobhouse Committee recommendsd some fifty-two tconservation arsas™
with a total square mileage of nearly 10,000, which areas, to quote paragraph
227 of the Report, "...in thé main do not call for the degree of positive
management required in National Parks... .but which we regard as an ess ential
dorollary to our National Park scheme", These were areas "whose contribution
- to the.wider enjoyment of the countryside is so important that special measures
" should be taken to preserve their natural beauty'. ' -

- 2, The Hobhouse Committee further recommended (Paras 236 - 240) that the
Minister. should order the setting up of an advisory committee ‘for eac '
areas, and that on that advisory committee there should be representatives
‘from' the National Parks Commission., In addition, it was recommended that
important proposals for development within these areas should be reported
to the Commission for consultation. '

3. Substentially the "aress of outstanding natural beauty” under sections
- 878nd 88 of the Nationsl Parks Act are the Government's substitution for the

. Hobhouse Cogservation. Areas, though, as mentioned in the "otes on Clauses™,

. to0 +thé-Bill the Government did not envisage that these areas should be as .many

suggested in the Hobhouse Report, nor, as will be seen from the provisions

B
n relation thereto should be

oF ‘the Statute, that the Cormission's interest I
g0 extensive. ’ -

7

4, The differences between Tational Parks =nd areas of outstanding natural

- beauty and of planning therein as contrassed with general planning have
already been set out in previous papers circulated to the Commission (nptably -
in Appendix C to NPG/G/174) circulated at the lrst meeting of the Commission.
A copy is appended for reference. The present paper sumnarizes the effect of
designating such areas, deals with the procedure and finally sugzests a

" possible programme.

5. Vhile, practically speaking, no additional powers are given to local
planning authorities in respect to areas of outstanding natural beauty as
compared with all areas, it 1s only %o be expected that the planning powers ,
under the 1947 Town and Country Planning Act will be applied with a greater
regard for preservation when an aren is designated. Idikewise, while there is no
provision in the Act for any special administrative arrangements following

upon designation, the planning nuthority can, if they wish, set up a gpecial
comuittee to deal with these areas and delegate such powers o' that committee

48 they may think fit. They can also include on that committee outside 3
representatives from the Commission and/or the Amenity Societies. Indeed, when
areas of outstanding natural beauty have Been designated, it may well be worth
while considering if; at a suitable time, approaches might not be made to the
Tocal authorities suggesting the creation of special committess, possibly only

of an advisory nabture.

“6;  PBut if there are po special powers relating to these areas, Parliament
has provided an incentive to the more exténsive use of the powers under the )
Town and. Country Planning Act of 1947, by increasing the grants payable for the
exercise of these powers in these special areas. While in all planning areas
the grants are up to 50% of the expenditure, in areas of outstanding natural
“Feauwty the grants may be up to 75%; that ds to say fifty per cent higher,
These grants refer to (a) removal of disfigurements, (b) tree preservation i
and plenting, (c¢) restoring or improving the appearance of derelict land (d) -
the making of access agrecments or orders and (¢) the payment of Wardens.

. -
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politic however o approach the County Council concerned at

7./ Under section 85 of the Natlohal Parks Act,. the Commission aregiven a
watching brief generally throughout the country on all . questions relating to
natural beauty. This section meritions arecas of outstanding natural beauty as’
arcas Which the Commission are expected to be particularly ‘active in the )
ex ercise of this watching brief; eand, in addition, other sections of the Act
impose an obligation on the planning authority to consult the Commission on the
development plan proposals relating to these areas, on action relating to
access requirements, agrecments and orders; while the Commission will advise
the Minister on all matters of grants, : o

8, TWhen the Commission propose to designate an area of outstanding natural
beauty, they are required to consult with every local authority whose area
will be affected by the proposal. Since no special adninistrative arrengements

follow from -designation and, in particular, since there is nd question of any
_logs 6Ff authority by the planning authority, opposition to designation is not so

It would seem
the ‘earliest

possible stage and indeed to discuss with the County Council the whole project.

before embarking on a tour of inspection. It might be wisest that such a tour

should be in compahy with representatives of the County Council, probably the
planning officer. '

likely to be encountered as in the case of National Parks.

'

9.  When %he.mep has been prepered showlng the propoged boundary, -this will

be circulated to all the local authorities 'oonocrn%?d for the "conspltation"
which the Act imposes on.the Comaission, when they propose to make a designation
order, After consulting the local authoritics, the Commission, agein before
making the order, must publish details in the London Gazette and local news-
papers, of the proposed order.and give the .public an opportunity, of making
representations. The Commission will then consider all these repx‘essntatioris.

10.- ¥hen the order is submittod to the Minister of Housing and Local Govern~—

. ‘ment for confirmation, the Commission must forward to him any obs ervatilons
. made by any local authority and any representations made by any one else, in
‘5o’ far as they have not been accepted by the Commission and embodied in the

order.

11, If the Minister is not going to confirm the ordér, or iz going to confirm:
it with modifications, he must comsult the Commission’ and the local authorities
concerned, : '

12.  As 'mentioned above, the Hc_)bhousé Committee récommended no less then 52

Gonservation Areas. . In due course the Commission may well wish to congider

each of these aress snd others as posaible candidates for degignation as- areas
M oy c' <

" of outstanding natural beauty. If, however, the Commission contemplate pro-"

ceeding with some designations in the near futuré a stert must be made some—
where and the Field Officers suggest the following 12 areas as possible "first
choices®, mainly for their high landscape quality, though not entirely without

some regard for their geographical distribution. o attempt has been made

at classification, but in order to narrow down the choice a little, it dis
stuggested that the first six (marked with an astérisk =) might make up the
first instalment. - 4

q

Dorset Dons, Heaths and Coast

. Govrer Peningula

Wye Valley

Marlborough Downs

North Downs (West)

Hartland Coast

South Devon Ceast

Lleyn Coast

Forest of Bowland

Quantock Hills ++ )
Shropshire Hill (Stretton and Wenlock)
North Pennines

TRRY:]

1
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_++ In their objections to the designation of the FExmoor National
Park, the Somerset County Council have asked for the designation of the
Quantocks as an area Oof outstanding natural beauty. '

HMA/LTW/TG/5. 4 5hi -
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PORERS [ND DUTIES 'OF TOGAL PLANNTNG™ AVEHORTTIES IN (RDINARY AREAS

T e ©

CONTRASTED WITH THEIR POVERS AND DUTTES ~IN NATTONAT “BARKS g ™~

AY

" JREiS OF OUISTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY..

This Appendix deals with the difference between Planning il ail areas under
the 1947 Act, Plarming in National Parks, and Planning in areas of outstanding
natural Yeauty, and these are seb out under the following heads :- SRS

—ree

L. _POWEES AND DUTTES F LOGAL PILANNING AUTHORTTIES
" B. GRANTS ’
C. CQUMISSION'S INTERESTS AND RESPONSTBILITIES

D, ADMINISTRATION

It should, of ecurse, be pointed out that, apart from these differences,
there is_what may be" deséribed as’ "the prestige" effect, namely, that desig-
nation, -either &s.a National Park, or as an area Of outstanding natural beauty
undér: Section ‘87, gives the area in question a national significance. I¥
puts the Local Plamming Authority on thelr mettle and strengthens their hands
in resisting pressure for unsuitable developments. - )

4, POWERS AND  DUTIES (P LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITIES

(a) ALL Aveas

Under the Town and Country Plamming Act of 1947, the Local
Plamming Authority is responsible for the preparation of -the County
Development Plan and control of day-to-day development, including..
minersl workings and advertisements. - I% has. power to enforce and
inflict Plenning decisions;, meke Orders for the preservation of |
trees, and buildings of special interest or architsctural merit;
require’ proper ‘maintenance-of waste land; acquire land to secure
orderly dévelopment or remove unsatisfactory development, and,
finally, to sedurs the discontinuance of undesirable uses of land.

., ." .In addition, under the Natiopal Parks hob of 194D, the Tocal-
Planming Awthority has powers to provide locel nature preserves, make
rights of way and access agreements or Orders, apd power ta make
by-laws on access land, and appoint werdens to secure-compliance with
by-laws, It is also given additional power to plant trees, bushes
and flowers for preservation and enhancement of sceénery..

() In Nationals Parks - .

. The powers  and duties of Tocal Planning Authorities-in National .
Parks are no greater than in any other areas, save that there is a
peneral power under Section 11 of the Parks Aot "Go take a,l_j.-such
action as appears to them expedient for the purpose of preserving
and enhencing the natural beauty in Natioral Parks, and of. promofing
their enjoyment by the public®. There is also a power to make
by-laws on lend owned by them in National Parks. = 1\ ’

/In Wational Parks and in areas of ousfonding nobural beauty the
County Council can.meke Ordsrs restricting traffic in the interests
of amenity./ ' ' '

/(e) .
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NATTONAT, PARKS COMMISSION

FURTHER NOTE ON ARFAS OF _GUTSTANDING NATURAL EEAUTY

At the Commission Meeting held on April 4th, when Paper NPG/G/178 was
considered, the Commission agreed that the time hgd now come to give practieal
consideration to the designation of some areas of ocutstanding natural beauty.

(Minute 565). ‘

2. The Cemmission also agreed that it was most desirsble.to carry the rele-
vant loeal plamning authority with them in any proposal to designate an area -
of outstanding natural beauty, and that before deciding on concrete action,
the following points should be considered: :

(a) the nature and scope of any action which. the Commission would
expect the Plamning Authority to take after designation;

(b) choice of areas having regard to intrinsic beauty, threat of
- Gevelopment, geographical position, local opinion and any other
. factors. connected with designation;

(c)  timing, in relation to the Commission's other commitments,
€.g, public inquiries, part designation action,

3. This paper deals seriatim with the three points (a), (b) and (c),.

Action af'ter Designation.

L. Members of the Commission will be .aware that the designation of an area
as.an area of outstanding natural beauty does not involve any special adminis—
trative arrangements, nor are the Commission's responsibilities relating to
these areas commensurate with those relating to National Parks. Previous

papers have set out in extenso the powers of local planning authorities, gra.nts

available and the Commission's interest and responsibility in these areas, all
in contrast with what is the position in National Parks. Broadly spesaking,,
the Commission have a responsibility to advise local planming authorities on,
" development plans relating to areas of outstanding natural beauty (which the
local planning authority must submit to the Commission for comen‘b)‘, and %o

" keep what may be described as. a rather more intense fatherly eye on develop—.
ment in these areas than in other parts of the country; Buk there are no
provisions amalagous to those arising under Section 10 of the'Act in relation
to National Parks (Duty imposed on: local planning authority to formulate and
carry out proposals for the purpose of preserving end enhancing +the natural
beauty of National Parks #nd the promotion of their enjoyment By .the public).

5. The Commission will want Yo consider to what exbent they should encourage
the local planning authority after a designation to adopt a bold progressive
policy of positive action, The status of areas’ of : cutstanding natural beauty
generally, will, it is submitted, depend very largely on the Commission's
policy, and determination o encourage the local planming authorities to take
these areas seriously. . ,

6. The Oomnissionhfs policy will largely cf{etemine whether the designation
results in something mnot very different from labelling the area one of Thigh
landscape value" under the County Development Plan, or something approaching

- the-importence of a Wetional Park.

/77
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7. If the Commission feel that these areas should be upgraded as much as
possible, then they will have in mind the desirability of encoursging the
officials of the local asuthorities (in particular the planning officer who will,
generally, welcome anything which will strengthen his hand +vith his committee
and enable him to control unsatisfactory development) to recommend the formula-
tion of a programme for thess.areas similer to-Section 10, and perhaps the
setting up of spesial. advisory committees of which outside Ppersons could be
members, | Albternmatively, instead of a special advisory committee there could
be a sub=committee of the planning comiittee (in Devon before Darimoor was a
Natiopal Park, there was a sub-committee of the county planning committee
dealing with Dartmoor). .

8. If the policy suggested in paregraph 16 below is adopted, it-might be
advisable, when discussing with the officials of local authorities and the
members of the county planning commbttees the project of designating an area of
cutstanding natural beauty in their county, to put out feelers as to how the
area could be administered and programmes of sction adopted, X

Choice of Areas.

9. As regards the choice of areas, it will be recalled that the Hobhouse
Committee recommended no less than 52 areas, Por convenience these have been
set oub in Appendix "AF 4o this paper showing their geographical location by
counties, It will be ssen that there are 1Q. reference mumbers., This is 50
because about 80 per cent of the proposed areas extend into more than one county.

Actually the figures are as follows:

. Confined to ons Colnty Two Counties Three or more
England 16 31 32
Wales I 8 . 13

Total , 20 39 45

10. While no question of Joint Boerds will arise in the case of areas of
outstanding natural beanty, it is plain that the extension of these areas into
more than one local Planning authority's jurisdiction will not only inecrease
the number of preliminary discussions because of the .numbers of Jocal authori~
ties concerned, but also will add fo the difficulty of securing advisory '
committees, special committeos and programmes of action. The "one County™
arca of outstanding natural beauby will be easier of attaimment than those
where two or more counties are involved, This is, perhaps, one factor which
should be taken into account in any decision as to a batting order in any
programms, ‘ : :

11. The possibility of a national park being set up in a particular county in
the near future may be thought to rule out of consideration for, the moment the
éiesignai:ion of an area of outstanding natural beauty in that region, This
would preclude consideration of areas of outstanding natural beauty in Northum-
berland, North and West Ridings, Fast and West Sussex and Hampshire (unless a
decision not to.designate a South Downs Park is to be taken), Somerset, Devon,
Cornwall (where steps were stavted to designate a Park, but are now in ahgyance),
Cexmiarthen, Brecon and Monmouth, - But it should be mentioned in this connection
that Somerset have suggested that the Quantocks should be en area of outstanding
natural beauty, and once the Exmoor Inguiry is over, there might-be some advant-
ageé in beginning with an area where designation should presumably be well-
received, ’ ' '

12, Intrinsic beauty is an important factor in this problen and the 52 Hobhouse |

Areas would probably receive genersl acceptance as coming within the scope of

-Section 87, or at any rate as a pretty good list from which to select.  But

this ligt cammot surely be regarded as either conclusive or exclusive, Stan-
dards’ vary enormously and it is kmown that the policy of the Ministry is not
Iikely to be in Pavour of. a large number of areas of outstonding natural beauty,



‘How meny the Commission will ultimately designate may well depend on ‘bhe
success of the early designations. Hence the importance of a successful

early campaign,

13. The Field Officers have prepared some notes for the guidance of the

Commission end these are set out in Appendix "B, The Field Officers suggest
That the first list of areas of outstanding natural beauty should include (the
order is alphabetical) Dorset Coast (Appendix "A", No,14); Gower Peninsula
(No,9k4); Melvern Hills (2h snd 69); Shropshire Hills.(West) (44) and Surrey-

Hills (53 and 5.

Yy, It is most important that the launching of a  programme of areas of out-
standing natural besuty should gain as much support as possible from the local
authorities concerned,  Opposition to the first order would, to say the least
of it, be most undesirable, and no reasonsble opportunity should be lost of
obtaining the co-operation of the local authorities. To +that end it is
suggested that exploratory mestings should be held with the officials and
representatives of the planning comnittees, before any formal decision to
designate is taken by the Commission.

15. Experience with National Parks has shown how through inadvertence opposi-
tion to the project arises, when, for example the loecal planning avthority
feels that the consultation is not genuine because the Comnission have already
really made up their minds on the project and are only willing to listen to
minor modifications, :

16. It is suggested that in the first instance the Field Officer and tha
Secretary should approach the Planning Officer and Clerk concerned and hold
informal discussions. They could then report the prospects to the Commission,
and if these were favourable, or perhaps it should be said where these are

g between representatives of. the planning authority and the

favourable, a meeting
Commission should be arranged., It would be made abundantly clear that the
Experience suggests that

preliminary discussions were absolutély informal, -
the active support of the Planming Officer and the Clerk would very largely
determine the attitude of the elected representatives of -the County Council. .
A knowledge of the likely response to the formal and statutory consultation
would help the Commission in deciding which was to be the first designation.

17. As regards boundaries » Within Ilimits the Commission may fesl it right ‘o
meet the requests of the planning amthorities concerned. While the imprint
of an area of outstanding natural beauty must not be debased, too high a
standerd should not be enforced. Most of the conservation areas recommended
by the Hobhouse Committes weré not surveyed in detail.” They were largely '
taken from the earlier Dower Report - the exceptions being the Cornish Coast
(ref.6); Dorset Downs (1L); and the MarIborough and Berkshire Downs (2 and
65). Once the informal acceptance by the local authority of an area of out-
standing natural beauty has been made known, then the Field Officers can study
the possible boundary with the planning officer on the spot, and prepare a
report for the Commission, who can then decide whether a visit of inspection
is necessary. :

18, As regards the opening of the campaign, the Commission are faced with the
Exmoor Inquiry in June and the Longdendale Inquiry in July; they have also =
planned o disocuss' the proposed Northumberland and Brecon Beacons National Parks
in the near future; and they mey wish to consider whether some action as- ’
regards the Cornish Coast is due. While it should be possible for the explova~
tory discussions between officials Ho take place before the end of July (if this
is desired and if it i5 limited to say two or three potential areas), it is
doubtful whether it would be Practicable to hold any meetings between the
Commission and local authority representatives until after the summer,
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APPENDIX A

P

R;i;}l;ilr"loe Coupﬁyj '_ Q'ou;acj_l . Pré;oos ed Conservation Area gg?;ligs §Z§b2rl§0
1 Bedford Al Chilterns part 3,525, 41
2 Berkshire B| Marlboro & Berks Douns part .65
> Buckingham 81 Cbiiterns part 1, 25, .41°
4 Chester A| Delamere Porést ;, 27 - |
5 Cornwall 8{ Bodmin Hoor 95 - !
6 &| Cornish Coast 269 -

7 B} Bideford Bay part 12 :
8 (I=. of Sbilly)a Isles of Seilly 7 -
9 Cumberland Ay Kielder ioors part 1;—0
10 Al N, Pemnines part 16,39,60,72
11 Devon B S‘f Devén Coast: 85 ~ ,
12 8§ Bideford Bay part 7
13, 8| Blackdown Hills &
Sidmouth Baey part L7
1 D‘orset 8 ADorset Downs etc, 4 Ly ‘ -
\15 ‘ 8| Cranmborne Gilase paxrt L9
16 Durham Al N, Pennines part 10,39, 60,72
17 Gloucester . B} Forest of Dean part . 23, 98 |
18 8] Cotswolds part 42,48,59,66,
68
19 B{ Malvern Hills lpart 2L, 69
20 - Hampshire B8 { Hampshire Dowﬁs 221 -
21 B | New Forest pa_:c‘t | 67
22 B] Hindhead part t 53, 58
23 I*ieref‘orci A1 Porest of Dean pa:.ft 17, 98
24 ' : f’r; Ix’féivern Hills part ) 19, &9
25" Hertford B{ Chilterns part 1,3,41
26 Kent B! N. Downs part ‘ Sk
27 B! Forest Ridges parit 55, 57
28 8! Dungeness part ! 56 |
. i
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Ses also ‘

R;iiig?e " -Coun;ﬁy éomoil Proposed' Conservation Area | é‘z ezligs Nombers
29 Iancaster A | Howgill fells part | 61, 79
36 _ Al Silverdale part - 62
31 A| Forest of Bowland part 76
32:.... ' : 818 Penﬁines paxt 78
33 Leicester A Gharnwood Forest 39 -
3h Iinc_c.xl:a: Kest sven Clipsham Holywell part .l;.}
35 l\forf;ﬂic ': f'.P' N, Norfolk Coast Ly . A"
36 T_ | o A Breckland part | "52
37 | Northumberland & Northumbrien Coast .76 I -
38 o A Cheviot & Rothbury Forest 288 | -
39 5 B} N. Pemmines part 10,16,60,72
10 ' .5 . A| Kielder Moors part 9
41 Oxford 1 8 | Chilterns part 1, 3, 25.
1;2 - . B Oot‘sw‘oids part ; 18,48,59,66, .
. ' X 68 ‘
43 Ru%lmd A1 Clipsham Holywell part 3
414; : Salop 0| Shropshire Hills part 99
o ' A | Clun and Rbdnor Forest part 102, 10k
46 § Sé)mers et 8| Mendips 62 -
L7 8 | Blackdoun Hills &
g : Sidmouth Bay part 13
48 . 8| Cotswolds part 18,42,59i, 66,
| 68
I . B4 Cranborne Chase part 15, 6
50 . |stafford - A | Ganmock Chase i 2l -
51 Suffolk, Fast A| Suffolk Coast and Heaths 128 -
52 Suffolk, ﬁésﬁ Bl Brecklatd part “ 36
53 | surrey '8 Hindhead part | | 22, 58
5l : | 8 tNori_:h Dosms part 26
' 55, "Sﬁsse:v:, Bast B! Porest Ridges part 27, 57
56 B Dungeness part 28
5? :Sussex, West 8| Forest Ridges part 27, b5
SR | Q! HinAhend nawrk no oz




Rﬁﬁ;ﬁ iﬁ?e * County Council Propoged Conservétion J\_:c}ea gﬁfaiﬁs s f}jzibaelrlzg
" 60 A Westmorland A N, Pemﬂ_‘ine's .part-. . N 10,16,39,72
61 A1 Howgill Fells part . 4 29, 79
62 Al ‘Silverdale part 30
63 | Wight, Isle of b Tsle of Wight Coast 11 -
N 2 Wiltshize 3 :Cranborne, Chase part ‘ 15, 49
65 | B | Harlborough & Berkshire ‘
, ;  Downs part ‘ 2
65 ? ; Cotsvolds part 18,42,48,59,
* ‘ L 68 . .
67 3 New Forest pert 21
68 . ’%;%Tc;rc'ester ¥al Cotswolds part | %_2,42,48,59, :
69 A fl Malvern Hills part 19, 2k
70 York, B.Riding A Flamborough Coast part 75
71 - /A {1 Howardisn Hills part 73
72 York, N.Riding A.| N. Pernines part 10,16,39,60
73 B A | Hovardian Hills part 71
Th A | Nidderdale }Moors part 77
75 A |, Flamborough Coast part 70
76 York, W.Riding A| Forest of Bowland par% 31
77 ) Al Nidderdale IMocrs part 7h
78 aj S, 'Pen.nirlés part - 32
79 Al Howgill Fells inc,luéed in
: -] Yorkshire Dales National _
Peirk. 29, 61
WALES .
80 Anglesey '@ Anglesey Coast parlt ? 70 8l
81 . ,:éreoéh: ' B Ep'ﬁit:'pal;t! B , ‘89
82 B | Elenith its, part 86,88,103
| 83 ~ Caernarvon  .B| L,ieyn Coast 3l -
84‘ B| Anglesey Coast ? 6 80
85 Cardigan . 8 ~ Cerdigen Coast 18 ~
éé B | Blenith ilfs. part 82,88,103
87 B 100 |

Plynlimon part




See also

R;;‘:zg:?ce cou.ntf Council - Proposed Conser.v.a’u:i?on Area é‘;e;lizs Numbers
- 88 Carmarthen R | -Elenith Mts, part" 82, 86, 103
‘89 ® | Epynt part ’ 81
96 { Denbigh 8 Denbigh Moors | 146 -
91 - . 8| . Olmwydian range part 93 96
9é ‘ B | Berwyn part ‘ 97, 101
93 Plint . 8 Clwydian range port . 91, 96
Ol éiamorgan , 8| Gover L8 L
95 ‘ 8 S. Glamorgan Coast 14 -
96 Merioneth ~ ©| Glwydian range part 91, 93
97 B| Berwyn part 52, 101
98 Hormouth 8 | Forest of Dean part 1 17, 23
99 Montgomery - B Shropshire Hills, part Ly
100 j B Plynlimon partk " 87
101 } R| Berwyn part 92, 97
100 X 3 Clun end Radnor Forest
part ' 455 104
103 Rednor . B | CElenith Mts. par 82, 8‘6,' 88
10k Bi Clun and Radnor Forest
part 45, 102

Areas in One County

England (16)

2, &, 5, 6, 8, 11,
1, 20, 33, 35, 37,

38,

46, 50 51 63,

Wales (&)

85, 90, 9k,. 95.

CH.M.AL

1/6/54.

Areas in 2 Counties

England (31)

7, 9, 12, 13, 15, 21, 26,

28, 30, 31, 32, 34, 36, %40,
43, kh, 47, 52, B4, 56, 62,
65, 67, 70 71 73, 7#, 75,
76, 77, 78

Wales (8) ;

80, 81, 83, 8k, 87, 89, 99,
100, .

22,
41,

57,
6

82,
57,

Areas in 3 or morse
Counties

Englaﬁd (32)

1, 3, 10, 16, 17, 18, 19,
23) 21{'; 25:‘27; 295 393
42, 45, 48, 49, 53, 55,

58, 59, 60, 61, 6k, €6,
69, 72, 79.

Vale es (13) ‘

86, 88 91 92, 93;939
98, 101, 102, 105, 10%
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The potential areas of outstanding natural beguty are here congidered
geographically:- . ‘

3

Fngland North. This area is already crovided with three existing National

. Parks, another designated Park and a further one proposed. Vaile large

areas of great natural beauty (particularly in the North Pennines) still
remain undesignsted few are threatened. The area most threatened, the - .
South Pennines,; falls largely in the %jest Riding and is probably the one
with the least natural beauty. It is, therefore, submitted that none of
these areas should be considered in the first list, ‘

:

Fngland West.. There are three specially deserving cases here -

(a) the Wye Valley which is a popular area of vexry sreat local beauty,

. threatened, to some extent, by quarying., Unfortunately the west bank

is in the County of Momnmouth which is Welsh By allegiance and the east

bank includes parts of Gloucestershire whose County Council might be
favourable and.of Herefordshire which would probably not.

(b) the lalvern Hills. A small area of great scenic interest and beauty
with a well developéd holiday industry on the east, in Worcestershire whose
Council would probably be helpful, and a gmaller one in Herefordshire whose
Council are generally opposed to any interference with the quarrying of the
hills, *uch’ visited from the Iiidland tovwns.

{c) Shropshire Hills, A fairly extensive attractive wild area with hotel
industry centred at Stretton. The Clee Hills section is much mutilated by
quaryying and might be excluded. Shropshire County Council's attitude is

difficult to forecast.

Fngland South-i'est. Notionnl Parks exclude for the moment all the areas in
the larzger parts of the north and

aris ©
this region. However at an early dat
south coasts of Devon should be consi

Fogland Mid (see also Fngland ¥Yest), The only special cases in this region
are Cannock Chase (Staffs) ond Charm:ood (Leicestershire) which their
respective County Councils value highly, Staffordshire bas actually asked
for the designation of Canviock Chess omd three other areas. Cannock Chase is
of some importance as an open ares fairly close to the Birminghom conurbation,
but only a part of it is of any outstanding natural beauty (mostly north) ond
it is not intensively used by visitors and has little or no bourdst business.

Charnvood Forest is somevhat similaxr in being close fo urban areas
Leigester and Loughborough and Coalville and not being of an outbtanding
natural beauty or outstandingly popular. e

Tt might thus be a mistake to put these two areas high on any 1isv.

Pngland BEost. Noné of the areas within this region seem especially worthy
for consideration at this stage. :

Fnglond South, There are huge areas of great naturnl beauty in southern
England, but few would qualify for inclusgion in the first list because of
their geographlcal position, or threats of development, However there are
two special deses, the Dorset Coast and the Surrey Hills..

‘(a) Dorget Coast. This is one of the most varied and attiractive coastlines
in the Country and has interesting, if not always beautiful, heaths behind
it and attractive downland inland. It has a high recreational value and the
coast itself is very populsr with touring holiday makers and campers while
thére are a large number of sebttlements with hotel accormodation alcng it.
Tts designntion would probably be welcome to the County Council.

//<b)n eewm
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(b) Surrey Hills. (Parts of the Hobhouse Conservation Areas ™orth Downs and
"Hindhead®), This area includes the lsrgest section of rough land near London

(in fact almost all of it outside the W;D. held areas) as well as some very fin
k to Titsey, on the Leith

- scenery e.g. along the North Downs from the Hog's Back %

Hill and Holmburv Hill area and a.T'OL."J.CL Hindhead and Crooksbury.

The area would qualify for National Park Status under the headings of its
recreational value and its nesrness %o centres of popula®ion, for it 'ls enorm-
ously popular a:ncl used. Hotel industry devcloped at Hindhead, Haslemere and
Dorking, ‘

Surrey County Council might Telcome designation if it meant lithle or no

~interfsrence with their existing ad.minisé‘ra‘sion;

/+« North Wales and South Wales, nly one area SeECms espeo'x ally woxrthy j for con~

sideration at this stage™- the Gower Ponln*;ula, e small homogenecus area (almost
an island of ebout 50 square mll&:) s adJO ining the large industrial town of
Swansea and constantly threatened by the latter's expansion. It hag a . very
attractive and popular coastline, Its degignation.as an area of outst:mding
natural beauty will soon be reqguested by the Gower Society and this is unlikely

$0 be oppoged b v the Glamorgan County Council.

CONCLUSION « By reason of their great matural beauty, their geographical
and the popular demand for their proservation it is suggested that

position-
the first list of areas of ouls mnct: ng no turﬂl beag u cl ,:Lbnm:od should include;
i) the }f{alvem Hills - , (T'oroesterghw re & Herefordshire)
ii the Bhropshire Hills {west) (Shropshire)
iii the Dorset Coast Dorset ) .
iv the Surrey Hills Surrey) '
(v the Gower o Glamorgan )
H.iL A,

80 6054-
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1. Introdustion:

The Ferest Ridges Congerwation Avea recommended in the Hobhouse Report
"(Cnd.7121), covers an ares of <32 s wiles, and extends fmm St, Leonard's
Forest near Horsham, eastwerds, through Ashdown Forest - to Bedgebury Forest,
S.E, .of Tunbridge Wolly. The area i1z bounded on the South side by Cuckfield,
Hayward's fleath and Crewbowrough, and to “he North, by Créwley, Bast Grinstead,
Forest Row and Tunbridge Wells, )

The Bast Sussex County Govineil have suggested that the Forest Ridges area
should be enlarged b form au A,0.W,B. to be known as The High Weald, by ineluding
& large arvea of additiounsl %erritory extending Bouth-eastwards to the coast ab
Rye and Fairlight, and Jastwards to Tenlerdsn and Aldington near Lympne, and so
to link up with the Kent Downs A.0.N,B, :

In addition to Bast Sussex, the enlarged area would inelude territory within
the Counties of Kent, Surroy snd Hastings Gounty Borough, These authorities have
been consnlbed by the Best Sussex County Flanning Officer on the proposed
designation of a High Weald A,0.N.B., and 1t is understood that they are all
agreeable to it in principle, ,

2, Geology:-

) A thick series of Estuarine and fresh water deposits of the Laver Crebaccous
age are exposed by the denudation of an anticlinal fold from which the Upper
Cretaceous beds have been removed,

The central part of the Weald is composed of sandstones and clays of the |
Hagtings Beds, and forms an area of deeply dissected high ground which rises in
places to around 700'. Th!' is gurrounded by a broad zone of lower-lying land
~oceupied by the outorop of vue soft shales of the Weald Clay, ’

3, Northern Foresh Ridgen:

There can be 1little doubt that the Worthern Forest Ridges section of the High
Weald jusiifies A.0.N.B, sbatus, Most of it is good rural countryside, not
entirely without blemish, and with a certain amount of ‘subtopia'! and larcadia',

“but the landscape generally iz of a relatively high standard, well wooded, largely
agrioultural, pleasantly varied, with commons, large estates and parkland, and
many pioturesque viliages. Most of the woodland is mixed hardwood and conifer,
with a high proportion of ocak, Scots pine, birch and willow, with hazel and sweet
chesbout coppice,

The Ashdown Forest area, especially, has considerabls recreational value, and
is much used for plenicing. It is good walking country, and there are fine
distant views from the hlgher ground., There are extensive areas of Calluns heath
and woodland, much of which 1s schedulsd by the Nature Conservaney as being of
special sclentiflc importance. \ .

.One of the chief prohlems in Ashdown Forest are the forest fires, which cause
serious damage to the wild life, particularly in the spring when the birds sre
nesting, BEfforts are being made locally fo take spesial precautions, and fo
provide a more efficient means of coping with Iires which get out of control.

/ ll-v'



Lo  Southern Forest Ridges - Rye Bay: o (

There may be a case for extending the Northern Forest Ridges area Bastwards
and S.B, ~ even as far as the ccast, but this would about double the size of the
original area, and it would brirg in a conslderable area of rela%mvely less
atbractive cuountey.,

The mein purpose of bhs prepuosed axbension is, presumably, to bring the ver
pleagant comatal wegloa ~f Fys sud "Mncheiser, vnder A.0.N.B. planning control.,
The intervening vemveitory couwhains o we pookess of good country, e.g. the
neighbourbooa of Bodin Uas “Te aad the Upper Rother Valley, but from & landscape
point of view, 1t 1s dos off such a.uulrormlj high standard, considered in relation
- to the Noerbdhern Forest nJabeh nrsg, It i badly disflgured in places, and there
ig a high proportlon oif "mibhopta rad farcadila’,

]

It would be mmfeiy, now

e bt wndb\ the Southern Forest Ridges landacape
by what ons geen frou Phe mairn oneds, waleh Prequently seem to reveal almost the
worat aspects feom a landeunge pmJnL o v:&wn Inter-war years ribbon development,
sprawling from the nuoled of othsrwise abtractive villages, end unfortunate
disfiguremer’: from oveviead elexivicity and telephone lines, often have a
depressing effect on ths landsvape quality,

With one or two excephions, such ag the ridge road A.265 near Burwash, which
affords some good vantage moiats, this Southern part of the High Weald cennot
usually be seen to advantage from the main highways, As 1ls so often the case
elsewhere, it is essential to penetrate the remoter areas inm order to appreclate
the full beauty of the landscape. Away from the main roads, there is some
delightful country, much of which has a 'This Bngland" flavour, consisting of
pleasant pastures, orchards, hop fields and woodlands, and oast houses and
windmills are still quite a common sight. Some of the latter have now been
converted into dwellings., ‘

5. DBoundapies:

8,8, Seetion: Rys ~ iinshelses - Talrlights

Tn this coasbal section there are some unfortunate pockets of bad development
which probably should be ewcluded from the A.0.N.B., but the marshes at Pebt
Level, and the towns of Rye end Winschelses are so oubstanding, that a good deal
coan be forgivem. o o

On the face of it, i# reomr yather 1lloglcal that the town of Rye -a
complete gem, should be xe]uded fron the proposed A,0.1.B, whereas Rye Harbour,
with its adjacent industrizl deva Lopment, some of which is downright ugly, is
shown %o be within the wres provesed to be deslgnated.

At‘Wﬁuohelsea Beach, there ig a most unsightly collection of caravans, shacks
snd hutments, which oould hardly justify inclusion, unless a firm undertaking is
given that something will be done %2 improve +he appearance of this nagty blot on
the landsoape, J@hW@“"',‘Dﬁ‘$n“@ Beactoand Fairlieght, the sea can only be seen

by olimbing the embankm 1oh hoerders the road. The marshss end bthe bird life
at Pelt Levsl are delighiuthul,

The commonplace seﬁn!cmsnt of redwvoofed shacks and bungalows at Falrllght
Cove could not possisly be irclnded within the 4,0,N,B, with a clear consclence,
although the actual ¢liffs end the vosst on elbhor side are good. Perhaps the
best course would be to exelude the built-up area, and merely to include a
coagtal strip. :

/ Eaet Section:




East Seotion: Tenterden ~ Appledore - Ham Steoub:

In general, the extreme castwards extension of the region of Tenterden,
Rother Levels, the Isle of Oxmey and Romney Marsh, seens to be satisfactory, but
I do not think that the area could be made to Llink up with the Kent Downs A,0.N.B,

I doubt whether the boundary could really go much beyond Ham Streot, except
to take in the sattractive area of oak wood to the N.E. of the village, part of
which forms the Ham Street VPoods National Nature Reserve.

There does not appear to be sufficient justification on landscape grounds for
taking the boundary any further eastwards to include the rather ordinary villages
of Bonnington and Aldineton Corner.

The country in the neighbourhood of Tenterden, the town of which is still most
attractive, seems to be worthy of inclusion.

The S.E. boundary in this sectlon is formed by the Royal Military Canal for
a distance of about 10 miles, This makes & convenient boundary, but I should have
thought that having got into this area, there might have been a cage for including
more of Romney and Walland Marshes.

Along with Dungeness, the Romney Marsh area was recommended by the Hobhouse
Committee ms & Conservation Area, but was subsequently dvopped by the National
Parks Commission from the list of possible A.0.N.B.'s ag the former wild beauty
of Dungeness became largely wrecked by holiday camps, end more recently by the
nuelear power station. Away from Dungeness, nuch of Romney Marsh remains largely
unspoiled, although the power linés from the nuclear station cause some
disfigurement, The Romney Marsh landscape may not be to everyone's taste, but it
has a subtle beauty, and it contains some of the finest grassland in the country.

Northern Section: Tonbridge — Tunbrideze Wells:

I have some reservations about the proposed extension of the A.0,N.B. boundary
on the N,W. outskirts of Tunbridge Wells, and to the N.W. of Tonbridge., These
extensions seem to me to be too closely associated with the built-up areas, and
not sufficiently rural, I prefer the original bhoundary shown in red on the 19
nap,

Central Bection: Crowborough:

The town of Crowborough has very sensibly been excluded as an '“island' of non-
AJ0.N,B, territory, and this 1s clearly the best way of dealing with it.

Vestern Section: M.23 - §5.B. of Crawley:

I can see no point in extending the A.0.N.B. west of the proposed M.z23
Motorway where it passes to the B, and S.E. of Crawley, and I think it would be
betfer to take the line of the Motorway as the K.0.N,B. boundary in this section.
The small amount of territory which would thus be excluded is of no great
significance, apert from the beautiful Saxon Church at Worth,

I am morry about this, bulb designation is unlikely to help much, ag in any
cese, Worth church seems destined to puffer disturbance from the proposed Motorway,
which Wildl pass within about 100 yards of it through the valley below.

6. Coneclusions:

In my opinion, it ig doubtful whether in the earlier days of the National Parks
Commigsion, the proposed extension of the Forest Ridges area B, and S5.E. would have
been considered to be of conslstently high quality to justify A.0.N.B. status,
although some of the landscape is undoubtedly attractive, and there may be
something to be said for bringing the coagtal part under A.0.N.B. control,

(Lod W)
215t April 1969
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REGOUMENDATIONS 5 (

‘That the Bast Sussex County Council, on thelr own behalf and on behalf of the
Kent, West Sussex and Surrey County Councils and the Hagtings County Borough
Councz.l, request the Countryside Commission to take the necessary steps to
designate that part of the High Weald shown in broad outline on drawing number
842/B as an Area of OQutstanding Nabtural Beaubty under Section 87 of the National
Parks and Aceess to the Countryside Act 1949, subject to and reserving the right
of, the gbove local planning authorities as well as the County District Councils
concerned to make representations at the appropriate time on detailed outer

. boundaries snd on the boundaries of any internal settlements or other areas which
should be excluded.

La 30 Jiﬁi‘x:,

County Plannding 0ffleer,

DyAW,
Aprdl 1969
AB/B5



1%« A planning authorlty must consult the Countryside Commission in prepaswing or
altering a development plan or in making access orders or agreements relating to
land in an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, but there is no obligation under
the Act for them to consult the Commission on applications for planning permission
in respect of such land, although in accordance with Section 88(1) the Commiszsion
have a dubty to give advice in cases where they are so consulted.

Suggesgted Planning Policy

The With regard to the powers of a local plamning authority to preserve and
enhance the natural beauty (Section 88) I would, subjeot to the necessary
consultations, recommend that as soon as possible after designation that part of
the High Weald Area of Outstanding Fatural Beauty in Bast Sussex should be the
gub ject of a policy written into the County Development Plan with the following
broad objectives:—

(1) Bxcept where specifically stated, the principal land uses to be limited to
agriculture, forestry, outdoor recreation and naturs conservation/study.

(2) Development not directly related to the principal uses in general only to be
' adnitted if in the public interest there is a strong case for such development.

(3) All development to be subject to appropriate siting and a high stendard of
degign which reflects the intention teo preserve the charactsr of the area.

(4) In order to reinforce the necessary development control in regard to (3)
above Artiele U Directions requiring planning consent for certain clauses of
development permitted by the General Development Order to be submitted to th
Minisber for approval., o

(ﬁ) Proposals for the designation of the area as an 'area of special control!
under the Advertisement Regulstions to be submitted to the Minister for
approval.

'(6) Appropriate measures to be taken to preserve those trees and woodlands which
make & special contribution to the landscape and to secure replanting wherse
necessary.

(7) With regard to the Wealden woodlands, shaws and hedgerows in general
appropriate messures to be taken, consistent with good forestry practice, to
maintain the wooded character of the area, in terms of both the total
acreage under woodland and the dominance of broad leaved species in the
landsoape,

(8) Generally, in the exercise of their powers under the National Parks and Access
to the Countryside Act 1949, the Town and Country Planning Acts, the Civie
Amenities Act 1967 and the Countryside Aet 1968 all reasonable steps to be
taken tog-

(2) preserve tnd enhance the natural beauty of the area and to protect its
characteristic natural features, flora and fauna, bulldings of historic
and architectural interest and ancient and industrial monuments and
features.

(b) TImprove public access and promote the enjoyment of the countryside.



Battle R.D.C. .
Cuckfield U.D.C. (
Cuokfield R.D.C.

Chailey R.D.C.

Bast Grinstead ULD.C.

Hadilsham R.D.C,

Rye M.B.

Uokfield R,D.C,

7,  All of these Councils support the designation of the wider area in principle.
The Battle Rural District Council, however, consider that the whole of thelr
District should be included with the exception of ‘certain built-up areas. I
cannot recommend that this view should be accepted as on this basis of landscape
evaluation practically the whole of Bast Sussex would desexve to be included and
thig would largely invalidate the case for designation.

8, As & result of the consultations, I have made & minor adjustment of the
bouvndary in the vicinity of Battle and another near Bolney -to meet in part an
observation of Cuckfield R.D.C. that the boundary should be exbtended & little to
the south to follow A.272, ‘ =

9, Preoise boundarics are not imporbant at this stage, however, for if the
proposal is accepted in principle by the Countryside Commission they would be
reguired to initiate the statutory procedures, including consultation with the
local authorities concerned and public advertisement.

Effects of‘Designation

10,' Perhaps the most importent advantage in designation as an Area of Outstanding
Noatural Beauty under Section 87 of the National Parks Aot i3 that an area is
thereby given national recognition and status which one would expect the Minister
to teke into account in any relevant matter.

11: Under the Act locel authoritles have the following powers within én,Ar@a of
Outstanding Natural Besuby:-

(1) section 88: ‘to take 8l such action as appears expedient (subject to certain
Timitations) to preserve and enhance the natural beauty, ineluding the flora
and fauna and geologleal and physiographical features.

(2) Section 89: to carry oub certain works for the restoration andvimprovement of
derelict land.

(3) Bection 90: to make appropriate bye-laws in respect of land in their ownership,
(4) Section 92: to appoint wardens where bye~laws have been made or could be made.

(5) Section 93: to make orders, subject to the approval of the Minister of
Transport, restricting the use of designated roads to gertain descriptions of
traffic, :

12, Section 97 (as amended by the Countryside Aot 1968) provides for the payment
by the Minister of grants in respsot of compensation for Discontinuance and Tree
Preservation Orders and for the treatment of derelict land within an Arvea of
Outstanding Katural Beauty. Sections 33 and 3k of the Countryside Act 1968
provide for the payment by the Minister of grants in respect of other actlons in
the countryside generally (e.g. for the establishwent of country parks or camping
sites and for tree planting), end it is possible that he would more readily agree
to the payment of such grants within en Area of Qubstending Natural Beauty.



Appendix T

SUGGESTED HIGH WRALD ARRA OF QUTSTANDING NATURAT BEAUTY

Report of the County Planning Officer

Introduction

1o At their meeting on 9th October 1964 the Committes considered a proposal by
Kent County Council that following completion of the necessary landscape surveys
there should be o Joint approach to the National Parks Commission (now the
Countryside Commission) by local planning authorities concerned requesting them
to designate the Forest Ridge as an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty under
Section 87 of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949, The
Committee resolved that they agree to co-~operate with the Kent County Couneil and
that the County Planning Officer be asked to report further on a suggestoed
boundary when the survey is completed. -

Area Proposed for Desisnation

2« The area which I now suggest for designation (shown on drawing number 84.2/R
atbached) is based, as far as the Bast Sussex section is concerned, on the County
Liandscape Evaluation Survey which was reporbted to the Committes in September 1967*,

3. The area is more extensive then formerly envisaged, covering not only the
Northern Forest Ridges, exbending from the 8t. Leonard's Forest in West Sussex
acrogs Ashdown Forest into Kent, as recommended in the post-war Hobhouse Report on
National Parks, but also a large part of the Southern Forest Ridges extending
through the Battle Rural District to:the Rye Bay Coast. Although the landscepe of
the latter area is more variable in quality it embraces some very attractive and
distinctive areas, such as the Ashburnham end Brightling Hill country; the
valleys of the upper Rother, Brede and Tillingham; the marshland setting of Rye
and Winchelsea; and the Fairlight cliffa and Glens in Hastings County Borough.
Because of its wider exbent I have reférred to the area as the 'High Weald Area of
OQutstanding Natural Beauty!.

4o Most of the Northern Forest Ridge and also the Ashburnham/Brightling erea are
defined as areas of great landscape valus on the approved County Map: and the
Committee have already resolved that the Upper Rother Valley and the Rye Bay Coast
© should be similerly defined on the Review of the County Development Plan.

Congultations

5.  Although the greater part of the High Weald is in Rast Sussex it extends into
Kent, Surrey, West Sussex and Hastings. T have therefore consulted the Planning
0ffioers concerned and have agreed with them the provisional boundaries shown

on my drawings. I am informed that their Councils support the proposed designation
in principle and are content thet the Bast Sussex Council shouwld approach the
Countryside Commission on behalf of all five local planning authorities.

6s I have also consulted the following District Councils in Fast Sussex who
would be affeoted by the proposals:-

-1 -

w 'Landscape Evaluation: A research Project in Hast Sussex! K,D. Fines.
Reprinks of the published paper are now available on request,
Reference should be made to Fig.2 and to the deseription of the High Weald
P\&ges 2{*9"50»



Miaules

232. High Weald - Sugpested New A,0,.N.B, besignation

In view of their decision to review their general policy on Section 87
designations the Commission considered it inappropriate to reach a deoision on this
suggested deslgnation put forward by the Clerk of the FEast Sussex County Council on
behalf of his Council and of the West Sussex, Kent snd Surrey County Councils, and of
the Hastings County Borough Council. ‘

They agreed that the Clerk should be informed that they were reviewing their
deslgnatiom Policy, and would be returning in due ocourse to consideration of this
proposal in the light of thelr condlusions.

The Commisbion then went on to difcuss the merits of the proposed area and agreed
that a site vislt be arvanged in the summer of sutumn of 1969, emphasising that the
arrangements should be made on a confidential hasis, e :

ol 55)
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IN CONFIDENGCE CM/69/5

COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION

Minutes oﬁ the ninth meeting of the Countryside Commission held at 1, Cambridge Gate,
Regent's Park, London, N.W.1. on Tuesday, June 3, 1969,

PRESENT :
The Baroness Wootton of Abinger Chairman
Mr. James Fisher Deputy Chairman.

Dr. Margaret Davies

Mr. George Howard

Sir William Lindsay, C.B.E.
Professor 0., R, MeGregor
Mr, Peter ¥, Shepheard

Mr. Jack Longland

Mr. M. F. B, Bell | | Secretary
Mr. J. R, B, Ferguson

Mrs. M, B. Jones

Mr. R. Bush

Mr, Ds T, ™llcock

Mr. R, J. S. Hookway
¥r, L, J. Watson
Mr, N. P, &llen

Apologies for absence were received from Mr. Buxton, Mr, Jones and Mr. King,

, The Commission asked the Chairmen to write to Mr. King thanking him for his past
elp.

The minutes of the meeting of May 6, 1969 were approved and signed by the Chairman.

216, Matters Arising from the Minutes

Minute 192

In response to & request from Mr, Longland, the Secretary gave a report on
Progress made by the Working Party on the Vaynol Estate. The Commission endorsed the
Suggestions he had made regarding the presentation of the report of the Working Party
by the Secretary of State to the various interests concerned.

/217,



They agreed that a grant of £10,000 should be recommended on the understandis
that the restaurant would be llcenced and open to the public and that a proportio
of the accommodation in the hostel adjoining should be available for the general ‘
public,

(8A/5/209) -

229, Serviees Use of Dartmoor (Minute 207)

The Chairman gave a report on her recent visit to Exeter with Mr. Buxton and
Mr. Ferguson at which the services use of Dartmoor had been discussed with the
Dartmoor Park Planning Committee. The Commission noted the reply of the Minister
Planning and Land to the Chairman's letter of May 6. They agreed that the Chairm
should now seek another meeting with Lord Waldegrave to discuss the maximum length
of lease which the Commission could countenance, the timing of the Commission's ne
action, and the management of the publicity arising therefrom.

(/1)

230. Exmoor - Purchase of Property by Somerset County Council

The Commission noted that the Clerk of the Somerset County Council had approa
the Seeretary outlining a proposal to purchase an estate in Exmoor, including the
Chains, which had recently come on to the market. The Commission endorsed the
Secretary's action in encouraging the Somerset County Council to move towards pure
of the property. The Secretary undertook to report on the future progress.

AREAS OF QUTSTANDING NATURLL BEAUTY

231, Section 87 Designation: General Policy

The Commission briefly discussed their general policy in relation to designat .
under Section 87. They agreed that it was desirable at an early date to review th
policy in the light of the general planning developments which had supervened 51nc
they had last considered the subject.

232, High Weald - Suggested New A.0.N.B. Designation

In view of their decision to review their general policy on Section 87
designations the Commission considered it inappropriate to reach a decision on t
suggested designation put forward by the Clerk of the East Sussex County Council
behalf of his Council and of the West Sussex, Kent and Surrey County Councils, and
the Hastings County Borough Council.

They agreed that the Clerk should be informed that they were reviewing their
designation policy, and would be returning in due course to consideration of thi
proposal in the light of their conclusions.

The Commission then went on to discuss the merits of the proposed area and

that a site visit be arranged in the summer of autumn of 1969, emphasising that
arrangements should be made on a confidential basis,

(A/55)

233, Mendips Designation (Minute 3958)

The Commission considered paper A/1019 setting forth the staff's recommenda
on the boundary proposals put forward by the Somerset County Council., The Commi
agreed with the recommendetions as set out in paragraphs 5, 6 and 7 of the paper
the same time they agreed that the statement of intent submitted by the County C
was not satisfactory and directsd that the County Council should be informed tha
until a specific statement had been produced suggesting in concrete terms what +
proposed for the area the Commission could not proceed further with designation

ection 87,
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) Introduction Tt e " ‘ " :
.' Do ‘ It seems 11ke1y that the Commission's current progranme of

. : i

a.o.n by designntiona mll be completed by ‘the end of 1971,  Te
. -time now seems ripe to consider vhether there should be any extension
. of the designation programme thereafter and, indeed,_ to consider the
. ‘Comission's future policy for such dosignitions. The Commission
have already expreased their w:.sh to review their pollcy in i;h:.s ‘
. matter It is assumed that in the hierarchy of protectlve designations | 5
' " the Commlss:.on W111 msh to accord top ratmg and future pr:.omty to
L nationnl parks anrl herltage codsts.

AT 2

CA Fete ML AR T AT

", Progress made ‘ o ' I \
2 By SPpt“"lhcr, 1970, the Commlesmn had designated ir

all twehty seven areas of outstanding natural beauty, all o which had
_been confirmed by the apvroopriate Minister. (2% in Ergiand and 3 in
Walés--iﬁ;ibﬁed in Appendix \ o the Commission's Third Annual Revort -
page 52).

landseape quality, and that some of them are no better than otuer arezs

-5

e ¥

et 3 et Wl

ey

It could be said tkat not ali %hese arezs are of egual
not yet designated or approved for desigaation.

Current vrogramme .-

.

) The current designatior prograsme inciudes six Ifurther
arcas (Endand - 4; England and Wales - 1; Wales - i) at various
stages of the procedure. A list of these is given in Appendix & to
this Paper. . " ' ' .
. ' . ¥ )
: Lo )
Stalutory rrovisions

b Section 87 of the dct of 1949 gives the Commisaion powers
to sélect and designate areas of outstanding natural beauty. Ir the
absence of any Ministerial directicn, the Commission have compleie
discretioh as to cokoice of arecas, priorities and, indeed, whether to
undottake any desigaation or net. Designation orders made by the ,
Commission do not come ihto operation uatil confirmed by the approyrisie
Minister, ¥ho may confirm the order with or trifhout modifications or
refuse to confivm it.,

s By A1 o S B
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. . . .
) -4 }
'
- PR



L, 5 ' . Bootion 87 (1) of the Act provides that -
' e : "The Commission may, by order made as respeots any

area in England or Walea, not being in a National Puzk,

: whloh appears to thom to be of such outstnnding natural

. L benuty that it 15 desirable that the provieions of this
LT, . ., Aot relating 'to Suok areas should apply thereto,
e, ' vdesignate the area: for the purposes of this Act as an

aren of outatanding natural beouly; » o M
whia provision appears to include two reguirements -
o that the arca shall be deemed by the Commisslon "to have
. ) & Bufficzenﬁly high stundard: of natural beauty ‘(de, a
- landscape quallty rating); and
< ey that in the Commlsslon'a View the special’ provmsaons of
. ‘ the Aﬂt relhtlng to desxgnated a.0.ntb.'s should apoly
(3e, a pollcy ‘judgement 1q the publmc interest).

Areas ellglble for, and aquested for des1gnat1 .
,-:-6 " , The behouse Report - inclided a 11st of areas suggesoed
". Yor - designation as 'Conservation areasM. g Particulars of these, with
comments showing which areas have heen dealt with, which were considersd
"Bt "iitten offh by the National Parks Contrission, afid which have still

“to be considered by the Commlssmon, are glven in Appehidix B to this
Pdper.

.
’ .
. . -
] R ot :
e [} LI o“':‘ v ° o ‘f
.
.

V/ A further 1ist of dther non-fobhouse areas which have
besn suggested to the Commission, biit have not yet been Tully considered
by’ihe Commission or abproved in prlnczpﬁe for 1nc1usmon in their

% deslgnntlon programme, is glven in _‘Egggkﬁjg to thls Paper,
8 There are almost certa:nly many aress in mngland and Wales

B . of varlous sizes which cou1a be identified and suggesied as worthy of

Y consmderaulon:br deSLgnat;on, &t any rave on grounds of andscape
‘ quility. _It seems to be desirable, as a matter of prineciple, that the
“Commission should reiain the initiative in Firdt idertifying all the
areas of high enough landscrpe quality to. warrant consideration for
: r;cdgnition on a national basis (ie as‘national parks, as a.o.n.b.!'s cr
as heritage coast), with a view to central designation by the
Commission and confirmation by the Minister.
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Future Yoliey

*

A statoment of the relevant considorations and arguments
for and against a further programme ¢f designations is in Appondix
D*to this paper. The argumonts are nicely balanced but the
Commiaéion'may feol that the changes in circumstances introduced by
1ogislatiép in 1968 are of considerable impoitance. Those are:

L H, . 'he Coulitryside A¢t 1968 fecognisesthe potefitial amenity

and recreational value of the vhole countrynido, some arcas have
very atrong claims o protection even though by national standards
the quality of the landscapa may not be very high.

e ' Ekchequer Grant is now available throughout the’

countryside for expenditure which vas formorly eligible only in
8.0.n. b.‘s, although some minor advaﬁtages in this respect still
derive from desighation see paragraph 3 of Appendix D,

o, The Town &nd Country Plnnn;ng Act 1968 opens“the way
“to more*pbsiiive'blanning of ‘the couritryside in general in the

L ifiterests of both conservation and recreiiion.

AB a resilt of these changes, a.o.n b. des1gnat10n
would seem rather less rélevant than Tormerly to the problems of

- the- cbuﬁtryside. Accordihgly future designations might reasonably te

restricted to a small rumber of areas of truly outstandlng qualltj.

r

: N . . ?
"Recommendation

The “Commission chould nbot contempiate any extencive
new programne of designations. They should rather review the

_existing designated areas and &trongest remaining candidate

areas with a view %o rounding off tho whole exercise “in a way

" that leaves least anomalies. This review should be made.

‘initially by Commission officers and should be based upon the
landscape quality of the areas in question taking account of
possible future National Park designations and of the Heritage
coast proposals. )

it the Commission endorse this recommendation,
fpe'Depaftﬁent of the Environment, the Welsh Office and the )
CCA should be informod, and their views sought on the desirability
of a public statement being issued by the Comm1ssion to the effect
that they will not for the preseht bhe ombarking upok a new !

programme .of dosignations. Such a Piblic statemeht would be

1§kely to provoke a quantiby of unweleome suggestions and might
also have polibical reprecusions.. Cn tho other hand, 6fficers
have .colitinually to doal with suggestions in favour of further

" desipnations, sce Appendix O, and it would bo helpful to be able
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A to say in reply that the Cammisnion had decided to re\;iow the

- (designation programmo as & Whole in the light of current cirecup-

stances, including the two 1968 Abts,
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Popition at %1 March 1971, .

' "+ The' following 6. arcas in the curreit programme at varioua stages in the - p
procedure tovards dosignat1on $- . ;
S . Bhgposted tirget - ‘ 1

Areas County Councils ' dates for gomarka T

. . dos1g,nat10n

-, 1, Wye Valley - ‘Monmouthshire 28 Fobruary 49?1 Designation Orders .-
. Herefordshire ‘ submitted to Socretary
Gloucestershire of. State for the 1

l'}avuonment and Sec- |

) ) . retary of State for

Sorre o ’ Lo Vales, A

. 2. Menaips Somerset: . 31 August 1971 At Statutory !
. ' - . ) Advortisement stage, |
) 3..,,szch Hessex Berksh1re 30 September 1971 At Statiitory %
... . Dowms Hampshire, , .. ‘Consiltation stage

L

. 4:2

5.

6.

i ' APPENDIX A
! 1

- Proposed new n.o.n.b, 'a apnroved in nrincivle by the
Commission and ‘procceding towards desipnition (1,00, )
. ' current designation programmes - "pipeline cases") ;

" (Jocal authority

wlltuhue
' comments received)

—

§fIver'dé1é Weﬁtmorland 0 Sépteiiber 1971 Nowr -at §ta€ﬁﬁ6r,

lancashire R COhsultatJ.on stage
: : (1hcal authority ]
’ - comments awaited:) :
Inncolnsb:.re I:mcolnsh:.re 30 Seéptember 1974 Now nearing end of s
wolds * . prelimindry Conhsultatic
" stage. i
Cardxgan chirefardiganshire Tn suspense, indefinitelv.
‘Coast |
-
i
.. |
¢ (not a Hobhouse Report area)
' i
;‘f.&
4
’ &
] R %
- §5 i
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I  JIOBHOUSE COMMITIER REPORT

APPENDIX B

™

Preposod Conservation Areas 1) ' .

" Noithumberland Coast 76

The ChGV1ot and Rothbury
) . Yorost 288

Kielder Moors hor

No#th Penhlnes 653

Howsill Folls LR

81lverdale . 79

i
T,

Foreut of Bowland' éé9:

* ‘Midderdale Moors 239
Soﬁ%h'fenﬁines 354
Howardian Hills 58
Flamborough Coast 18

¥

Delumere Forest -

. o . -Equare
_, *Northern cot M Miles -

‘c "\

« "7 Comments

L]

AA.o.h.b. designated’ - 50 8q. miles.

(Northumberland National Park)
(Border Fbrest\thk)‘

. RS A
. For considerition

2¥én consideration as addition to a

National Park (Lake District or
!brksh1re Dales)

Proceedlng tovards de51gnation as a. o.n.~,

A.0 .n.b. des:gnated - 310 sq mzles.

For consideration.

For_consideratién.

For consideration.

‘Jertten off" by Mational Parles
'Comm1551on for a,o.n.b. desicgnation.

(Heritage Coast)

For consideration

(Protected by Forestry Commission)

T

.
SUIBAE S gt

el ot e

(%) Roport of the National Parks Coumlttoe (anland and Yales)

Jqilly, 19#? Cmd. 7121 Appendix C.
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. ]... o P
g Flde, '
() ’ Yestorn
Wuv{bm 1%,  Anglusoy Coast
- M.  Tleyn Coast |

}(fl 6‘} 15. Denbi[;h Moors

g(,_q “16. Olywdian Range
/73.8 1?7, Borwyn '
m /‘/’ 6 18,  Plynlimon
@len | 19. - Gim and Radnor

. Forests
z 20, Bhropshiive fi{1ls"
~ .4l 21,  Eleniih Mountains
e 2 i oo
- 23. ' Cardigan Coast
— 2. Gower
§¢315 1 25. Sciith Glamorgan Coast
| :

. 26. ‘Forest of Dean and
I $ ’ Wye Valley

_ 27.  Malvern Hills
t .-

Sguaro
ﬁ'illoa
1 .
B
h6
120

-" 205

530
4t

-192
484

179

.18

1

232

25

Commonta

A.o.n.b, designdoed - 83 sq. milen.
* Av0unsbs designated - 60 aq. miles

For consideration.

‘
. - ‘ L]
PN .

- For consideration.

For cdhsidurétion.

‘(Tricluded in proposed Cambrian Natmonal
Park. ) .

For cohsideration

A‘.c':.n".b. desipnatiod - 300 8q miles.
4 .
(Tricluded in proposed Cambrian
National Park)

_ MypiEtdh off M £&v ajo.n.b. 'designatibn
> by National 'Pa'rks Conmission.

Azouhb, desipnation in suspense at
present.

"A.o.n.b. designatod - 5 sq miles.

Mpitten off" for a.o.n.b. desiznaticon
by ‘National Paris Commission (Horitame
Coast) .

A.0.n.b. designation Order made for Wye

Valley - sq. miles. Commission

decided " not to de.slgna.te Forest of
Dean as an &.0.n+b.

A.o.n.b. designatcd - %0 sq. wiles.
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South VYestern.

28.  The Mendips 62

29. .Bideford Bay ' - . . 51

30. DBodmin Moor 95°
31.  Cornish Coast 269
32, Isles of Scilly 7

33, South Devon Coast 85

34,  Blackdown Hills and 212
: Sidmouth Bay

. Southern

‘ 35. Dorset Downs, Heaths LTY |

and Coasnt

36. Cranborne Chase and West231
Wiltshipe Dovms

37. The New Forest 23

38, Isle of Wight Coast 44

39. Hampshire Downs 221

40,  Hindhead . 15‘(
41,  The No¥ih Downs §73
lh2. Forest Ridges 132
143 ‘Dungohoss 50
1 ke The CdLawelds | 660
W5, . Mariborouph and ﬂ35'
CE Berkshive Downs i

Comnients
L L B ey

A.o.n.b. designation proceeding -

78 sq. miles.

66 8q. mlles.

Ihcludod in Conuall 8.0.0.b. )

Included iy Conuall a.o.n.b. )

" Avo.n.b. de51~nated - North Davon -

- 360

Bq. milcx

"Wxitten of f'" for a.o.n.b. desisnation

_J_Natlonal Parks gpmm1581on

A.o.n.b, dc31gnnted ~ Sguth beven - 128
. C 8q. miles.

.
]

A.o n. b. des15nated Bast Devon - 103
. - miles:.

am ¢

.
o he

v Tt

A.o.n.b. designated - 400 sq. niles

Cranborne Chase for'Cohéiaeraﬁion.

- West Wiltshire Downs included in proposed %
North Wessex Downs a.o.nib.

;“Written 6ff" for a:oun.b. d951gnétioﬁ

by National Parks Commission.

A, o.n k. desmgnated -7 so. miles

Heritage Coast.

“Inclided in Nobth Wessek Dowins a.o.n.b.

proceeding towards designation.’

‘Covered by East Hhmpshlre dpalgnated

8.0 bo

"Govered by the Surrey Hills and -Kent

“Dovns designated a.o.hib. (160 + 326 =

486 sq. miles)

‘For nonaideration

"Written of £ Tor aioun.b. desimation

by -‘Nationnl Parlts Comniiséion.

Includod in proposed Nbrﬁh Wessex ‘Dotns
as0iftib. proceeding: towards:" doeinuntion

»-6703q miles,

‘ !A"bﬁnfb. dosignated ~ 582 8q milos.
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Southorn (continued)

46, Chiltorns

. Eastern and Contral

I8, Br ackland

1o, "Nor"‘cﬁ. Norf£olk: Coat

_50. iéiipshau‘l. ~ Holywell

‘Charnwood Foreat

52. ‘Cannock Chase
DRSS s %, .
] LR « v " nv,
- 4
.l .
L3
» ®
.
[
3
L]

47, Suf#ilkc Coast and Ileaths 128

313'
iy

"ol

Conmoiits t
4

Ai‘o.’h‘.b. designated ~ 309 sq. milos.

.
0

. . R A
M . LI 4

A.0unib. designated - 151 sg miles

~Migritten 0Pf" for a,0.nmb, designation

by National Parks Commlssmn.

A.o.n b, designated - Norfolk Coast -
174 sq. miles .

- Written off" for a.o.n.b. ‘designation
by .National Parks Commission
l
“Written offM for a.o.n.h. deswnat*on
by Natlonal Parks Conmission.

© A.oin.b, designited - 26 sq miles
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1)

1012)

13

'(3)
)
®)-
IGR
@
(8)
)

" South Pennines

~*Howardian fills

ﬁﬂenﬁigh'ﬂoors
Clywdian Range
Bérwyh

clun and Radnor
Forests

Flymlimon

Eoa
.

H .
! %
.
.
.
A
1
i
1

4

¢

I

(1)  “North Pennines
(2)  Howpill Fells

'ﬁidderdale Moors

Dela'mex"e ‘I"orést'

‘Crahborne Chase

Elenith Mowitains

T

HOBHOUSE AREAS STILL 10 BE COMSIDERED

BY TG CONMISSTION

* Counties

‘Durham
Vestmorland
Cumberland

Yo;gks ) Riding
Westmorland.

Iancasliire.
Yorks E Riding
Gheshire
Wiltshire
Dorset
Denhbighshire
Dehbighshire
Dehbighshire

Radnorshire
Cardiganshirs

‘Montgomeryshire

‘Cardiganchire
Cardiganshire

] ~Eamlorshire
Breconshire

PR

Yorks V Riding |,

. Commehts
. W

Coniission decided not to inclide with

Silverdale a.oin.b. designation.
Shoiila it be added to Iake District

_"or Yorkshire Dales Natbnal Parks?

L e PRI
T Nl N Nl Ve i

Under Forestry Commission préteétion,

Included in pronoseﬁ‘Canbrzan National
Park deszgnatlon. #
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AL ;
1 e,
"‘r)u .o
.d".“ -y’ i-._.l . .‘ ) R .
$y . Othay Non-NHobhausa arean surpented fov o, o/.b. degirantion
<o but o yot fully connidaxod by itho Cer wnlnaion or approved
Tor Jhuiiipion sy Thoin dooi; 'n"tmn 1R/
¢ o ". Y * F\L‘;‘ ‘ y 3 ‘
(]3] o e ) — , : 4 Y
py St Ommtl Couhoils bkt Sumdste:d ‘\y '
‘Swale Estunry . Kont 1 A* . |1, Faversham Sociaty .
Ce ABITL 1o, "Conmiseion
’ + |3, Keht 0,0,
Bollin Valloy Choshixe '4&7?7 1, Horbh Oheshire area
. -t Pluh’f‘tirg Coznitice
. 2, Cheshire C.C.
. ’ * ' 3' 0..1’3R;E. L
K.:.‘t_m}er kdago 1. Staffs ey " oite _
B 2. Worcoster A@-/ 72 )
"Womld of Xefit " Kofib ')'lé’bfi’d of Kéht
S Vo Proservation Soclety: .
- Kikon and Hartley Hampchire {Alton R.D.C.
" Hithey
. » ey .
‘ ;lohtsoméryshire -¥ontgomary — C.C.
Woburn Bodfodshire | agfeq |CCe
River Der«ent ~ Yorkshire ' | Private individual
' Borge ; S (e Horrgett)
. Chisriot ' Staffordshiro '(@/365) Ranoze Association
' Yoxkshire Welds . Yorkshire Pri\'ato {hdividual
, . ¢ Qo Hogeott)

.'Qunntocks 3
oBrhensten) e

-
MNP ina VLA b
DI i $ P GG B £

e T

PR

HeBt: Biggin mn 1o Koht

élioy 2. Suxray
Wo dinch Iﬁﬁ. Surro’y
) ﬂu-\l,w u‘ W, l \f\.s.

_Bugroy 1HAda ~ rb/: Surray
(extension) /?
d Aﬁ{LIJ|IBl/““" V‘\.\"‘Vﬂ ‘n "

Somornbt

',' “0;150, &hd the
|nateifs.
e ;gmf/ﬁ 7 .BPhnnfzéld and’

-london Borough of
Bromloy

“Privhto dndividinl
(e, Pronshloy)

4.
'

i)ihtriot Socioty

Privaio individi‘:!ilz

L7 s TR v S

- Remar‘xs

!

Put for ar& foy ‘.‘
ihelusion in Xeif
Doime, Comzissic
siiggested sap:.mé
Bi0.neb, . e

Tor considerati
as part of
Delamere Fc.cc.at.

COxrmssioh avaid

a, shatenént of
plnmnng inbori—3
dons.

......

Part is in
‘Copibrian ¥
prbpcv'a], part i
Berwyn and pord

in Rudnor Poren®
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axoh ~ Cowiity Counedls Suprentad by , Ramevien '

% High Viora/ | 1o Yoht £.0o (Kont, B & v Contsienion hnys
Foreut Ritgos . . 20 Burrey Suasox and Surrey) and feferred conuiz.
. ©+ 3, Shosoex Naslings CB, - - ation pending .
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|  ABPENDIX D
CAsoonil desimiotion - futwro polioy _ '

Ralevani; conaidorations nnd main Armmei‘ita ,

A" “Roloviht Considerations

Statitory provisions © - T T

1 In the absénce of dny Ministorial dn-ect:mns ‘the Con‘mlasion have
complete discretion : they have statutory ‘powers to des:.gmte, not a duty.

b 'e‘éﬁ ) '

2 'The purposes of a.o.n.b. designation may be summarised as follows :~

(1) To assmt the preservation and protectmn of the ares, from

development and other :Lntrus:nre vorks, actlv:.t:.es or 1and uses
‘vhich would mar its exlatmg outstzmdmg natural beauty.
o encourage the local planm.ng aithorities. concer ned to
enlxance :m various ways 'che exlstmg natural beautv of the  ~

' area, wﬁ.h the aid of Exchequer grafits availabile.

" Where it wéuld be appropriate, afid nbt incompatable w:Lth (1),

] and (11), to promote ‘the provision of access and opportun:.t;

Tor publn.c enjoyment and informal recrea{:mn, and the prov1s:mn

_ of facilities ani amenities for this purposc, with thia

P apsistance of Exchequer grants available.

Pattern of desimatiohs

-3 'The “location and eiktent of existiig and prospectn.ve Gesignated areas are

shown on the map which will be on displdy. It i 6lenr that designation

caniot y&t be said to be compréhensive or domplete. At the same time, uniess

standards of landscape quality are Sti’lCtlﬁ maintained it oowld be mid that
..hey dogignabion cuirrehey may become devalued.

*‘Critern.a

I The cr:.term by which the Commission select and approve areas for
designation shollld be 6pen and as objective as possible. Iogically they
should include - '

1)
(41)

(344) -

oﬁtstdnd"hg quality of landscape or néturdl beahty by’ natmnal
ata.ndnrds,

recdg‘nitioh of the needs and imrposea to” bc: served in time
fpu'blic interesb,

detofritiilition 6f triorities basod pon. (1) and (ii).
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Mothod of neleation

5 Whe Commission will doubliless wish to rotain the initiative in selcoting
and upprovin(, in principle areas for designation, and to avoid doing co and
fuxing prioritios on the basis of the outside prespures regarding particular
areas which happen to be suggestod at any point of time. .

" .. e ..,

‘Consultation

6 The Commission will doubtless wieh to consult with DOE and l!elsh Office

and ‘perhaps 7ith the CCA before maching a final decision on future policy
- and givipg it any publicity.

B. Main -Arpginents .

(a) Pros (in favéir of further #.0.n.b. dcmgm{nons)

1 Several County ‘Councils, local amenity bodies, M P.'s and ‘the Ranblers'
"Association contiiiie to "press Yor the designation of partlcular arcas. )
-2 Designatlon gives a special and national pi° est1ge and status to an
area and can strengthén the planning authorites! dcbermination to resist
'uns:ghtly developments. It gives the Comiission a sprcial locus and

; :lhflixence. , .
) Dess.gnatmu enabley Erchequer grant to flow in respect of (:hree actions

Tor wich grant is not availsble, or so fully ava:.lable, in the undesignated

e countryside, vig -

1 (1) Expenditure on coifipensation resulting from an approved

* dilcontinuance order under 5.28 of the Town and Country
iglahning Act 1962.  (The Countryside Act 1963 does noi
" allow Exchequer grant for cofibensation relating %o a
‘purchase notlat except in a Country Park.)

'i(;i“i) Tree Preservation Orders.  Excheguer grant is available

‘ “towards expenditure on compensation. (825 of the
Countryside Act 1968 allows Excheguer grafit only fir

compensatién on complying with a replanting direction.)

(141) Treatment of Dorelict land. By virtue of .97 (2) of the

Act of 1949 and 8.6 of the Tocal Authority (Iand) Act 1963,
. & local altthority is given more scope with the aid of
 Pxchéguer grant to deal with oyesoris in designated areas
;ﬂw..‘by the provisions of the 1968 Act for’ the “removal of

"{:ﬁﬁign disfiguring®. .

| 4 'Doa:lgnﬁtion, and the sthtomefit of pdliocy ihtentions which the "Comniasion
nov requii'ou {he Local plufiiithg nu{:hority(ies) to prepave, shoild provide
a ppur Lo pﬁt in"hand positive efthniicomeft abtishs.
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5 A dosignation proposal requires a spociul ntudy of the area, ite
fedures, reoources, needs and potential. 'his ought to contribute to

the formulation and iplomentation of considered and appropriate policien
and programmes of action.

IO Y e

v

6 ‘Demignation, chpecially 6f areas overlapping two or more couhties
‘hould moan that the area and its noeds will havo more posifive ahd continus ,1;..
Ny attention by "the ‘Council and their County Plannmg and/or Countryside
Comm:.ttoe or sub- comm:.ttee (if appointed). Mult:.»couh{:y a.0:n.b.'s
uaually also have the at’ccntlon of* a Joint Advmory Committee (eg Chiltorng. .'(’
Stand:mg Confereﬁce) Phis ought to lead to better planning and a
defmlte programme ‘of "actions (w: th provision of the necessary i‘unds), .
" taking advantage of entitlemeht to BExchequer grants available. !
7 Dealmmtion implies rocogm.tlon of a specal quallty of landscape and
beanty. = (Failiure’ %o complete the des:Lgnatlon of areas worth},' of it may

imply wrongly that many of them are not of equal 1andscape qualmty to
those alreadj des:Lgnated) ) : ' ’
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8 Deszﬁhatmn as an a.o n.b. seens 11!.e1y to brmg land \uth:.n the special |
’irotection from 1nundatlou to create a new reserv01r (as for land in nitional N

parks), ie, the Parlmmen'cary debate and negative resolution procedure for ”
#hich ‘provision is eXpected in the new Water Resources Bill now before
Parliament. . : ' :

(b) ‘Cons (againit further a.c.n:b. designaticn)
"1 8bletticn 6f areas for designation is difficiilt. There is dolibt about
the meanihg of 'natiral beatity'. Recogm.t:.on and evaluetion of guality,
and the eitteirt to which any ara is bucstandmg ., are 1arge1v subjective.

"

Thore is a lack of objective driteria and standards for determ:m:mg prioritiez
" There are obaectlons in principle to giving priority to areas which hapnen T2

“be - the subaect of the strongest and most persistent advocacy by iocal
Jflterests.

e, A, B L T et v ST e
. . »

o

. S5

, 2 The rahge of cho?ice of areas ic very wide; ‘progress towards designation
is indvitably slow if centraiised; and there can be little certainty thet
“priorifies can be settled fairly and objectively. The scope for selecting
fuirthor arcas Tor designation will be affected by fifture policies for
designating new national parks and varyihg the bouhdaries of existing nationsl &
parks. It will also be affocted by policies for designating Herit tege Ccas.....
if ‘povers to do this become available. :
3 “fThere are already 27 desighated dveus in Englmtd and Yaley, most 6f
“$hoin quito oktonuive (average size aboitt 175 square mloa), accotinting
for Teuily 8 per aoiit ‘of the teta) aron of England and Welos. Sevoral
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cofitiguous areas form quite largo Blovks, Cotitinuihg designation ef
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éinﬂlur lavge droas must surcly lead to 'debascment of the coiﬁuge'.
Saturation point, at any rate for oxtencive arcos, may be near.
I Some Couity Councils seem to be entirely lukewarm about further ao.n.h.
dosignation, (eg Dovon County Yoinoil).
5 “fhe apec1a1 Exchegiior grant attractions from the County Councila! point
) of view seem to° Vo, very limited now - except perhaps for areas with large
acope for removal of eyecsores or dlsfagurements.
6 Dwaignatlon does ndt add any new povers to contrul development. 1t
merely adds to the atrength with tihich the planning authorltles nay
exerczse their existing powers, and may be used to help to~ austlfy refusals
or imposition of conditions. , )
?  'The probable oreation of fewer and larger ldcal planhlng authorities
: w1£h more delegat1on of decisjon to them and their offlcers, may tend to
. reduce the value of a.o.n. b. designation-in developmeiit control mabters.
8 The de51gna£ion process is rathér slow and laborious, ihvolvihg the

T pxpundlture '6f much time and éffort by rembei's and staffs of local
..+ guthorities and of the Commission and -other bodies. It gives riso to - -
" fairly constant opposition by farmihg interests anhd some 1andowners, and

b tends to ecreate undesirable friction. The Comm1551or do not have

" effedtive control over ‘the rate of progress. . .
9 Many Cowrity Councils with designited a.o.n.b.'s seem to ée?éte 1ittle
€§m°, attention or money to formulating and implementing programmes of
‘positive actions. The Countryside Commission do net have the resources
fio carry out an effective inFpectorial and sﬁpervmsory role to ensure that
all the” ‘purposes (especially the positive enhancement purposes) of
deslgnatlon are achieved.

10. The new planning legislation and ‘processes, iﬁVOlvkng the eventual
preéparation of structure plans and local plans throughoitt the cuuntry
dhoﬁid.ensure good, ‘pogitive local and regional plenning, with leas heed

" for specially designited areas in the countryside like s.o.n.b.'s. Thig

neiw prooess should at last rationalise the a.o‘n.b./V/LAarea igshes.
11 There is some risk tha‘ publicity tor designated 'areas of outs*nndlng
natnral beauty! may tend to create a tourist attraction, thereby encournglng

- more visxtors to areas where they arc not welcome.

12 Coiitralised designation (even in eolluboration with Courity Counclls)

may be a fihétion Which the present Government would think it right to

"hive ofF* or develve - witihih cebtain polioy guide-lines (if it is to
copﬁlﬁho~é§ 411) - to local goverhment or rogional authorities. “(Broper
standards would have to be mathtatnod.) '

43~ Bomo Commisoion BLATL vesourcos would bo héléased for othor work - not
8’28t n abaedfite torms, bt rélitive to the omall hunber a nbt insignificant
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! The Commission considered phper 71/68 about future policy for the -

‘ :
‘designation of Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The Commisaion ;3 L
agreed that the staff shéuld review the existing designated areas and g
the strongest remaining candidate areas in order to recommend hou to ! f
round off the whole ekercise in a way that would leave the leasi é
anomalies, They also agreed thai this review should be undertaken é ;
without piblicity biit that if the need arose, officers might disclose i \
That it was: being undertaken, The Commissioh would consider whom h ‘
L _ ", ‘they heedéd to consult when recommendatiohs were available.
'“_‘ ;mring the ‘disoussion it wes noted that a Vifited ‘Hrogramme of
, . - KONB designation would posibly afford some ‘protection to areas
which ‘had been desoribed as Heritage Coast. The Commission felt S
- that Heritage Coasts merited special consideration, possibly on a 4
. par with the treatment given to National Parks,

(ABE1 . 3)
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IN CONFIDENCE c//71/4

COUNTRYSIDE CCMMISSION

Minutes of the twenty-ninth meeting of the Countryside Commission held
at 1 Cambridge Gate, Regent's Park, London NWl on Tuesday 6 April 1971.

PRESENT:

Mr John Cripps, CBE Chairman
Mr Aubrey Buxton

Dr Margaret Davies

Sir William Lindsay

Sir Jack Longldﬁd

Professor O R McGregor

Alderman Tudor B Watkins

Mr Potter . for item 825
Mr ¥ F B Bell ‘ Secretary to Commission’
Mr R Bush

Mr R Ditchfield

Mr A A C Phillips

Mr T Farmexr MBE .
Mrs M B Jones

Hr N P Allen

Migs 4 C S;ale'

M¥r A A Macdonald
Migs P G Runnicles
Mr R G Woolmore

for appropriate items

R N e WL NPT T W, N N, g

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Mr George Howard, Mr Stanley P
Johnson, Mr.Elwyn Jones and Mr Peter Shepheard.

MINUTES OF THE MEETING FELD ON 2 MARCH 1971

Minute 785: +the word Yinitial" was deleted from the third line.
Following this amendment, the minutes of the lagt meeting were approved

and signed by the Chairman.
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833

+If Dr Simmons should decide to give up his seat the Commission

agreed to recommend tue. it be filled by Mr R M Bettinson, and

that Mr R E J Compton be held in reserve.

(b) TYORKSHIRE DALES JOINT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

The Commission considered paper 71/53 (revised) and noted that the
current terms of office of Mr S Cardwell and Dr I G Simmons were
due to expire on 31 May 1971. They agreed %o recommend that

Mr Cardwell be reappointed for a period of +two years and that

Dr Simmons be replaced by Mr F Cawkill.for three years.
(YD/2/1,/P%.5)

DARTMOOR NATTOWNAL PARK: MINISTERIAL APPOINTMENTS TO PARK
PLANNING COMMITTER

The Commission noted that a vacancy. had ocourred on the Dartmoor
Park Planning Committee dve {o the resignation of Mr I D Mercer on
his appointment as Conservation Officer for Devon in December 1970
The Commission then considered paper 71/66 which contained details
of existing members and candidates for appointment and agreed to
recommend that Mr Michael Dower be nominated to f£ill the vacancy.
They further recommended that Mr B Le Messurier and Mr H G Retallick
be held és reserves and in that order.

(DR/2/1 /Pt.4)

AREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

FﬁQURE POLICY

The Commission considered paper 71/68 about future policy for the
designation of Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The Commission
agreed that the staff should review the existing designated areas and
the strongest remaining candidate areas in order to recommend how %o
round off the whole exercise in a way that would leave the least
anomalies. They also agreed that this review should be undertaken

without publicity but that if the need arose, officers might disclose

_9...
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that it was being undertaken., The Commissicn would consider whom
they needed to consult when recommendations were available.

During the discussion it was noted that a limited programme of
AONB designation would possibly afford some protection to areas
which had been described as Heritage Coast. The Commigsion felt
that Heritage Coasts merited special cbnsideration, possibly on a
par with the treatment given to National Parks.

(AB/51/P%.3)

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL
CONSULTATION ABOUT MOTORWAYS AND TRUNK ROADS

The Commisgion considered paper 71/57 and approved the recommendations

contained therein for future consvltation procedure with the

Departmént of the Bnvironment. They noted that these proposals
applied to motorways and trunk roads in England only and that the
Secretary of the Committee for Wales had agreed to negotiate similar
arrangements for Wales.

(147/8)

AMENITY TRER PLANTiNG POLICY — LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY SCHEMES
ATTRACTING EXCHEQUER GRANTS

The Commission considered paper 71/55, a summary of present préctioe
and of proposed future policies for approval in principle. Introducing
the paper Mr Farmer explained that its maiu purpose was to inform the
Commission of the kind of proposal which was being received and to
have the assurance that the way in which the staff were handling

them had thg agreement of the Commission. The Commission agreed

the recommeudations contained in the paper and in doing so mede the
point that this was subject to any adjustments which might have to

be made when particular proposals were locked at in the wider context.

- 10 -
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COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION 73/21
REVIEW OF PROPOSED AREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

PRESENT POSITION

1.. There are now 31 confirmed Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, cover—
ing approximately 9% of the area of England and Wales. A similar area is
covered by National Parks. Designation of an additional AONB the Lincoln-
shire Wolds, was agreed at the last Commission meeting, and now awaits the
Secretary of Statets approval. ’

REVIEW OF PROPOSED AONBS

2. . The Commission re~examined their policy om AONB designation at their
meeting on 6.4.71. Arguments for and against any major change in policy
were exhaustively considered (see paper 71/68). The conclusion reached
was thal any large scale increase in areas designated as AONBs would be
inappropriate. There was a need, however, for a comprehensive review of
existing and proposed AONBs, in order to promote a limited programme of
_new designations designed to remove present anomslies and provide greater
consistency, without debasing standards.

3. This review by officers has now been completed. Thirty two proposed
ACNBs including those agreed as being most promising by the Commission last
year, have been visited and assessed either by Mr White, or Mr Watson as
consultant, or both in some border-line cases. The purpose of the review
was to assess the quality of the landscape of the area generally and not to
define detailed boundaries,

SOURCE OF PROPOSALS

4. Of these 32 areas, .18 are "conservation areas" proposed in the Hobhouse
"Report and not yet designated as National Parks or AONBs. O are areas
definsd as Heritage coast in the Commission's Report but not covered, or
only partly covered, by National Park or AONB designation. Some of these
Hobhouse and Heritage Coast areas and most of the other areas have been
proposed by County Councils and/or Amenity bodies dee Appendix 17.

EXTENSIONS OF EXISTING DESIGNATED AREAS

5. Seven of these areas adjoin existing AONBs ie Northumberland Coast,
Cotswolds, Quantocks, Rame Head and Camel Estuary (Cornwall), Box Valley
(Dedham Vale) and South Forelard (Kent Downs): Three areas ie Brecon Beacons,
Howgill Fells and Quantocks adjoin National Parks and the issue arose whether
they would be more appropriate as National Park extensions rather than AONBs.

AREAS EXCLUDED FROM REVIEW

6. As agreed by the Commission the review specifically excluded two areas
which probably merit designation either as AONBs or National Parks ie the



New Forest and the Norfolk Broads. The Commission may wish to consider
the most appropriate status for these areas, taking into account the full
complexity of the issues involved, as a separate exercise.

T. The Cardigan Coast, although considered suitable for AONB designation,
‘was also excluded as the Commission decided 1o take no further action to-
wards designation, having failed to get the County Council's agreement to
their proposals. : ‘

CONSISTENCY AND CONTINUITY

8. . The assessment of each area has necessarily been based on subjective
judgement. But this review of a large number of areas has at least allowed
a more systematic, comparative and consistent approach than has been used in
the past when areas have been considered individually. Also continuity has
been maintained in that Mr Watson was involved in the designation of almost
. all the existing National Parks and AONBs and is as familiar as anyone with
- standards used in the past. 3Border line cases were visited by both Mr White
and Mr Watson. ’

CRITERTA

"9, The main criteria used for assessment on site visits to each area were,
in order of importances

1. @Quality of landscape, natural beauty, unspoilt or special quality
(eg. remoteness), of national significance;

2., Extent in terms of both total area and contimmity, a smaller area
bging acceptable for extensions than for new designations;

3. Unmusual character in the sense of having unique characteristics
or being of a landscape type under-—represented amongst existing
designated areas and Heritage coasts eg. lowland valley landscapes,
sandstone ridges, islands, estunaries. A :

ASSESSMENT

10. . After a report had been prepared, each area was placed in one of the
following categories:
1. Those considered suitable for designation

2. Borderline cases
3. Those considered unsuitable.

In order to explain how the main criteria were applied in each case, a table
(Appendix 2) has been devised showing scoring, using a simple form of
weighting for criteria, reflecting what was thought to be their relative
importance, as follows: ' A

quality =~ 3 points
extent - 2 points
character — 1 point



RESULTS

11. All those scoring highly for landscape or landscape quality and
" character combined have been included in category 1 i.e. those considered
suitable for designation, with the exception of areas excluded on the
grounds of inadequate area ie. Spurn Head, Great Orme, or extent ie.
Denbigh Moors. The Scillies, although small in terms of land area, were
accepted as an area of excepiional significance.

We consider the first six are of rather higher standard and deserve .
priority. "

PROPOSED NATIONAL PARK EXTENSIONS

12. Both the Brecon Beacons area (adjoining the Brecon Beacons National
Park) and the Howgill Fells (adjoining the Yorkshire Dales Nalional Park)
include large areas of fine landscape. In character, however, these would
form logical extensions of the National Parks rather than separate AONBs
with their own distinctive character. Similarly part of the Brendon Hills,
not within the Exmoor National Park boundary, and proposed as part of an
extended Quantocks AONB, merits inclusion within the National Park.

HERITAGE COASTS

13. Circular 12/72 in the Planning of the Undeveloped Coast, issued by DOE
and the Welsh Office, stated: "Where a heritage coast does not already have
a statutory designation, the Countryside Commission will consider whether it
should be designated as an area of outstanding natural beauty" (see paper

72/78) .

Special consideration has therefore been given to those areas (of signific-
ant extent) in this review and the following are considered suitable for
designation: Northumberland Coast (extension), Rame Head (extension of
Cornwall AONB) Isles of Scilly. The other areas are too small or their
attractionlies solely on the cliff scemery eg. Flamborough Head, Gt. Orme,

- 3%. Bees Head, South Foreland, Spurn Head, South Glamorgan Coast.

In these cases, other possible forms of protective status will be considered
as indicated in paper 72/78.

TOTAL DESIGNATED AREAS

14. If all the areas recommended as suitable for AONB designation were
approved, this would add approximately 1,274 sq miles and the total area
would amount to 11% of the area of England and Wales.

RECOMMENDATION
\

!

15. It is recommended that the Commission should:
1. ACQnsider visiting the border-line cases over the next year ie.

Tamar/Tavy
Blackdown Hills
Radnor Forest
Cranbourne Chase
Howardian Hills



Invite the County Councils concerned to submit detailed proposals
for AONB designation for the following areas:

Berwyn Mountains
North Pennines
Clwydian Range
Isles of Scilly
Forest Ridges

Inform the County Councils concerned that the Commission hope to
receive detailed AONB proposals for the following areas in due
course but that no action is required until work on the first
phase of designations is nearing completions:

Nidderdale Moors

Northumberland Coast (extension)
Camel Estuary (Cornwall extension)
Rame Head " "

Box Valley (Dedham Vale extension)

Inform the County Councils and other bodies concerned that the
following areasg are considered unsuitable for designation:

South Permines
Denbigh Moors

8 Glamorgan Coast
Spurn Head

Great Orme

Cotswolds (exiension)
Quantocks (extension)
Swale Estuary
Chaxrnwood

Delamere Forest
Flamborough Head.

St. Bees Head

Vale of Aylesbury
Dean Valley

South Foreland

Ask the Sandford Committee to consider:

(a) the need to review National Park boundaries to include areas
of similar landscape quality and character
ie. Howgill Fells, Brecon Beacons, part of Brendon Hills
and inform the appropriate County Councils of this action.

(b) +the suitability for designation as National Parks smaller
areas of outstanding landscape and recreational value, sub-
jected to heavy pressures eg. New Forest, Norfolk Broads
and Quantocks AONB.

Postpone any consideration of any proposed minor modifications of
AONB boundaries until work on this designation programme has been



completed, unless there are some exceptional reason for doing
so.

7. Publicise this action in the next anmial Report.

/99 L ., ACS
29/1/73 S ATH
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Ch Score

ASSESSMENT
Q@ E
3 2 =~ 5
3 2 = 5
3 2 =« 5
351 1 5
2 2 1 5
3 2 =~ 5
Dy D 4
2 1 1 4
2 1 1 4
31 =~ 4
31 - 4
2 1 1 4
2 1 1 4
2 2 = 4
2 2 = 4
2 2 - 4
2 1 1 4
2 .1 = 3
2 - 1 3
2 1 - 3
2 -~ 1 3
2 =~ 1 3
1 2 - 3
2 1 - 3
11 1t 3
111 3
11 - 2
L
2 = - 2
- 1 1 2
-t =
- =~ =0

APPENDIX 2

Criteria, ‘ Weighting
Quality 3 points
Extent 2 "
Character 1. "

Berwyn Mountains
North Pennines
Clwydian Ramge
Isles of Sollly
Forest Ridges

Brecon Beacons (extension)¥
Nidderdale Moors
Northumberland Coast (extension)

Howgill Fells*
Rame Head (Cornwall exlension)

Box Valley (Dedham Vale exten51on)

Tamgr and Favy estuary
Blackdown Hills

Radnor Forest
Cranbourne Chase
Howardian Hills

South Pennines
Denbigh Moors

S Glamorgan Coast
Spurn Head

‘Great Orme

Cotswold (extension)
Quantocks (extension)
Swale Estuary
Charnwood Farest
Delamere Forest
Flamborough Head

St Bees Head

Vale of Ayliesbury
Dean Valley

South Foreland (Kent Downs extension)

* suggesfed National Park extensions

"Camel estuary (Cornwall extension)

é Suitable for designétion
)
)
)

§ Border line cases

%
% Unsuitable
:
|
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COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION C/u/73/2

MINUTES OF THE 49TH MEETING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION
i HELD AT 1 CAMBRIDGE GATE REGENTS PARK LONDON NW1 ON
? TUESDAY 6 FEBRUARY 1973

PRESENT's

H Mr John Cripps CBE (Chairman)
‘ Mr Robin Herbert (Deputy Chairman)
Mrs Elizabelth M Colwyn Foulkes
| Mr Timothy Colman
; Dr Margaret Davies CBE
Mr George Howard
% Mr Stanley P Johnson
: Sir Jack Longland
Professor 0 R McGregor

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE were received from Mr Brian Hubbard and My John
! Cousins.,

: The Chairman wished Mr Bush and Mr Weiniroub success in their new positions
‘f at DOE and thanked them for all their work for the Commission, in the case

‘ of Mr Weintroub; over 22 years. He welcomed Mr Herris and Miss Adam who
would be replacing them. The Chairman also welcomed Mr ¥ J Kirby.

b MINUTES OF MEETING HELD 9 JANUARY 1973

The minutes of the meeting held on 9 January 1973 were signed as a correct
record.,

MATTERS ARTSING
2250 TEEE PLANTING YEAR 1973 DRAFT COMMISSION POLICY STATEMENT
) (MINUTE 2233)

the Chairman reported that he had had a meeting with Lord Sandford and
officers of the local authorities of Gloucester and Essex. At the beginning
of March, there would be two regional conferences at Gloucester and Chelmsford
to discuss tres-planting in relation to Dutch Elm Diseasec. The Chairmamn
would represnnt the Commission. Meanwhile the Commission's role with regard
to tree planting grants was being discussed with DOE.

2251 SUMMIT OF SNOWDON (MINUTE 2241)

% The Commission agreed that the selection committee would meet at 2,00 pm on
& 5 March 1973 to interview prospective conszultents.

/2252 LONG DISTANCE ROUTES (MINUTE 2242)

The Chairman reported that Sir John Bet jeman was unable to. perform the
opening ceremony of the Cormwall Coast Paths on 19 Hay, and his place would
be taken by Lord Caradon.

(LR/4/33)




2266 GOODRICH CASTLE PICNIC SITE

The Commission considered paper 73/19 and_gg:gggggggg their approval of
the recoumendation in paper 72/227, to support the propogal o

The Chairman thanked those members of the Commission who had attended the
gite visit.

(665/8/1)

2267 TREDEGAR HOUSE AND GROUNDS.  NEWPORT CB

The Commission considered paper 73/27 and agreed o reject the proposal
because they did not believe Tredegar could be regarded as in the countryside,

(1443/4/1)

2268 COUNTRY PARKS NEAR URBAX AREAS

The Commisgsion feld thai there was a need Ffor them to consider a number of
general issues, such as recreational facilities in the countryside bordering
towns ., These issues would arise on congideration of the administration of
the new grant system,

SECTION 5
2269 NATIONAL TRUST CAR PARK AT OUTWOOD COMMON NEAR REDHLLL, SURREY

The Commission approved the recommendation in paragraph 11 of paper 7}/14
to give grant towards the cost of this proposal,

(4/355)
VANAGEMENT ADVICE

22770 WATER RECREATION RESEARCH

The Commission considered paper 73/25. Some doubts were expresscd about the
broposed cost of producing the final repert. The Commission agreed to the
report being prepared by DART and Mr Tenner and agreed to delegate negotiations
on cost to officers on the understanding that they would have regard to the
views expressed at the meeting,

2271 RESEARCII AND EXPERIMENTAT, PROJECTS - FINANCTATL DELEGATION TO OFFICERS

The Commission considered paper 73/26 and ggreed to the new procedures ag
set out in the paper, Projects carried out under delegated authority would
be reported in ihe monthly Synopsis,

AREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY
2272 FUTURE DESTGNATION PROGRAMNE

The Chairman introduced paper 73/21, He said that he had had doubts
Whether designation was still worthwhile in view of the fact that grants
Previously available only for AONB's are now generally available; but he now
accepted that the concept was significant in regional and structure planning
and in development control, There was, therefore, a cage for further
designations.

AL e oAt Moo e ern o

R



Sy

The Gommission discussed the management of AONB's and the policy statements
produced by local authorities prior to designation,

The Commission agreed to support generally the recommendations in paragraph
15 of the paper subject to the addition of Cardigan Coast to group 3, and to
the re-drafting of Sub-paragraph 5 along the following lines:
"As the Sandford Committee are considering national park policies,
including the merits of desigrating relatively small areag of
outstanding landscape an@/or recreational value (which may not be
suitable for designation by present criteria), postpones

(a) further consideration of the most appropriate status
for the New Forest and the Norfolk Broads

(b) any action to extend Nationsl Park boundaries to include
areas such as the Howgill Fells, land adjoining the Brecon
Beacons, part of the Brendon Hills, and the Quantocks

until the Committee have reported®,

2273 ANY OTHER BUSINESS: LONG DISTANCE PATHS

In reply to a qﬁestion by Mrs Colwyn Foulkes whether long distance paths
are confined to brucellosis~free areas, Mr Phillips said that the NFU
and farmers are involved in negotiations on paths and that the question

ouly arose where new rights of way were needed. MNuch of +the paths followed
existing rights of way.

DATE OF NEXT MERTING: Tuesday 6 March 1973
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Countryside Commission
1 Cambridge Gate Regent's Park
~ London NW1 4JY
/ Telephone 01-935 5533 ext /o 7

The Clerk of the Surrey Your reference

County Council
County Hall . Our reference
KINGSTON<UPON-THAR
Surr:y ON-THAMES Date 2/0 March 1973
Dear Sir

NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT 1949
AREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY
HIGH WEALD

The Countryside Commission have now completed a review of 32 areas which have
been suggested as suitable for designation as Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty
under Section 87 of the above Act. The Commission agreed that only a few such
areas merited designation; one of the five areas selected as having the highest
priority was the High VYeald which, of course, was originally suggested as a

Conservation Area in the 1947 Hobhouse Report.

The stages involved in designation are summarised in the appendix to this letter.
The Commission are now writing to your County Council to invite them to prepare
a first draft or preliminary map showing the area vhich they consider ought to

* form part of such a designation. :

The purpose of designaticn is to protect and enhance the natural beauty of the

area. While the Commissicn would expsct a great deal of attention to te given

to development control policies in this respect they hope that the local

authorities involvad will use the opportunity to put forward policies for positive
action to enhance the area's beauty, eg throurh eyesore clearance and tree planting
work which often qualifies for grant under the Countryside Acts. Therefore the
Commission attach great importance to the statement of intent referred to in
Appendix I. Appropriate policies in this statement would, of course, be incorporates
in structure and local plans.

While the Commission appreciate that the greater part of the work involved will
fall to the new local authorities after 1 April 1974 they hope that the existing
County Councils will agree to take the first steps towards designation.



The Commission hope that your County jointly with the Counties of East Sussex
and Kent will nof'agree that the High Weald should be designated; we look for-
ward to hearing your decision.

The Commission have been under pressure from many quariers to clarify their
policy in regard to AONB designation and will therefore be issuing a press

release during the next few days. This will explain the Commission's proposed
programme for future designations.

~Similar letters have been sent to the Clerks of the East Sussex and Kent County
Councils.

Yours faithfully

A A C PHILLIPS



Te The Commission will exanine the preliminary map prepared
by the Cunty Council and make observations on it and, on the bvasis
of the Council's suggestions, will arrive st a draft boundzry of
the proposed designation to form the subject of preliminary
consultation with District Councils and certain other (non local
government) hodies, The Comnission would be grateful if this
preliminary consultation could be carried out by the County Council.

A list of the "other bodies' would be provided.

2. - The County Council will then prepare a mnap showing the
results of these preliminary consultations, i.e. the boundary agreed
at (1) above and also the areas sugzested for inclusion and exclusion
by District Councils and other bodies consulted angd together with 1%
the Council's rscommendation as Lo each modification thus suggested.
The Commission will consider all these preliminary observatiocns
including, of course, the Council's recommendations on them an

arrive at a second draft map.

3 Using the further map as a basis the Comuission ill then
carry out the statutory consultations with local authorities (i.e.
the County Councils and the District Councils concerned) which they
are required to undertske by Section 87(2) of the 1949 Act.

b, : Following this statutory consultation,
consider .the boundary again in.the Light of-pomments, and will emhody
their further modifications (if any) in a third drarft map. It will be
hoped, of course, that the preliminary consultation already effected
at (1) above would have reduced these to a minimum,

5. The Commission will then advertise their proposal to make
a Designation Order, (based on the third draft map), as required
by Section 87(2).

N

6. They will then consider any epresentations received as a
result of the public advertisement and decide whether to amend the
boundary again in the light of these. SN

7. The Commission will next mske tho Designation Order and
forward it to fie Sccretary of State for the Invironment and/or the
Secretary of State for Wales (as appropriate) accompanied, as reguired
by Section 37(*) of he Act, by copies of any observaticns and
representations made under the statutory orocedure to which the
desigration has not given effect. :



"8, 77 U 'The Designation Order will not take effect unless amd

Y

until it is confirmed by the Secretary of State.

o

9. + ' The Commission expect that local planning authorities

“will wish to prepare a statement of their plamning and msnagement

intentions for the area to accompany their obzervations at the suaoe

. of statutory consultation (see 3 above). hppr0pr1at° policies in

the statemnt of intent would be included in suoueuuent structure
and loce 1 plans. o e o5
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Cambridge Gas
Londen, MNVi
01-935 5533

13 April 1973

The Clerk,

West Sussex County Council,
County Hall,

Chichester,

Sussex.

Dear Sir,

NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT 1949 AREAS OF OUTSTANDIUG
NATURAL BEAUTY HIGH WEALD,. L.

v

L enclose a copy of a letter sent on 30th March to the Clerks of East Sussex,
Surrey and Kent County Councils. You will see that it says that the
Countryside Commission believe that the High Weald area should be designated
as an ares of outstanding natural beauty under section 87 of the above act.

I am writing to you because on 22 Januvary 1969 the Clerk of the East Sussex
County Council wrote to us proposing that an area of outstanding natural beauty
should be defined which would cover not only land within the area of the three
county councils in receipt of my letter of 30 March last, but also extending
into parts of West Sussex and Hastings County Bgrough.

The Commission's preliminary view is that it is most unlikely that any designated
area of outstanding natural beauty would extend outside the three counties cf Kent,
Surrey and BEast Sussex, However, a good deal of detailed negotiation has to be
done to determine the exact boundaries of the designated area ard it is of course
always possible that in the course of these negotiations it might be necessary to
look again at the areas lying within the boundaries of your authority. Should
that hanpen we would of course be in touch with YOu.

May I draw your stteation to the penultimate paragraph of my letter to the Clerks
of the three county councils? The press release referred to there will be issued
in a day or so.

I am copying this letler to the Clerk of the Eas’ Sussex County Council,

Yours faithful 1y,

AAC Phillips
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SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL 7

W. W. Ruff, D.L., Clerk of the Council

County Hall, Kingston upon Thames
XT1 20

46 . ,
Your Ref.: ol54 nggt‘? 146 [ Mr. Rice ]
My Ref.:  1)OR . TF .1 IR

Sth April, 1973

i . A
¢ ynth & %
‘é’ i ‘\(5441 %

Hational FParks and Access to the Countryside
act, 1949,
Areas of Uutstanding Natural Beauty

High Weald

I have to acknowledge receipt of vour letter of the 30th
tiarch, 1973, which I will arrange to have reported to the Town
and Country FPlanning at their next meeting when I feel sure the
Committee will welcome the objective of designating the additional
areas and will wish to co-operate in the way cutlined in your
letter, although they will doubtless wish to have regard to the
extreme pressures under which the County Flanning Officer and his
staff, and indeed the Flanning staffs of the County District
Authorities, are at present operating in the discharge of the
presﬁng tasks of the Local Flanning Authority particularly at
this time of Local Government reorganisation.

- S f Y B
> ¢ % kK U E L

I will write to you again after the Town and Country Flanning
Committee have met.

Yours faithfully,

Clew

A. A. C. Fhillips Esq.,

The Countryside Commission,
1 Cambridge Gate,

Regents Fark,

London WWl 4JY
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Clerk’s Dapartment

G C Godber CBE Clerk of the County Council Fcl{ o 0\ Q,? kQMQf IJ

W st Sussex County Council Ny
S %%

County Hall Chichester Sussex P0O19 1RQ >

Our Ref PFB/ Your Ref Telaphone Chichester[0243]85100

If calling ask for Mr. Berman Telex available Ext, 295

16th April 1973

Dear Sir

National Parks and Access to the Countrvsgide Act 1849
Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty - High Weald

Thank you for your letter of the 13th April. I should like to give this
matter careful consideration and it is possible that I will suggest to
you that a small part of the Forest Ridges in Vest Sugsex to the west of
Pease Pottage should be included within the area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty., I will, however, write to you again as soon as possible.

Yourg faithfully

G -C. Gyaher

Clerk of the County Council
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Countryside Commission
Cambridge Gate Regent's Park
London NW1 4JY

Telephone 01.935 5533 ext 106

Your reference

The Chief FExecutive

Kent County Council ' Our reference V/1 37
County Hall :

Maidstone ‘ Dmi?July 1974
Kent

Dear Sir

NATTONAL PARKS & ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT 1949: SECTION 87
AREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY
HIGH WEALD

I attach correspondence with your predecessor County County in relation to

the Commigsion's proposal toedesignate the High Weald as an Area of Outgtanding
Natural Beauty. I believe both Eagt and West Sussex County Councils together
with the County Councils of Kent ang Surrey have gone some way to preparing a
first draft or preliminary map showing the area of the High Weald which they
consider ought to form part of a designated area, :

As you will know, the High Weald is rne of five areas which the Commission
consider should have the highest pricrity in their programme of proposed
designations. I would be grateful therefore, if you could let me have an
indication of progress in preparing the draft map.

Similar letters have been sent to the Chief Executives of the County Councils
of Surrey and East Sussex. A copy of a separate letter to the Chief Executive
of West Sussex is enclosed.

Yours faithfully

MISS M LAWSON
. Senior Planning Officer
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Kent County Council Secretary and Solicitor’s Department County Hall - ' i ﬁ
' ’ Maidstone ME14 1XQ .

County Secretary: W, G. HOPKIN

The Countryside Commission, Tel: Maidstone (0622) 54321
1 Cambridge Gate, Extension: 509
Regen‘t 's Park 3 . Mrg Stride Chief Executive
Lond on Ask for ° of the County Council
Nw1 4Jy Our ref: E/PL//‘, 0/2 W. U. Jackson
Yourref: 7 /435
Date 26 July 1974
Dear Sir,

NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT 1949
SECTION 87 - AREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY
HIGH WEALD

Thank you for your letter dated 3 July. The County Planning Officer
has advised me that a methodology to grade the landscape in the
broposed area of .search for the High Weald Area of Outstanding

*

Natural Beauty was agreed last year at meetings between officers
Council's involved. I understand that work has commenced on the

field study and it ig hoped that by the end of Sepbembera preliminary
map will have been drawn up to be submitted to the Commission together
with the input from Surrey, East and West Susgex County Councils.

Yours faithfully,

I A

County Secretary

N SACTER

MECD. 3 JUL 1974

iy

Pleasa ranlv imnarennally auntina nitr rafarancs
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Countryside Commission
John Dower House Crescent Place Cheltenham Glos GL50 3RA

Telephone Cheltenham (0242) 21381 ext » 52

A Thorburn Esq , X Your reference
County Plamning Off'icer

East Sussex County Council ' %?;gzmwe
Pelhan MHouse . '

St Andrew's Lane o ' Date

LEWES Bh7 100 . T i2, February 1975

y

DESIGNATION OF AREAS OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY -~ HIGH WEALD

1. I am writing with reference to the letter of 7 February from the County
Planning Officer for Vest Sussex to Mrs Jones here, which was copied fto you,
about the proposed High Weald AONB,

2, I am sorry that the recent discussiong about proposals for smending the
procedure for designation of AsOIB has resulted in some delay in dealing with
ereas which were already being censidered, The Commission have now completed
their consultations with the Local Authority Associztions and we therefore hope
that work on designations can proceed without further delay z2ad, so far as
practiceble, in acccrdance with a revised procedure. In the meantime it would
bz helpful if, as cv-ordinating County Council for the proposed Hign Weald AQLEZ,
you wourld let us have, as snon as you are ready, a draft plan of the area
envisagad by the relevani anthorities for inclusion within the boundary, which
would subsequently be used fcr the purpose of consultation with interested
‘organisations, ‘

3, I am sending a copy of this letter to the County Plamning O0fTicer for
Vest Sussex.

D W DOHALDSTN

A Y
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Council for the Protection of Rural England

SUSSEX BRANCH

PRESIDENT! THE MARQUESS OF ABERGAVENNY, K.G., 0.B.E.

Vice-PRESIDENTS! BRIG. SIkR EDWARD CAFFYN. K.B.E., ¢.B. T.D,, 1.P., D.L.

Sin PETER MURSELL, .5, b1 HEASLANDS,
STEEP,
near CROWBOROUGH,
SUSSEX.

19th May 1975.

A, Phillips Bsq,

Countryside Commission,
Department of the Environment,
1 Cambridge Gate,

London, N.W.1.

M
D M ?ld(b ‘,c

I wonder if you could let me know what the position is s regarding
the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, and whether its
designation has now been confirmed.

I have a particular interest in it, because I represent our Kent
branch, as well as Sussex, on the C.P.R.E. National Executive Committee.

It looks as if the proposed power line from Dungeness is planned
to go through a part of the Kentish portion of it, and also part of
Sussex, so our interest is becoming more acute.

We are also concerned because the Fast Sussex County Council is
proposing to create two large refuse tips within it. As neither of these
is a question of filling in already man-made holes in the ground, buit
entails removing existing woodland in prominent positions and damming
uplaend valleys to create vast receptacles into which untreated refuse can
be tipped, this would seem to be contrary to the spirit, if not the letter,
of A.0.W.B. policy. I should also be glad ofyour views on this.

o ity
R

Chairman,
C,P.R.E. Sussex Branch

‘,}.““ D Tayg
%%% CHAIRMAN: R. O. DENNYS, M.v.0,, 0.B.E., F.5.A,, F.R.S.A,
I%i_B n VICE-CHAIRMAN (WEST):  SIR JOHN WALKER, K. C.M.G., 0.8.E. VICE-CHAIRMAN (EAST): G. M. WARR. C.B.E.
E ¢
&

HoN. TREASURER: F. HUMPHERY-SMITH., M.B.E., F.E.C.5,, F.LA.C,

HoN. SECRETARY: J. C.COTTON, 0.B.E., TREBLERS FARM, ROTHERFIELD, SUssEX, (CROWBOROUGH 61508)
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Countryside Commission
John Dower House Crescent Place Cheltenham Glos GL50 3RA

Telephone Cheltenham (0242) 21381 ext 242

R O Dennys Esq Your reference .

Chairman

CPRE Sussex Branch Our reference .

Heaslands V/1 37/RCVGJ .

Steep ‘ Date 20 17y 1§79
1

Nr CROWBOROUGH, Sussex

Dear Sir
HIGH WEALD AONB

I have been asked to answer your letter of 19 May which was addressed to Mr Phillips,
who left the Commission last year.

As you probably already know, the High Weald, originally suggested in the Hobhouse
Report as a Conservation Area, is one of five areas selected by the Commission as
having the highest priority in the Commission's current programme of designations.
Considerable progress has already been made by the four -countries involved ie

East Sussex, West Sussex, Kent and Surrey, in preparing a draft or preliminary map
showing the boundaries of the area which the counties believe should be designated.
East Sussex County Council are co-ordinating this work, and in March a draft map of
the proposed AONE was submitted to the Commission.

We are now examining the boundaries shown on this preliminary map prior to proceeding
with the next stage in the designation procedure. Once general agreement. is reached
between the Commission and the local authorities concerned, including the district
councilg, on the boundaries of the proposed AONB, other local bodies with an interest
in the proposed AONB can be informally consulted on the preliminary map. You can

see therefore that we still have some way to go before we can submit a designation order
b the Secretary of State.

With regard to the proposal to create two large refuse tips in East Sussex I should
be grateful if you would give us some idea of the location of the proposed tips. Ve
can then informally contact the County Cowncil on this matter. I should say, however,
that the Commission does not normally become involved in minor development control
matters, which are more properly dealt)yf with by the local planning authorities.

I am sending a copy of this letter for information to the East Sussex County Council

Planmming Department. As I have already explained; they are the co—~ordinating anthority
for the ACONB proposal. :

Yours faithfully

(&
R ¢ WOOLMORE

Landscape Planner
Planning Branch



FOLIO 22



e ¢ 0

Fast

o P PN
(- :

I el ST sl dale

Mr. R. Metcalfe  CR/4/3 RBM 26 November 1975
(Ext. 800)

Dear Mr. Hookway,

HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

Further to my letter of 14 March 1975, and Mr. Metcalfe's subsequent
telephone conversation with Mr. Woolmore, I now enclose two copies
of a 1/50,000 scale map which has been approved by the four County
Councils involved as their views on the boundary of the proposed
High Weald AONB and they are formally submitted to you as the first
stage of the procedure leading to designation. You will note that
certain areas have been added to the draft map sent to you in March,

On the matter of procedure, the Commission are asked to adopt the
following simplified method rather than that suggested in your letter
to the West Sussex County Council of 29 October 1974.

(a) Full informal and statutory consultation with District and Parish
Councils, Amenity Societies and the general public on either
the map which is now submitted to the Commission or their
modified version of it; :

(b) The map (together with statement of intent) prepared by the
County Councils as a result of these consultations, and the
observations received, would form the basis of the Commission's
second draft map which could justifiably be the one on which
the Designation Order is based.

Yours sincerely,
(\0 V\ \M{L&j&(/

for County Plamning Officer

R. J. S. Hookway, Esq.,
Director,

Countryside Commission,
John Dower House,
Crescent Place,
CHELTENHAM,

GLo s GL50 3RA

ir
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HIGH WEALD PROPOSED AONB

NOIE OF A MEETING HELD AT COUNTY HALL, LEWES ON MONDAY 9 FEBRUARY 1976

Present: Mr B Launing E Sussex CC
Mr R Metcalfe " "
Mr T Graham 1 i
Mr C Waite Kent CC
Miss B Thompson W Sussex CC
Mr P Brown n "
My Ryan Surrey CC
Mr R Woolmore Countryside Commission

Miss P Jones " "

Ur Woolmore outlined the background to the present stage of the designation procedure
and the submission of the preliminary map to the Commission by the County Councils.
The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the next stages in the procedure, which
were as follows:~—

av MNr Woolmore would visit the area and examine the proposed boundary, meeting
representatives of each County Council to discuss his views. Tt was agreed that th
would be completed by the end of April.

b. The counties were asked to prepare a report explaining the line of the
proposed boundary which would be presénted at a Commission meeting, together with
the preliminary map and a report by Mr Woolmore. It was hoped that the map

would be approved by the Commission in June/July.

Co he approved preliminary map would form the basis of a consultation document
ik STatement of intent . Public consultation would begin in the autumn. The
Commission would consult all the national offices of national organisations, while
the County Councils would consult the regional offices,local community councils,
local amenity societies etc.

It became apparent during discussion, that with the exception of Kent CC, the County

C ouncils had not formally consulted the District Councile on the proposed boundary

of the AONB and that the County Council Committees had only approved the submission of
the preliminary map to the Commission but not the line of the proposed boundary.

It was decided that the District Councils should be consulted informally and a meeting
arranged between Mr Woolmore and the County and District Councils in July to discuss
the Commission's views on the preliminary map.

It wag agreed that the group attending the meetlng should constitute a Technical
Working Officers Group which should reconvene in Aprll/May to discuss the statement
of intent and the consultation procedures.

A number of initial observations on the preliminary map were discussed:

as the inclusion of the Rother Levels and the Hamstreet area in the proposed AONB.
It was agreed that there was a physiographic difference between this area and the
High Weald but the area was of high scenic quality and merited inclusion on these
grounds .

b. the exclusion of Tenterden.

Although Tenterden was an attractive town, comparable with towns included in the
proposed AONBy it had not been included because the land to the north of the town
was not of sufficiently high quality and would detract from the AONB.

P P



c. the exclusion of the area between East Grinstead and Crawley.

Although this area was geologically the same as the area to the south which
had been included,there was substantial development and overhead wires

in the area.

d. the inclusion of Winchelsea and exclusion of Rye.

Although both towns were situated on outcrops of high ground, it was felt
that the area near Rye was flatter and the valleys wider than in the
vicinity of Winchelsea.

P JONES
Planning Branch
11 Pebruary 1976
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The County Pleaning 0fficer

Eagb Sussex County Planning Depavitment

County Hall

182 High Strest

LEWES

Sussex BRT 1YA \ (\N‘o\s \0\7(«; .
)

Por_the stiention of Mr W Lenning and
Hr R Hetcalfe

Dear Sir
HIGH WEALD PROPOSED AONB ~ IESIGWATION PROCEDURE

Farther to the meeting held at County Hall, Lewes, on 9 Pebruary, I am writing Yo
inform you that I shall be inspecting the proposed bowundery of the AUNB in Bast
Jussex on Thursday 26 Meroh end Pridey 27 Herch. I shall be comtacting My Lanning
and My Netcaffe in the neor future 4o see if I cen meet them ot County Hall on
elther 29 or 30 Narch to discuss owr views on the boundary, and if necessary, to
look at any paris of the boundary in the field,

This visit is one of a series which we shell be moking to the arvea, prior to sub-
mitiing our own paper on the High Weald proposal to the Commission. Az discussed
with your officers on 9 February we should find it most helpful if the four counties
invelved in the proposals would produce a joint veport giving the basckgrownd to the
proposal, o broad outline of the problems of the ares, snd most important of all, the
explanation for the boundery chosen. This paper would alse be submitted to the
Conmission, with our own paper, hopefully in May or June.

I belisve that I am right in saying theb in Bast Sussex (end in West Sussex), the
Digirioct Councile were nol consulted formally on the preliminery map boundary. We
believe that there is a considerable long-term adventage to be gained in formally
involving the Distrioct Councils at the preliminary map etege, but we realise that
to consult the districts formaelly now ooculd delay the designation procedure quite
considerably. However, we feel that if you informelly consulied the district
officers now, wm should at least know whether there was likely to be any major
objeotian %o the proposal when the District Councils are formelly consulted later
in the year, Could we thersfore request you to underteke this informal consultation
with the Distrioct Councils® officers in the next month or so. A similar request will
also be put to the West Sussex County Plamning Officer.

Yours faithfully

Do

R ¢ WOOLMORR
Lendscepe Planner
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Countryside Commission
John Dower House Crescent Place Gheltenham Glos GL50 3RA

Telephone Cheltenham (0242) 21381 ext 2l
i

P W Bryant MRTPI - Vourreference  BMT/SK/83%4
The County Planning Cfficer W
Vest Sussex County Council Ourroference , V/137/RAN
~County Hall

Tower Street
Chichester, Sussex FP019 1RL

For the attention of Miss Thompson

. 4
Date 7 April 1976

Dear Sir
HIGB WEALD AONB

Further to our inspection of the boundaries of the proposed AONB, and the meeting
wilch Miss Jones and myself had with Miss Thompson and Mr Brown on 24 March, T agreed
to put our officer~level views on the boundaries in an informal letter to you.

Our views are as follows:

i. As a general principle we feel that the boundary should avoid bisecting
existing small settlements. Such settlements should either be wholly included
or wholly excluded, depending on the architectural or "conservation" value of
the settlement. We discussed our views on these settlements with Miss Thompson
and Mr Brown. :

ii. - Immediately cast of East Grinstead there is a small area of the proposed
AONB which includes parts cf Surrey, East Sussex and West Sussex. We have ‘
suggested to Surrey that the boundary of the area be extended 1-2 miles westward.
This would mean that = small:additional area of West Sussex, to the north of
-the A264 between the Larches and Gatwick Farm, would be included in the proposed
AONB. The East Sussex officers have told us that they would be agreeable to
their part of the boundary following the A26L4 ftom Gatwick Farm to Gatwick Wood,

and then running along the minor road south to the county boundary at Shovelstrode

Farm. May we ask you to lizise with Mr Metcalfe and Mr Ryan on this part of
the boundary. :

iii. The boundary between the built-up areas of Bast Grinsteéad and Ashfiurstweod
raises problems. Westwards from Shovelstrode Farm, the use of the bridleway to

Worsted Lane is satisfactory, but from Worsted Lane to the disused railway line

west of Brocklehurst, we would suggest that the boundary needs re-definition.

As it stands at present, it runs through the middle of private housing development
on both sides of the A22. L

iv. The proposed boundary includes the unsightly development at Pease Pottage.
May we suggest that the boundary be re-drawn to exclude this area.

Ve It appeared to us that the boundary between St Leonard's Forest and
Horshem could be re-drawn to bring the boundary somewhat closer to Horsham.

Can we ask you to look at this part of the boundary again. However, we do realise

that the outward exlansion of Horsham may cause problems here, and if this is
the case, we should accept the boundary as it stands.



In-all other areas we agree with the boundary as defined.

&

vi. North of Hayward's Heath the boundary follows the River OUse eastwards
for a mile or two to Grange Tarm, and follows a minor road running about a
mile north of the river to the county boundary. In our opinion the land
between the river and the minor road is equally as attractive as the land

to the north of the minor road. We would therefore suggest that the River
Ouse is a preferable boundary in this area, and we would ask you to liaise
with EBast Sussex on the possible amendment of this part of the boundary.

The next stage in the procedure is for us to prepare a Commission paper with
accompanying maps, showing the local authorities' proposed boundaries with our
proposed amendments. Hopefully thie will go to the June Commission meeting.

An essentialagnex to our depr will be the paper prepared by Mr Metcalfe (in
consultation with yourself, Mr Ryan and Mr Waite) giving a brief description of
the area and its problems, and explaining how the boundaries were defined. In
discussing our proposed amendmernts with Miss Thompson and Mr Brown, I obtained
the impression that they were reasonably happy with our proposed amendments, and
that they did not foresee any significant prool@ms when these amendments were put

officially to the County Council.

gL

Yours faithfully

R G WOOLMORE ‘ E :
Landscape Planner
Planning Branch
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Countryside Commission A
John Dower House Crescent Place Cheltenham Glos GLBO 3RA

Telephone Cheltenhans (0242) 213871 ext 246G

5 . /- i
Andrew Thorburn BSec FRIPI Yourreforonce GR/%/3/REH
County Planning Officer
East Sussex County Cowuncil

i - N
;géEglgh Street - pats. ;7 fprid 1976

Sussex EN7 1YA

Ourrstarence  V/437/RGW

For the attention of Mr Lanning and Mr Metcalfe
Dear Sir-
PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AONB

Further to our detailed inspection of the boundaries of the High Weald and my wubsequent
meeting with Mr Lanning, Mr Metcalfe and Mr Grahame on 2 April, I agreed to put our
officer-level views on the bouadaries in an informal lettsr to you. " Our views are

as follows: - ‘ ‘

i. As a general principle, we feel that the boundary should- avoid bisecting
existing small settlements. Such settlements should either be wholly included
or wholly excluded, depending on the architectural or "comservation" value of
the settlement. Our inspection of the boundary in East Sussex suggasted that

+ there were only two villages on the boundery which should be included ie. Waldron
and Fletching. The other settlements on the boundary should be wholly excluded.

ii. Because we do not feel that the Hamstreet area in Kent is of comparable
character to the other parts of the High Weald, we should like to suggest o

Kent that this is excluded from the proposed AONB, and that the line of the
Tenterden Sewer and the Military Canal would form a better toundary. If this
suggestion is accepted by Kent, this will mean that, in East Sussex from Reighton
northwards to the county boundary, the proposed AONB boundzary follows the Military
Canal.

iii. In the Guestling/Westfield area, we suggest that the bouudary should be
redrawn to the north of the built-up area along the B20Y3. As the boundary
stands at the moment the sandstone ridge connecting the centrzal part of High
Weald to the prominent ridge and cliffs in the Pairlighit area is partly excluded
from the AONB. The part of the ridge excluded is of sumilar character to the
Fairlight area. : C '

iv. At Sheffield Park the proposed boundary follows the line of the River Ouse,
but fat Sheffield Bridge (on the A275) it runs north t» Turners Green, and then
follows minor roads about a mile north of the River (Use to the county boundary.
In West Sussex, the boundary also continues westwards on miaor roads, just north
of the Ouse and eventually returns to the river at Grange Farm, where the B2028
crosses the river. As the land between the river and the minor road is equally
as attractive as the land to the north of the proposed boundary we would suggest
that in this area the river, not the road, should be used a5 the boundary, and we
would ask you te liaise with Wesl Sussex on this possible amendment of the
boundary. :



ve To the south of Tunbridge Wells, and immediately south of your boundary
with Kent, the proposed bhoundary excludes a strip of land, which in our view

" is of identical character to several of the deep wooded valleys around Tunbridge
Wells which Kent have included in the AONB. Ve would therefore ask you to’
consider removing entirely your proposed boundary from Groombridge (leaving

" Groombridge as an island) to Strawberry Hill, and taking the remaining part

of the boundary in this area up to the built- up area of Tunbridge Wells

(roughTy the county boundary). :

vi.. Immediately east of East Grinstead, there ig& an area of thb proposed AONB
vhich includes partu of Surrey, West Sussex and East Sissex. We have suggested
to Surrey and West Sussex that the proposed AONB be extended 1-2 miles westward.
It this suvgastlon is accepted, by those two counties, then we would ask you

to consider moving your boundary westward to the minor road which basses
Shovelstrode Manor. May we suggest you liaise with Surrey and West Sussex

on this point.

In all other areas ve agree wlth the boundary as defined.

The next stage in the procedure is for us to prepare a Commission paper with accompanying
maps, showing the local authorities! proposed boundaries and aur proposed amendments.
Hopefully this will go to the June Commission meeting. An essentizl annex to our paper
will be the paper prepared by Mr Metcalfe, giving a brief description of the area and
its problems, and explaining how the bcundaries were defined. In discussing our
proposed amendments with Mr Metcalfe, Mr Lanning and Mr Grahame, I obtained the
impression that they were reasonably happy with our proposed amendments, and that

they did not foresee any significant problems when these dmendments were put Of;lClallJ
to the County Couvncil.

Yours faithfully

¢~5Q\ \5V\9€3

R G WOOLMORE
Landscape Planner
Planning Branch
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Countryside Commission
John Dower House Crescent Place Cheltenham Glos GLBD 3RA

Telephone Cheltenhar: (0242) 21281 ext 246

E G Sibert FRIPI FRICS Yourrefororico - FLR/AG

County Planning Officer
Surrey County Council

County Planning Department
County Hall
KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES K74 207

Our reference V/137/RGW

bee 7 April 1976

For the attention of Mr Ryan

Dear Sir
PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AONB

Further to our detailed inspection of the boundaries of the proposed AONB; and the
meeting which Miss Jones and myself had with Mr Ryan on 25 March, I agreed to put
our officer~level views on the boundaries in an informal letter to you. Our views
on the part of the boundary in Surrey are as follows:

i. In the Dormans Land area we questioned why the proposed boundary should
cut through the middle of the attractive psrkland around Greathed Manor, and
we looked at this problem on site with Mr Ryan. We believe that the boundary
we found ie one that follows the north-western boundary of the park, and which
then runs northalong a footpath to GR TQ 408432 on the B2028, is preferable as
it dincludes the whole of the parkland without coming too close to the village
of Dormans Land.

ii. Immediately east of FBast Grinstead there is 2 swmall area of the proposed
AONB which includes parts of Surrey, East Sussex and West Sussex. We looked

at this area in detail with Mr Ryan, and we believe that on landscape grounds
there is a strong case for extending the AONB to imclude the area of land

enclosed by the A264 (Gatwick Wood to the Larches) on the south, the minor road
from the Larches to Apsley Farm to the west, and the minor roads running round
from Apsley Farm to Gatwick Wood to the north and east. We have spoken with
officers from Fast Sussex and West Sussex on the subject of this possible extension
and we understand that they are reasonably happy with the proposed amendment.

Both Mr Metcalfe and Miss Thompson have promised to contact you on this matter.

iii. There is no ‘doubt that the B2028 from Dormans Land to Marsh Green is an
ideal boundary for the proposed AONB. :

The next stage in the procedure is for us to prepare a Commission paper, with
accompanying maps, showing the local authorities!' proposed boundary and our proposed
emendments. An essential annex to our paper will be the paper prepared by Mr Metcalfe
giving a brief description of the area and its problems, and explaining how the
boundaries were defined. :

In discussing our proposed amendments in Surrey with Mr Ryan I obtained the impressionv
he was reasonably happy with our proposed amendments, and that he did not foresee any
significant problems when these amendments ‘were put officially to the County Council.

Yours faithfully
@/\ L@ﬁw‘b

{“‘)R G WOOLMORE

cn A mmmarna DX Avviosw
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Countryside Commission
John Dower House Crescent Place Chelteriham Glos GL50 3RA

Telephone Cheltenham (0242) 21381 ext 242

Your reference

The County Planning Officer

Kent County Council Our referonce

County Hall V/[I37/RGW
Maidstone ) Date

Kent . ol April 1976
ME14 _1XQ i

For the attention of Mr C Waite

* Dear Sir
PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AONB ‘ |

Further to our detailed inspection of the boundaries of the High Weald and my subsequent meeting with

Mr Waitz on 20 April, | agreed to put our officer level views on1 the boundaries in an informal letter to you,

Our views are as follows: :
. Asageneral principle, we feel that the boundary should avoid bisecting existing small settlements.
Such settlements should either be wholly included or wholly excluded, depending on the architectural
or “conservation’ value of the settlement. Our inspection of the boundary in Kent suggested that t=ere
was only one village on the boundary, Lissinghurst, which could be included within the AONB. The
other settlements on the boundary should be wholly excluded.

if.  We do not feel that the low wooded clay plateau in the Hamsireet area has the character of
the other parts of the proposed AONB. Geologically the area is outside the sands and sandstones of the
High Weald proper, and geographically the area is separated from the High Weald b y/fc»z‘her levels and
SHirley Moor. We should like to suggest to you that this area is excluded from the proposed AONB; arid
that a more suitable eastern boundary to the AONB follows the line of the Tenterden Sewer (from the
B.2067) to its junction with the Military Canal, and then follows the Canal southwards to the County
boundary. In a letter to the East Sussex County Planning Officer | have suggested to him that the Kent
East Sussex part of the boundary runs north from Reighton, along the Military Canal — to the County
boundary.

iti,  We believe that the Hemsted Forest area, being a prominent sandstone ridge covered in coniferous
plantations is of identical character to much of the core area of the High Weald. The view of the forest
looking south-east from Golford, in our minds, really justifies the inclusion of this area in the AONB.
May we suggest that a suitable boundary to the area would be the minor road running from Golford to
Foster Green, and then the road running south from Foster Green to East End, where it would re-join
your proposed boundary. '

iv.  Tothe south of Tunbridge Wells, just outside the Kent boundary, the East Sussex County Council!
have excluded a strip of land running from Groombridge to the golf course at Windmill Farm, which in
our view is of identical character to the deep and attractive wooded valleys around Tunbridge Wells
which your county have included in the AONB. We have therefore asked the East Sussex County Planning
Officer to consider redrawing the boundary in this area, and we have suggested that he removes the
boundary‘ from Groombridge (leaving Groombridge as an island) to Strawberry Hill. From Strawberry Hill
eastward to Windmill Farm we suggest he takes the boundary of the AONB to the built-up area of

- Tunbridge Wells. May we ask you to liaise with East Sussex on the best line for this part of the boundary.



V.  Inall other areas we agree with the boundary as defined, and we are happy for the county to make
any changes in the detail of the boundary around Tunbridge Wells, that may arise from Development
Plan considerations, We assume that these changes, if any, will be made before the designation order is

finalised.

The next stage in the procedure is for us to prepare a Commission paper with accompanying maps, showing the
local authorities’ proposed boundaries and our proposed amendments. Hopefully this will go to the June
Commission meeting. An essential annex to our paper will be the paper prepared by Mr Metcalfe (in consultation
with planning officers from the other counties involved), giving a brief description of the area and its problems
and explaining how the boundaries were defined. Iri discussing our proposed amendments with Mr Waite, |
gained the impression that he was reasonably happy with our proposed amendments, and that he did not fore-
see any.significant problems when these amendments were put officially to the County Council.

Yours faithfully
e

0. "
K5
R G WOOLMORE

Landscape Planner
Planning Branch T '
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M 32077
COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION 16799

HIGH WBALD PROMGSHD AOND
REPORT ON PRELININARY LAl SUBMITYED BY BAST SUBSEX, WESBTSUQSEX Kan
AND SURRRY

Introduction

1. In early 1973 thy Gommiseion compleled their review of 32 areas which
had been suggested as being suit«ble for designation as Areas of Outstanding
Natural Boauty wnder Section 87 of the National Parks and Accesa to the v
Countryside Act 1949. The Commission agreed that only o few such areas
merited Jesignation, one of ithe five areas selected as having the highest
priority being the Flgh Weald, originally the ‘'Forest Ridges! Conuervation
hrea (132 square miles) in the 1947 Hobhouse Report,

2. In March 1973 the Commission formally asked Eagt. Sussex, Kent and
Surrey County Councils to prepare a preliminary map showing the possible
boundaries, though at the seme time the Commission stressed that they
appreciated that the bulk of the work wonld await local government re-orgeani-
sation in April 1974. WVeet Sussex was formally invited to join the other
counties in preparing a preliminary map in July 1974. The district councils
-involved have also been consulted by the county councils in the preparation
of the preliminary map., East Sussex County Council have been respohsible

for co~ordinating the work of the four County Councils.

3.  The preliminary map as approved by the four County Cownoils was submitted
to the Commission in December 1975, and showed the propcsed AONB covering :
shout 580 square miles. ;

The High Weald Preliminary Map - Ot‘fioer's Report i

4. ‘Upon receipt of the, Jpreliminary map in December, the Landsoape Planner
for the Commission, ¥rWoulmore, undertook a détailed desk study and field '
survey of the proposed boundaries, The 1andsoape ‘tcore! of the’ High Nea.ld, Sy
the dissected sandstone plateau, forming the axis of the Wealden ah'l;ioline, i
is readily 1dentifiable; the margin of the arsa“is not a.lways BO easily : f '
identified, partioularly in' terms'of topography and scenic attrastion. In
addition’ tha definition of the boundary is complicated by substantial areas
- of residential devalopment both onthe edges end within, the High'Weald. _. -
* Much of Mr Woblmoréts report, of necessity “therafore, deals with the: margitis
of the prépossd AONB, ‘His detailed report is at Annex A, inoludi‘ng a sketoh-
-wap, showihg the prelimihary méjj, and the’proposed dimeridments, Large=doals
maps Will' be exhibvited in the tommission Room. v%., ¥ R I
S T Anhex B is a odpy of ‘the report on 'bhe preliminary mep preparad b:f
o East Sussex on ‘behalf of the four oounty councils involved, ‘Reference’is -~ . |
algo made ‘in” 't;his report to the priéposed modifications to the’ bmdary. o

6. n $he oourse of his survey Mr Hoolmore has worked in 6lose oonsultation
*with “Tfioars from the four Gounty Counoils; end the amendments whioh he has .
auggeated have beeén disoussed with these officers. At offioernleVﬁl all. the ‘
amendments have the informal agreemant of the, . County Oounoila. Tt ignot’ e
“expeoted that' the ‘smendments proposed would’ raiae any ma;jor o'b;lections frOm S
the local authorities oonoerhed. - D o L

T.. ‘In ‘duggesting amandments Mr doolmore haa 'been eapeoially aiare of, the need x'

to ehsire a consistent .dpprosch to- béundary deﬁni-bion by thé four . oouhtiea;

_and also that the praotioal needs -for- ohooaing & amvenient ph.ysﬁ)al bduhdary s

e F [ (1ike & road or a Fiver) have not 14d to sériGﬁa &aparturaa féom %verall NS 4};‘:
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8, TPurthermore, in un urea thal contains co many villages end hamlets, the
choice of a road fw a boundery, while ideal in open countryside, nay lead to
anomalous sitnations in such setilements, eg an AONB boundary running down the
middle of an attractive village street, "The local authority preliminary map
does inolude peveral such situatiums, and Mr Woolmore has accordingly suggested
that suoh villages be either wholly exclufad from, or included in, the proposed
AONB, indlusion or exclusion depending on the architectural or conservation
value of the settlement.

9. Commissioners are asked to oonsider the recommendations in Annex A for
reference back to the local awthorities. There is every indioation that the
local authorities will incorporate the amendmenis in the preliminary mep, whioh
will mean that the map used for consultation end publiocity will show no
differences betwoen the local authorities end the Commission, a facior ocon~
siderably simplifying the procedurs,

Planning Branch
July 1976
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o™ abtractive historic fowns, and: villages like Goihurat, Oranbrock, Speldhiret)

e conaiderable -aoreage of' deolduous- copses and, ahiwag 1?11e a.%tra

Annex A

THE HIGH WEALD AONB ~ PRELIMINARY MAP REPGRT AND REZCOMMENDATIGNS WY
¥R WOOLMORE, LANDSCAPL PLANNER (PLB)

(Jeneral Desoription of the High Weeld areus

1+ The preliminary map shows the High Weald AONB™.3 extending from Tunbridge,

on the edge of the Vale of Kent, in the north, to Hus-ings, and the edge of the

Vale of Sussex in the south. Its western boundary extenda to the environs of
Horsham, while in the casi it extends to the oliffs at Yastings and beyond to

Romney Marsh.

2. Thre oore area of the High Weald is formed hy the outorop of the sandstones
of the Tunbridge Wells and Ashdown Beds, and the intervening Wadhurst Clays.

The sandstones, the axis of the Wealden antinline, form a broken upland rising in |
places to 800 feet above sea level. '"The upland is deeply dissected into a series '-
of ridges by the headstrep,ms of rivers such as the Ouse, Mediay, East Rother, Mole :
and Arun, !

stones and the Weald Clays, but this boundaryf™s not always well marked :
topographically, especially in Sussex where the Wadhurst Clays are exposedsiin the i
valleys. On its northern edge the boundary is generally sharp pnd well-defined
as it ipg in the south-east, where the boundary is the oliff ocoast between Hastings
and Cliff End. In the extreme east the sandstone ridges form a series of peninsixlaa
and. islands extending into the flat levels of Romney Marsh.

3. The natural geological boundary of the H;f\ Weald is- the ;;unctioh of the sands. - :

ton bt 2

‘Landscape Features

4. The High Weald landﬂca e has an identifiable character, based on g number

of readily reoogniaabla 1xidscape componehts. The genoral featuves of the High
Heald“‘andscape are.as follows: It contains a series of sandstone ridges,. generally
round or' flat-topped, and normally separated by daep valleys, though 'thera are
wider valleys citt in the Wadhurst Clays. To the east the ridges ei‘bher end in .
coaital Gliffs or form islands giid steep-sided peninsulas which’ jut"out into’ 'l_:}}
low-level marshland. The sandstones” of the Tunbridge Wells and Aahdown Beds. and” the
Wadhtu-at c).ays domindte the geology, thaugh there are other beds:of sa,ndstong,
1imestone and olay ‘intercalated-‘betyeen these: beds and giving pise to particular
local features eg the deeplyinoised @ylls in the Ardingly Sandatones. ‘

5, . Sandy soils predominate, wiih the whole area onge being covered in woodlemd
_and ‘heath. ‘Remnants of the woodland are fotund in the rumerous deciduous copses:
“'gnd shajs -whioh dre scattered throughout the areaj Scots pines are algo Polind in, -
shalter 'bel‘ts and- along field boundariea, and are more genera.l on the™ “last ; extensive
rempant of ‘the Bandy hea'bh..a,nd, the 10 square miles of ‘the upland oomﬁ;oh of

Ashddim® Foreat. “Much of “the originil sandy heathland has‘been ‘replagced by extem!ive
coniferoua plantati.ons, and these" plantations q‘,@ke now very oharaoteristic of “the

immediaj;e akyl:lne in-fhe High Weald.

P T
L e

6. Elsewhere mixed farming domina.tea, though' with most of the land undar grasa. :
- A"legaoy "of the Wealden Tron industry is the number- of "hammer". ponds’ to be: fbund)
in the ares. .The older settlemenits are all Laocated on'the more- oben*ridgeytops,
Winéhah‘e& “Battle_and Mayﬁald. . There are also a” numbar of :landnoapadiparks in tue

- areay. l:lke Sheffield ‘Park, owned by the National 'l‘rust. ' § oy

7. The whole area, while oontaining somé subtle variations 1n landsoapa oharaoten, -

19 genera,ll a dis*b:lhot and most attrastite landscaps: unit;"ita most Oharac'heristi’

features being its wooded ridges mainly in oéﬁiferous plantati and’ ’;*{: C
e~rmah 8

" of the muéh greater Yorest whi.ohfonée oo’varad‘%e areé.. :

S Tys,
St
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S * 1ihe '%hree counti

8, In defining the boundaries of the area tlxefmur aounty councils, while taking .
into account the dimtinetive landscupe Featurus desoribed ahove, in ract based their
landscape appraisal on a method which has a more general applicaiion, the Tandy
landscape churacter analysis., This method, desoribed in Annox B, is much more of an
assessment of landscape qualiw and attractivenens; rather than a means of defining
landscape of & distinotlve character, Neverthelesg its use shows that in this case -
the arca of most attractive landscape is, with a fi4 exceptions, coincident with the .
area that has the distinctive festurce of the High Weald landscape.

Proposed modifications of ihe boundsry

9« There are,; however, some problems involved in defining a suitable boundary for the
AO¥B., Papragraph 3 above refers to the problem in certain areas of finding a topo-
graphical boundary which reflects chauges in the geology of the area. The presence of
many settlements both within the proposed AONB and on the edge of the area has further
added to the problems of delimiting a suitable boundary for the area. This problem is
also.referred to in paragraph 8 of the Commission Paper.

10. Taking into account these problems, and the landscape features desoribed above,

~+ and the overriding need to achieve consistency of approach in defining boundaries
‘throughout the area, a number of modifications to the local authority preliminary

map boundary have been suggested. All these modifications have now heen accepted at.
- officer level by the four County Counoils. The modifications are as followst~

Additions
i 5t Leonard's Forest

In the extreme 858% of the High Weald is the attractive area of St Leonard's
Forest, with its low sandstone ridges, mainly covered in coniferous plantatione,
some of whioh enclose secluded hammer! ponds. The logal authority have drawh
the ‘boundary in the east wo that it exoludea part of thie pleasa.nt i;ooded
ommtry From the proposed AONB.. On our suggestion the local authority have
redrawn the boundary further west to inolude this area.

ii, ‘Ouse Vallez

In thie area of East and West Sussex it is almost imposaible to find an jdeal
boundiiry, for the AONB, The local authorities have used both the river and a mihor
road tc, the north of the river in defining their pnaliminary map boundary in

that pert of* the’ valley whioch runs eastwards ‘from Lindfigld to, Sheffield‘ Park.
There eeem to be ‘N0 ?’landsoa.pe" reason why, the’ river is not followed “Tor its
entire length in‘this seotion. The' locs.l ‘authorities he.ve aooepted qur suggestion
that;the hotndary shoula ‘be* redrawn to £ollow the River Ouse Trom just noi-th of
Lindﬁeld to’ Sheffield “Park.,

: iii. ; East Gri.ustead, Dormans La.nd area

e East Sueeexy Hest Suseex, and Surrey all meet ;juet $o- 'Ehe

: eaét of’Eas't’ Gri 'bead ih anarea of rolhng well-wooded oountryﬂme whigh: v
:lnoludee v%he deeP:_f‘/la.lley of" 'I;ixe Kent Water, one of ﬁ:e tributaries of: the l(edway
‘A 1abge part. of thig’ area, exhibiting many of the landsoape charapteristive of
“ihe ﬁigh Heald: “)ias been, exoluded from ‘the’ propoped’: :AONB in ‘bhe looa.l anthority
- maps / Looﬁl abthority offioers have: ‘noy redrawn the by ‘oh ol suggeation,
80’ $hat’ th:lsf r?’lati.velv large area haé heen added to the proposed AOHB. S

N

_ Imediafely- 40" the eouth of 'mnbridge Hei"ls, and within’ 'Bhe county of East

v " gusmexy im, an area’ of conif‘eroue plantations: (Broadwater and Ha.rgate Foreats), e
. part of whibh has beaty exoluded froi the propmaediT ONB This drea is soshioslly :- =

u attrao'bive and s no’ ‘@ifFerent from much of the rd: liﬁg wooded:, omﬂtmide whioh
¥ slrroinhs’ Tunbridgs Wells and wiich hag ‘been inoluded i thin the! proposed: acma

The 1 doal a\\tfilority offioers, lilve acoepted our euggeetion that this a¥ea oW be

iﬂgiﬁﬁod ¥ tKin: the prépoeed AONB. » ‘ . SSEs
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Vo Hemstod Forant

Jurt to the pouth-cust of Sissinghursi in kent, um local authority map whowe
the coniferous plantation of Hemated Forcnt excluded from the propeeed AONB.
This forest covers a prominent sandstone ridge, and is undoubiedly part of
the Higl Weald in geology und in landoeape character. Aoting on our
puggention, the local authority have now added thie arez 1o ihe proposed AONB.

vi, Wesifield=~ (uostling areca

The local authorily preliminary map excluded a considerable part of the

Ligh sandstone ridge in this area immediately to the north of Hastings from

the proposed AONB. This arca in of identical character to the adjoining

parts of the ridge ie the Yairlight areca to the east, and ihe Battle area

to the west, and for the sake of consistency should be included within the. .
AONB. 'The local authority officers have ngreed to our suggestion that this area
be included within the AQNB. i

Exolusions
vii, Fairlight and Cliff Fnd 1

The fine landscape of wooded glens, rocky oliffs and coves found to the north
of Hastings, and all included within the proposed AONB, is marginally spoilt

by the sprawl of holiday and residential development at Fairlight and Cliff :
Fnd. We have agreed with the local authorities that these two sgettlements
be excluded from the proposed AONB. . i

b=

viii. Hametreet and Shirley Moor areas ]

This la.rge area consisting of a low wooded plateau and parts of the "evels"
does not ‘have the oharacteristic geology or relief of the High yeald. The
'looa.l authority officers have agreed to exclude thie area from’ the ‘proposed
and have therefore redrawn the boifidary to follow the 'I'enterden Sewer ]
and '!he eact bank of the Royal Military Canal. . ‘ ;

1. A number of minor amendments have been made to' the local au'thority preliminary
maps These chmfly concern eettlemente on roads which hhve been used' a8 a boundary
to the. ‘proposed ApNB. On inepeoting the area it was found 'l:he.t there were m OON~
siderable niimber ‘of instanhces of settlements being completely biseotesd- by the
proposed béundary. We' therefore asked the local aithority to redraw the bowndary
80 the.tueuoh settlements were either wholly excluded from, or iucluded im, the
proposed AONB, ‘inclusion or exolusion* depending on’ “the ,aroh:lteotuml or” gonservation
value of the aettlement. Acoordingly the’ local _authorities” have: redra.wn ‘the boundarm
vith most villggel in thil situation being oompletely exoluded from the AONB.
“of all fhe séttlements on'the boundary ohly Flétohing, and Waldroh' in:Bast Sussex
Aaud ‘Bre i6h] ey in Kent, were ooneidered to-have euffioient ooneerva.tion and: arohiteo-
"tural value to be completely ihdluded within the AONB. . , S

L
'12. : In sunmary therefore, a ‘numbér of modifications to’ the looaJ authority
‘proliming ry map have been- suggested, and these are as followew

Additione at ‘1. . st ‘Leonard's Foreet
“ii, Onse Valley
iii. Bast Grinstead, Dormans Land ares ‘
ive Broadwater and Hergate Forasts, Tunbr:ldge Welle
ve “Hemsted Fovest , a
vi. Heetfield—(!ueetling area

”’Exolueione at v.l:l.. mirlight and OIiff Bad
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13, ;L'h'e local authority officers have agreed these modifications with Commission
officers, plus & number of minor amendments, ohiofly relating to settlementis on the

proposed AONB boundary. There is every indication thet the County Councils and ;
District Councils will endorse the views already expressed by their officers. !
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“westwards to Groombridge is'mnotdissifilar to the area immediately to the south.

~on whioh areas may finilly'be deciHed for development in ihe Kent County Structure
Plan, . Small changed have dlgo beeh prgposed to the boundary west of Hungershall
"Park: (565387) and near 'Hawkesbury (603380). ' 3 T

"It is suggested that the boundary should be extended to include Hemsted Forest sinds

Antcx R
HIGH UEALT PROPOSED ACGHE « PADYR PlBARYD I BAST oS0035 CAINPY ohell,

MIZPHOD USED I'C DafLlE HICH WEALD AOLB BOUNDARY

‘the landscape appreisal wae baged on the Tandy chapracler analysin ag fuether
developed hy ieot Sussex County Planning Depariments The method combines an
asgessmont of landsecape character and quaiity within the nniiona) geid 1 km RQUETeB.
Raven ma.joif elements which gencrally recognised as Lueing of importance in the
landseape (rurface cover, undulation, irees in mans, trees aingly, water artifacts
and views out) were ench given a quantity factor (0 - none, 1 - nome, 2 = all of

1 km gquare) and & quality factor (=2 intel erable, =1 undesirable, O acoaptable,
+1 deeirrble, +2 highly desirable). The soore for cach square was the sum of the
quantity multiplied hy the quality scores for cach of the seven eluments. Squares
gooring 6 or more formod the basis of an area of senrch for a possible AONB. A
large cure aren and smaller groupings cmerged. As might be expected, low values
were sometimes encouniered within the groupings, and some peripheral areas, like
the Rother Levels were included on the final map because they ferm an essential
setting to the Isle of Oxney. 1In areas of doubt, squares sooring high for
undulation end tree cover - diagnostic High Weald features - were given preference.
In definirg the final boundary, reference was also made to geology, existing areas
of Great Landucape Value, other landscape evaluation surveys, and the Hobhouse
reportts proposed Forest Ridge Conservation Area, The deotailed boundary follows
easily recognisable physical features wherever possible, roads being preferred,
although streams, rights of way op field boundaries were used if more appropriate.

Because of their size, Crowbor‘i?agh, 'deathfield, Pembury and Southborough/'l‘unbridge
Welle were excluded from the AONB as was the East Sussex nart of Groonbridge
at the western edge of an exoluded wedge of land to the south of Tunbridge Wells,

PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS: YO BOUNDARY AS SUBMTTIED DECEMBER 1975

3
-

Following disoussion with Mr Woolmore of the Countryside Commission and District

Planners, modifications were proposed to the boundary.

‘1, Easb of Horsham and East Grinstead

The boundary has'been brought nearer the towns to follow the limit of ‘potential
development. There is no significant landscape difference from #*he earlier houndary
vhich would merit the exclusion of the zdded areas. A

2, Tunbridge Wells ' ‘
It is aocoepted thit the strip of land to the south of the town-and extending

The boundary has, therefore, been tightly drawn around Tupbridge Wells, although
this iay be subject to modifications &t the formal stage’df consultation;.dépending

b,
3-§" Bast of Cranbi ook ) k

it is now oongidered to meet the landscape oriteria.

4. Fast of Tenterden : |
A smdll addition ‘s proposed to avoid the awkward salieiit which wotld otherwise

S

exigt’ £6llowing modification 5.
By
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5  Shirley Moor/Ham Street prea

Although it could be argued that the Ham Stroet aren is wellwwooded and provides a
setting to 0ld Romney Shorcline, it is ireed that it does not have tho characteristic
gaology and relicf of the High Weald and is detached from it by shirley Moor. It is
proposed, therefore, that the boundary should follow the line of the Tenterden and
Reading Bewers and the east bank of the Roval Military Canal south to Secois Float
Lock.

6. Guestling/Vlestfield arca

The country to “he north of the Ridge between Baldslow and Guestling Green has been
added because its character is similar to that between the Pett and Icklesham ridges
to the east and the Marley Lane/Kent Street ares to the west.

7. Sheffield Park to Paxhill Park area

Although in general, ridge lines were preferred to valley bottoms in defining the
AONB boundary, it is accepled that the landscape between the River Ouse and the
minor roads initially pruposed for the houndary, is as attraotive as the land
immediately to the north of the minor roads.

8. It is suggested %that the boundary on the southern edge of Crowborough should be
curtailed to reduce possible development pressures. The reduced area is as attractive
as that adjoining the original bhoundary to the south.

9. With minor exceptions (Brenchley in Kent, Fletching and Waldron in East Susgex)
all settlemenis on the boundary have been excluded.

As dofined with the above modifications, the extent of the proposed AONB is approximately

1380 eq km (525 sq miles).r

* DESCRIPTION OF AONB

The High Weald, as proposed for designation, roughly aquates with the Hastings:Beds

of the Lower Crataceous. The varying lithology of these beds, en echelon fﬁ;ﬁing,.
sthike and block faulting, cambering and subsequent erosion, have combined to’produpe
a highly accidented and diverse rélief. This i most highly marked in the ‘dore ares
between Horsham and Battle and at the Tunbridge Wells Sand/Wadhurat Clay jinotion, '
The headstreams of the rivers which oit across the general grain of ‘the country often .
flow in deeply inoised ghylls, sométimes made more precipitous by the presence of’ the

Ardingly Sandstone. In contrast, the strike streams flow through broad vall%eya. ‘ T

The interfluves tend to be Plat=topped or gently rounded and on these there:is much of

- the High Weald's settlement. The vegetation pattern is generally one of soattered:

.ig & nehthland which not only sipports wildlife commnities of national

5
B t >
A

%

E .

}‘e‘

z

oopses and fields of varylng size with moré extensive areas of woodland on the higher
round in two broad east-west bands eastwards from Horshem to Weir Wood Reservoir,:
thence, south of the Medway Teise; and east. and south~east from Hadlow Down to,
Hasbings and Peasemarsh. The deciducui woodland is deminated by the cak, but other .-

ooumon 8pegies are beech, birch, ashy holly, and yew, with aldrr in the valleys.

Phe copses and shawe may be the last remeining relios of woodland olearances. and
Henoe have censiderable wildlife value. The ghiflls are often densely wooded and..
with the rock fages of Ardingly Sandstone have a distinetive microolimite which
has permitted thé swrvival of western-type planta. The 2600 ha of Aslidown Forent

‘“ imporianios)

B




Within the propcsed AONB there are a number of attractive and distinctive areas.
These include the cxtensive forests south of Urawley = St leonards, 1ilgate, Worth,
High Beeches, Brantridge and Balcombe Forests; the intimate landscape of woods ,
shays and open fields which surround tho fort topped Dry Hill {NE of Fast Grinstcad)
in annular fashion; the gsouth flowing ghylls be.ween Balcombe and West Hoathly;
Ashdown Forcst; the wide valleys of the Kenl Water s Medway and Rother; the
heavily wooded arca which three parts encirocle Tunbridge Wells; the orchard land
between Brenchley and Horsemonden; the stecep-sided valleys of the Brede and
Tillingham; tlie marshland setting of the Isle of Oxmey, Rye and Winchelsen; the
sandstone cliffs and coves between Fairlight and Hastings; the heavily wooded '
triangular southern ridge between Heathfield, Hastings and Peasmarsh. Also adding 3
‘o the quality of the landscape are the remervoirs of Weir Wood, Bewl Bridge,
Powdermill and Darwell, and hill and ridgetop towme and villages like West
Hoathly, Speldhurst, Goudhurst, Winchelsea, Battle and Mayfield. Within the

. area there are many historic legacies, including the gites of the Wealden iron
industry; great parks like Wakehurst Place which is now a naiional botanic garden,
(there is also the national pinetum at Bedgebury); Bayham Abbey; Bodiam Castle;
and the bastide town of Winchelsea.

s b e 4 b e

o g

In spite of this variety, however, the area is a cohesive one, its distihotive
rolling countryside setting it off from the surrounding Low Weald.

T LRI o A e e g

Tt e e ot Wt T e

SRR ae o T T

< o I . .

oo~ e

4 .o
% .

EF S L
P A
-

ST
ur{h
-
e
-
""r

T

at




i w East mzamgma ¥
= Dorman’s _.m:n mqmu

Lo amamaémﬁmﬁm:n Im«mmam _noamm . . ‘ B | i
£ Tunb _nmws\m:m iy ‘,\sP\/ e . i _:T_

, \x.«/ qcs_o_._o_mm ,>\m=m e

-
-

s
o
<
r\

WEST ,mcammx

cenmomd

q\ wocww <m__m< ‘

N ﬂ% 7 Fairlight and Cliff End

PROPOSED HIGH
WEALD AONB

Preliminary local authority boundary e Counties ===~

Areas which Countryside Commission
prefer to be excluded from AONB

District =~ —=%="—

Areas which Countryside Commission AsONB

prefer to be included in AONB

Numbered areas are referred to in Annexe A




i w East m::mgma
= Uo_‘am: s _:m:& mqmu

s _— .
5o S
w <<qu ,memmx 3

cenmd

-\ NO:mw <m__m< .

N hmamaémﬂm«mza Im«mmam _uoamv . . ‘ R { i
©Tunb _nmms\m:m S P\P\/ \ iy _w_

g N e ,,\.T.«/ ....CJ—U-..&Q& $\0=w » \,\

-,

7 Fairlight and Cliff End

PROPOSED HIGH
WEALD AONB

Preliminary local authority boundary Counties ===~

L)
Areas which Countryside Commission Ve District ~ ——%WeS_

prefer to be excluded from AONB

Areas which Countryside Commission AsONB

prefer to be included in AONB

Numbered areas are referred to in Annexe A







Countryside Commission

Minutes of the 87th [Mecting of the Countryside Commission held at john Dower House, Urescent
Piace, Cheltenham on Thursday 1 July 18706

Present: Mr | S Cripps Chairman
Mr R A E Herbert Deputy Chainman '
Professor G W Ashworth
MrT | A Coiman
Mr J Disfey
Mr R Hoyle
Mr ] Kegie
Cllr B S Langton
The Hon T O Lewis
Ms | A Riley

Apologies for absence were received from Ms E M Colwyn Foulkes, Mr | Cousing and Mr B I Hubbard,
MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON 2 JUNE 1976

The minutesof the meeting held on 3 Junc 1976 were signed as a true record,

MATTERS ARISING

3065 Membership of Mational Park Commiitees and Boards (Minue 3050)

It was reported that Ms Marek was unable to accept appointment to the Pembrokeshire Coasi Mational
Park Committee; also that the nomination of Ms Wcmmaccm had not been acted upon. The suggestion
was therefore made that the Commission should submit to Mr Barry Jones the name of My Smith,
ormmly Clerk of the Cemaes Rural District Council. it was agreed ihﬁi the Chairman should reiterate
the nomination of Ms Westmacott for the vacancy on the Pembnoﬁeshne Coast Mational Park Comimitice
nd also submit the name of Mr Smith as an aiternative candidate.

3066 Nominations for casual vacancies on National Park Committees (Minute 3052)

t was reported that nominations for the vacancies on the Northumberland, North York Moors and
Yorkshire Dales National Park Committees were still being processed within the Department.

3067 Commission visit to Manchester 20-23 July (Minute 3059)

It was agreed that Comrmissioners taking part in the Manchester visit should receive information offered
by the Greater Manchester Corporation as well as the programme brief prepared by the Commission.

3068 SYNOPSIS

tters commenting on 3 structure plans were considered. It was agreed that officers should prepare a
per which would set out the Comrnission’s objectives in assessing structure plans.

was agreed that the figures contained in Paper 76/123, summarising a Treasury report on Rural
epopulation, should be Studied by officers and comments prepared for the Commission.

069 FOUTPATHS FOR RECREATION — A POLICY STATEMENT — 76/112

he Director reported on consultations on the draft paper and commended the revision as the definitive
bcument for publication by the Autumn. After discussion the paper was approved subject to some
liting and consideration of a suitable foreword, in the light of the discussion.



077 HIGH WEALD PROPOSED AONB — 76/99

he Commission expressed their appreciation to Mr Woolmore for his paper. It was agreed to endorse the
ecommendations contained in the paper.

v

078 AGGREGATES: THE WAY AHEAD — 76/64
onsideration of the Paper was deferred to the August Commission meeting,

079 PLANNING CONTROL OVER MINERAL WORKING: REPORT OF THE STEVENS
COMMITTEE -- 76/125 :

he Commission considered the draft letier to the Department of the Environment containing comments on
he Stevens Committee Report. The matter of the sparse treatment of minerals following the Sandford
eport and Circuiar 4/76 was raised and after a brief discussion the Direcior undertook to subrnit 2
aper to the Commission for their consideration. It was agreed that, with minor amendments, the lett
hould be sent to the Department.

D

§

(380 PARTICIPATION IN COUNTRYSIDE RECREATION — 76/132
Qnsideration of the Paper was deferred to the August meeting.

é)S’! VISITS, MEETINGS AND CONFERENCES — 76/131

r

he Director asked whether any Commissioners would be able to attend the opening of the Queen
lizabeth Country Park, Hampshire on 2 August 1976.

082 PUBLICITY OPPORTUNITIES — JULY — 76/133

was intended that the Commission should issue a preliminary press rclease and then follow up with
ational and local coverage on the visit to Manchester.

083 ANY OTHER BUSINESS

‘Wwas agreed that the officer concerned in producing the Annual Count of Country Parks and Picnic

tes, circulated in the Synopsis, should give a short resume of the information at a subsequent
imission meeting. .

‘was announced that the new Chairman of the Wales Tourist Board was to be Mr Hudson Davies, MP
r Conwy from 1966-1970. It was agreed that the Commission should send him their congratulations
his appointment, and thank the retiring Chairman for his co-operation throughout his term of office.

e of Next Meeting:  Thursday 5 August 1976.
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“

Reference

NOTE OF A MEETING HELLD AT LEWES, EAST SUSSEX ON 26 SEPTEMBER, 1976 TQ DISCUSS TH
PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AONB BOUNDARY AND PUBLIC CONSU LTATION.PROCEDURE

R Metcalfe

Present: East Sussex CC
C Waite Kent CC
A Wickham Kent CC .
B Thompson West Sussex CC ‘
P Brown West Sussex CC
F Ryan ' Surrey CC
| Rutherford Ashford BC
A Brown Mid Sussex DC
T Heselton Hastings BC
VAmoun  _ RotherDC
M Higgins , ... - Wealden DC
W Hall Tunbridge Wells RC

...* B Broadbent

Sevenoaks DC

D Hartley Tandridge DC

D Tosh Crawley BC

T Clarke Horsham DC

R Woolmore Countryside Commission
PJones Countryside Commission

The meeting has been organised to allow Mr Woolmore to explain the designation procedure for the
AONB, the amendments to the proposed boundary, which had been approved by the Commission,
and for the meeting to reach some measure of agreement on the draft Statement of Intent.

" ——— o — Y —— aB e T

Mr Woolmore opened the meeting by outiining the previous and future stages in the designation procedura.

He then asked for the views of the local authorities on the foilowing amendments to the propased
boundary of the AQNB, which had been approved by the Commission:

1. St Leonard's Forest
The amendment had been agreed at officer level by West Sussex CC and Horsham DC.

There had been a suggestion from Horsham DC that the area known as Plumimers t*lain, to the east
of Mannings Heath, should be included in the AONB. Mr Woolmore felt that tie srea did not merit
inclusion, since it was a continuation of the flat land ‘o the west. West Sussex Ct agreed with this view.

Mr Woolmore agreed to write to the District giving his reasons for excluding Plun:mers Plain from the
AONB. -

2. East Grinstead, Dorman’s Land area

All authorities were satisfied with the amended boundary.

3.  Broadwater and Hargate Forests, Tunbridge Wells

This agreementhad been discussed with Kent and East Sussex CCs. Kerit CC would be writing to the
Comrnission suggesting that the boundary arcund Tunbridge Wells is not finaticed g+ nresent, since

ti;r‘;]%eni X ncgg.sibility _of Qevelopment on Fhevedge of the proposed AONB, as & resu!f of Structure .P!aln‘ .

Wealden DC approved the amendment, but thare was a possibility of some development just to the
south of Tunbridge Wells, in Tunbridge Wells DC area. It was agreed that the DO and East Sussex should
decide the line of the boundary in this area to exdiude the development if neve.sary,

CQODE 18.77



."4." Hemsted Forest S O

All authorities approved the amendment in this area.

B,  Westfield — Guestling area

£ Sussex CC agreed with the Commission’s amendment in this area. Tho detailed llne of the houndary to
the north of Hastings would be-decided hy.the countv e A

6.  Fairlight and Cliff End

At “officer level Rother DC had approved the amendment but some objection might be exbected at member
ievel. '

‘Hastings BC had submitted some minor amendments for the boundary at: Falrllth and Cliff End., < :
Mr Wealmore promised to.include these on the consultation map.

Rother ©:C had suggested three different lines for an extension of the AONB to mclude part of that area
betwsen Rye:and Winchelsea. Mr Woolmore agreed to the inclusion of a small area to the- wsst of Winchei-
sea Beach . but would discuss the suggestion for the other areas with East Sussex before .making a decisicn,

7. . Hamstizet and Shirley Moor areas

Kent CC agreed to the exclusion fo this area. Shepway DC were not represented at the meeting but it
was unaersicod that they would be sending their comments to the Commission.

Ashford DC objected to the exclusion of the atea at both officer and member level. The boundary still

~had to be discussed at committee level but Kent CC were willing to suggest a compromise,if there was
obiecticn i the xclusion by identifying the area in the Structure Plan as an Area of Great Landscape
Vaiua, ’ : :

8. Ouse Valley
All authorities were dqreeablc to the proposed amendment.

Crawley BC wanied the area between the motorway and Crawley to be considered for inclusion in the
AONB. Mr Woolmore agreed to discuss this with Crawley BC, Mid Sussex DC and West Sussex CC.

Since suing authorities had not received officidl committee approval of the proposed AONB bhoundary,
they were asked to do so within the next two months, except in cases where the officers Jid not feel it
was necessary. -

it was hoped that in about two months time the Commission would be able to prepare the man of
the AONB for public consultation.

" Public Consultation

Mr Woolmore outlined the procedure for public consultation. Since maps, leaflets and the Statement
of Intent had to be prepared, it was unlikely that the public consultation period could begin within

the next 6 months. o
s, while the counties consuliad

The Commission would consult all the national organlsatlons and bodle e,
ook

the regional and local offices of these bodies. Reports would be prepared on the comments rec A
after which a meeting would be held to resolve as many objections as possible, before prepar: ing L
designation order. !t would probably be at least a year and a half before the designation order would &0

confirmed by the Secretary of State

=



The authorities were asked to consider publicity for the proposed AONB designation.. Mr Woolmare
would write to the 4 county councils setting out some different methods of publicizing the designation
proposal. The general feeling of the meeting was that full public participation wolld not be ‘ a
acceptable due to the likely volume of responses and expense of the exercise. Mr Woolmore agreed to
find out whether the Commission could contribute towards the cost of publicity. .

The counties ageeed to discLiss publicity with their districté, and a meeting would be arranged with
the Commission in about two months time to consider these ideas.

)

Statement of Intent

Mr Woolmore gave his views on the draft Statement of Intent and outlined the issues which he would
like included.

It was agreed that all the autharities and the Commission would send thair comments on the draft to
Mr Metcalfe within the next two wesks. '

Once the Statement of Intent had Leen redrafted and agreed by the officers, it would be sent to the
county committees for approvul and the district committees for comments. [t was hoped that this
stage would be completed as soon as possible, so that the Statement of Intent could form the basis
for the preparation of a publicity seaflet on the AONB.

There was some discussion of futire arvangements for the AONB, including a wardening system,
information centres, managemant r.lan and joint advisory committee, all of which might be mentioned
in the Staternent of Intent. It was yenerally felt that the authorities would be reluctant to commit
themselves, if substantial financicl or staff resources were required. The meeting favoured & Technical
Officers Working Party rether tha a Joint Advisory Committee, '

ACTION

1. Mr Weolmore to write to Horsham DG giving his reasons for excluding Plummer’s Plain from
the AONB. -

2. Mr Woolmore to discuss the possibility of including part of Camber Sands in the AONE with E Sussex
CC before giving Rother DC his decision.

3. MrWoolmore to discuss the inclusion of the area between Crawley and the motorway.in the AONB’
with Crawley BC, Mid Sussex D and West Sussex CC.

4. Mr Woolmore to write to 4 counties setting out ideas for publicity of proposed AONB designation.
5.  MrWoolmore to look into possibility of Commission contirbuting towards publicity costs.

6.  Heferences to previous mentions of Statement of Intent in Annual Reports required by Mr Waiteg
Kenit CC o

7. Miss Thompson, West Sussex CC wauld like examples of Joint Advisory Committees or equivalents
in existing AsSONB.
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/O B Zple fllase

b Countryside Commission
': John Dower House Crescent Place Cheltenham Glos G.L.SO 3RA

23

S
R TAY

. Telephone Cheltenham (0242) 21331 ext U2

' Horsham District Council

- Your reference

A A Jones MRTPI

Director of Planning and Development Our reference

Park House -
D
North Street ate ‘éS_October 1976

HORSHAM, Sussex HH12 1RL

Dear Mr Jones

PROPOSED BIGH WEALD AONB ' - :
PLUMMERS PLAIN '

Your letter to Mr Bryant, dated 21 June and his reply of 25 Juna, were sent to
me for information, and the problem of defining a suitable koundary in the
Plummers Flain area was discussed at the meeting held at Lewes on 27 September,
attended by Mr Clarke from your office. I promised him that I would write to
you explaining our views on the boundary in this area.

The boundary which we have now agreed with Weet Sussex lourty Council is one
which we believe best reflects, though not perfectly, the changs from the wooded
sandstone ridges of the High Weald to the lowland landscapc <f the Low Weald.
The areas to the north and south of Plummers Plain (St Leonards Forest and
Leon®¢dslee) are virtually identical in character; both are wa2ll wooded and
contain deeply incised valleys with several hammer pends, a1l typical features
of the High Weald landscape. The greatér part of the Plumiers Plain area is

a low plateau of flat open farmland, which stands in direct contrast to the
higher more wooded landscapes to the north and south. In actual fact, the
plateau farmland extends to the south of the A.279, but this road formed the
most convenient boundary.

I hope I have adequately explainec cur views on this matter, but I should
emphasise that if your Council stiil wishes to include Plummers Plain in the
AONB, we shall show this area on the cvonsultation map as one where there is

a difference between ns. You can then make the point more formally as part of
the consultation procedure.

The Commissicn is, of course, very rieased with the way the proposal for the AONB
proposal has commanded general support from all the local authorities involved,
including your own, and we look forward to seeing the High Weald AONB cn the map
in the not too distant future.

Yours sincerely

R G WOOLMORE
Landscape Planner

@éﬂzf.mﬂfw%@x
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ROTHER DISTRIGT GOUMGIL 57 o e

B TownAHaH,
PLANNING DEPARTMENT - X

Tel: 216321, Code 0424

VA

v
Our ref: BT/KT/5.9.5.1.
Ask for: Mr. Thompson Ext: 235
Date: 7 th December, 1976 Your ref:

}? Countryside Commission, .

. .1 Gambridge Gate, COUNTRYSIDE
Regent Park, COMMISSION
LONDON. NWL1 4JY. RS BEL 5976
Dear Sirs, . Fags NOuiiereieseacsasens

Proposed High Weald Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty.

I refer to the above-mentioned matter which has been the subject of
recent consultations between yourselves and the East Sussex County
Council regarding certain amendments to the boundaries of the proposed
area within the Rother District.

This matter was considered by our Development Services Committee at
their resumed meeting on 4th November, 1976 and a copy of Agenda
. Item No.8 is enclosed for your information.

The recommendations were considered by the Rother District Council
at their meeting on the 22nd November, 1976 and were approved and
adopted as follows:-

"1, The proposed boundary changes at Fairlight, Pett Level and
Catsfield are noted, but it be represented that the whole
of Catsfield together with Fairlight and Pett Level be
included in the proposed Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
in recognition of the considerable merit of these areas from
a conservation point of view as a valuable part of the countryside.

2. The pxtension of the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty in the
Westfield/Hastings boundary area is welcomed.

3. It is strongly requested that the area from the Udimore Ridge
to and including Camber Castle be incorporated in the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty, as this area constitutes an important
part of the local landscape.

b, It is suggested that the Countryside Commission consider

inclusion of the area of shingle banks and gravel workings
to the east of Camber Castle.”

Continued ....

| EASTERN AREA BRANCH }
3D |
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Countryside Commission 7th December, 1976

’ A further enclosure map of the area to the south of Catsfield to a

scale of 1:2500 is enclosed to illustrate the amendment mentioned

in recommendation 1 above. In addition to amending the boundary

to follow the original line, the enclosed map shows a further amendment
to the boundary which the committee wish to be represented.

The areas referred to in recommendation number 3 above are illustrated
on the further enclosed 2%" map as areas numbers 1 and 2. Area number 3
on the same map illustrates recommendation number 4 above.

T trust that the above amendments may be incorporated in the final
plan to be submitted to the Secretary of State.

Yours faithfully,

@

for Planning Officer.

Enc.



“~30THER DISTRICT COUNCIL . ‘ Agenda Item No. 8

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES COMMITTEE PROPOSED HIGH WEALD ARFA OF
(Thursday, 28th October, 1976) OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY,

REPORT OF PLANNING OFFICER

[
‘ 1.3 Introduction o :
1. } In May 1975 I reported on the progress of thls proposal, and the
. boundaries then under consideration by the Countryside Commission.
' After consultations with officers of the County Council and this
Council, amended boundaries are now pr0posed .

1.2 The purpose of this report is to present the proposed changes, and to
- propose further changes. At this’ stage the consultation remains
informal - there will be a formal opportunity for the Council and
public to commeat on the proposals when the Commission publishes its
consultation plan later this year. .

1.3 Subject to there being no major objections at the formal stages of
consultation, it is hoped to submit the proposal to the Secretary of
State in the Spring of 1977, and that approval will follow before the
end of the year.

2. The Proposed Amendments

2.1 A plan showing the May 1975 boundaries and the proposed alterations
will be on display. at the meeting. The main part of the District
continues to be within the Area of Outstandlng Natural Beauty, the
changes proposed are as follows: -

1, Westfield/Hastings boundary. The large "bulge" of land previously
excluded from the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty proposals has now
been brought within the boundaries., Following detailed discussions
with County and Hastings officers, a boundary has been defined which
brings the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty v1rtua11y up to The Ridge
road at several p01nts

2. Fairllght/PettiLevel These areas have been excluded by the Country-
side Commission on the basis of their principle that settlements on the
boundary should be excluded unless they have considerable conservation
value,

3. Consideration

3.1 The general principle of creating an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
is to be welcomed. The implications were set out in my report of May
1975. A particular benefit which national recognition would have, would
be increased support for the preservation of landscape quality.

3.2 The proposed inclusion of the area from Westfield to the Hastings
boundary is a worthwhile improvement, the changes at Fairlight/Pett
Level represent the application of a general Countryside Commission
policy. :

Cont'd.....




- (2)

3.3 In my opinlon,'an area of particular concern is the excluded area

between Winchelsea and Rye, between the Udimore Ridge and Camber

' Castle, This area is crossed by the A.259 road, from which there are

extensive views of the Ridge and the Castle; addltlonally, the
proﬁosals to open Camber Castle to the public means that more people
will enjoy this part of the Districts landscape. It is suggested that
the Commission should be pressed to include this area within the

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (defined on plan to be displayed

at the meeting).

Recommendatlons S ST

It is therefore recommended that

1 Without prejudlce to its formal comments when the results of

pub11c consultatlon are known, the Council

a) Notes the proposed boundary changes at Falrllght and
Pett Level and :

b) Welcomes the extension of the Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty in the Westfield/Hastings boundary area,

c) Strongly requests the inclusion within the Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty of the area between the Udimore Ridge and
Camber Castle (inclusive), as this area constitutes an
important part of the local landscape.

d) -Suggests that the Countrys1&e Commission consider including
the area of shingle banks and gravel workings to the east of
Camber Castle, S ‘ -

D.F. POWELL, FRICS.,FRTPI.,
Planning Officer

ety Ter———
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Town Hajy,

PLANNING pgp ARTMENT SBue;(:;L{.o?;l%eSaladx

Tel: 216321, Code 0424

R, . N N

Our ref: VFA/HW 5.9.5,1,
Askfor: Mr. Ammoun, Ext: 240

e -

i

Date: 13th December 1976, Your res:
Countryside Commission,

1 Cambridge Gate,

Regent Park,

LONDON, Nwi1 4J3Y.

For the attention of Mr, R, Woolmer,
—==_the attent; Lmer,

Dear Sirs,

Proposed High Wealq Area of

Outstanding Natural Beautz.

I refer Eo my letter of 7th December, advising you of the Council'sg formal
resolutiong concerning the above matter, and ap oW writing concerning

another suggesteq alteration to the provisional boundaries, 1t has been
Suggested that the whole area of the Site of Special Scientific Interest

should be included, Ag you will see from the attached Plan, the site (bounded
in yellow) covers land on both sides of the Rother. The land on the south ~
side ig already included within areas 2 and 3 which Rother reéspectively urges
and suggestsg should be included in the Area 6f Outstanding Natural Beauty -~ it
is now Proposed that the remainder of the Site on the north bank of the Rother
should be similarly designated, ‘

Your informai comments on thig proposal would be most welcome,

Yours faithfully,

Wl

for Planning Officer

Al correspondence to be addressed to the Planning Officer, Town Hall, Bexhill. Quatinn thn ~o .
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High Weald A,O,N.B, Working Party held at County Planning Department
Southover House, Southover Road, Lewes, 2 p.m. Thursday 30th June 1977.

Present : R.G.Woolmore - Countryside Commission
' I, Mitchell - w B
Brenda M. Thompson - representing C.P.0. West Sussex C.C.
R. M. Buss ~ representing C.P.0. Surrey C.C.
A, Wickham - representing C.,P.0. Kent C.C.,
R. Metcalfe -~ representing C.P.0. East Sussex C.C.
G. Beaumont - Administrative Officer, East Sussex C.C.

1, General

It was noted that the Statement of Intent and Consultation Map had now
been approved by the County Councils concerned, although several District
Councils have proposed amendments to the map. Rother District Council
have proposed including areas to the east of Rye, including Camber Sands,
Fairlight Cove and Catsfield. It was hoped that difficulties with
individual District Councils could be overcome before public comment was

invited.

26 Publicity and Public Participation Procedures ~ Advertisement of
intention to designate the A,O.N.B.

~The discussion paper on publicity procedures and consultations was
considered. It was hoped that objections from organisations and the
public could be overcome by negotiation. :

2.1 Consultations

It was agreed that the Countryside Commission would consult National
Organisations, with the County Councils concentrating on consultations

with regional and local organisations. County Councils would consult
District Councils requesting that they carry out the consultations with

the Parish Councils affected by the proposals or those adjoining the A.O.N.B.
In.delegating the responsibility to consult Parishes, County Councils

would provide adequate copies of Statements of Intent and Maps (1/50, 000
scale) to the District Councils carrying out this work.

The schedule of local consultations proposed by individual County Councils
would be prepared in the next few months and forwarded to the Commission
to co-ordinate and prepare a master list of consultations which would be
circulated for information to County Councils carrying out these
consultations, In this way, any duplication of consultations would be

avoided.

2.2 Preparation of Consultation Material

It was agreed that the Commission and County Councils would run off their
own copies of the Statement of Intent from the master copy to be supplied
by East Sussex. The Commission would supply the Maps at l/lOQ,OOQ;H’
scale based upon definitive 1/50,000 map to be forwarded by East Sussex.
County Councils to advise Commission of numbers required for consultation.
It was noted that the Commission had a budget of approximately £1,000 for
the Public Participation exercise leading to the. designation of the A.O.N.B.
On this basis, it was agreed that the preparation of a fold-up leaflet,
summarising the proposals and inviting any comments to the County Councils
or District Councils, would be desirable, since the purpose of the exercise
was to forewarn the public as to what an A.O.N.B. was, its purpose and the



Regional context. The Commission would send East Sussex a copy

of the Dedham Vale publicity leaflet and draft text of North Pennines
proposal leaflet. The County Council would be responsible for
producing the text and printing the leaflets giving the addresses to
which comments should be sent. The County Council would agree
among themselves who should undertake which parts of the production.®
The Commission would make a contribution towards the cost of printing
and distribution, including postage.

263 Public Meetings

It was agreed that the County Councils would not convene any public
meeting, but organisations, Parish Councils etc. could organise their
own meetings and perhaps invite speakers from the Commission or County
- Councils. It was suggested that a small display was prepared by
each County which could be taken round to meetings.

2.4 Press Release

It was agreed that a Press Release needed to be prepared which could
serve for local and national purposes. The Commission press officer,
Mr. Sluman, would contact County Council press officers for the purposes
of preparing a press release statement, arranging a press conference and
publicity on local radio. The Commission would also hope for a national
press release which would also provide publicity for the work of the
Commission and the local authorities concerned.

2.5 Reports on Consultation Exercise

The Commission would prepare a report on the way that the national
consultation processes went and the County Councils would report on
local consultations. These reports could be brought together into

an overall report which could be considered at a further meeting of this
Working Party early in 1978,

2.6 Public Participation Programme

l. Draft fext for leaflet agreed by Autumn.

2o Public Participation commence October/November (a further
meeting of the Working Party should be arranged at this
time to arrange final public participation details).

3. Report back to committee on result of Publlc Partlcipation
in Spring 1978.

4, Commission advertise intention to submit an order to designate
the A:.O.N.B, to the Minister for confirmation, June 1978. At
this time it would be worthwhile for County Councils to write
to local objectors who still felt that points that they had
raised had not been satisfactorily dealt with, that the
designation order was being submitted to the Minister and that
they could make their objections to the Minister if they so
required. A

3, Date of next Meeting

Dependent upon production of leaflet - see 2,2 above.

*It has subsequently been agreed that West Sussex would produce the
draft text for comment.
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RLR: Countryside Commission -
ﬁ John Dower House Crescent Place Cheltenham Glos GL50 3RA

g™ Telephone Cheltenham (0242) 21381 ext 239

D F Powell Esq FRICS MRTPI Vour oo
Planning Officer 0.9.0.

Rother District Council Our reference

Town Hall . ‘ V/137
Bexhill-on-Sea Date
e ‘ 22 July 1977

Dear Mr Powell
PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AONB

Further to your letter of 2 June, | have visited the Catsfield and Rye areas with your 2 assistants,
Messrs G Dudman and B Thompson, and Mr Metcalfe of East Sussex County Council 1o see if we . ould
reconcile our different viewpoints on the preliminary map boundary.

We came to the conclusion that East Sussex County Council and the Commission would accept Rother
District Council’s proposal to include the levels between Winchelsea and Rye (area marked 1 on the
map accompanying your letter of 13 December). The Commission and the County Council accepted
that the area was very similar in its location and character to Pett Levels which had been included in

the preliminary map already approved.

With regard to the Catsfielc area, both the County Council and the Commission believed that the area
to the south of the present boundary, thcugh attractive, was less significant in national landscape terms
than the aree to the north of Catsfield. Hence we reluctantly decided not to agree with Rother District
Council’s views on this area, nor did we agree with the inclusion of the village of Catsfield within the
proposed AONB. Mr Metcalfe and myse!f agreed that although the viilage was reasonably attractive

it did not contain buildings of sufficient architectural or conservation value to be inciuded in the
proposed AONB. ‘

Finally, | would stress again that should the District Council still not accept our views on the Catsfiald
area they will of course have the opportunity to make a formal representation to the Commission for

thz inclusion of the area when we advertise our intention to submit a Designation Crder to the Secretary
of State. This representation would be submitted with the Designation Order to the Secretary of State.

Yours sincerely

=

R G WOOLMORE
Landscape Planner

cc:  Mr Metcalfe —
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Countryside Commission
Greater London & South East Regional Office
25 Savile Row London W1X 2BT

Telephone 01-734 6010 ext 786

Your reference
Ourreference - GLSE/156/2

Date 12th June 1978

Dear Sir
HIGH WEALD: PROPOSED AREA OF OQUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

The Commission propose to designate an area of some 1,450 sq kms (560 sq miles)
of the High Weald as an Area of Qutstanding Natural Beauty under the powers
contained in Section 87 of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside
Act 1949, The proposal which has the support of the loeal authorities in

the area, covers an area stretching from Tonbridge in the north to Hastings

in the south and from Rye in the east to Horsham in the west,

Though the national landscape signifiicance of the High Weald was identified
by Government Committees chaired by Dower and Hobhouse in the immediate post-
war years, it was not until 197k, following a review of existing and potential
AONBs, that the Commission included the area in their new AONB programme, and
accordingly requested the local authorities involved to prepare a preliminary
map., The four county councils of East Sussex, West Sussex, Kent and Surrey
and the district councils involved have now prepared and approved the prelim-
inary map and a Statement of Intent setting out planning, conservation and
management policies which would apply in the area,

Prior to submitting a designation order based on the preliminary map to the
Secretary of State for the Enviromment, and advertising their intention %o
submit the order, the Commission, with the help of the local authorities,

are now consulting on an informal basis, all the interested bodies, organisations

and the general public on the proposal, The Commission and the county councils
wish to consider the views of the interested bodies and the general public
before the Commission finally decide whether or not to submit the designation
order,

The Commission are responsible for consulting the national bodies and organ-
isations, while the four county councils will consult local and regional
bodies and the general public, Where national bodies and organisations have
regional or local offiices, these offices will also be consulted by the county
councils, :

This letter, therefore, is intended to inform you or your organisation of the

proposal, and to invite comments on the principle of designation and on the
boundary of any area to be designated,

! : Cont/...



N

I enclose copies of the following documents which will, I hope, assist you
in commenting upon the proposal:

a. A plan (scale 1:100,000) illustrating the proposed boundary
of the AONB,

b. A draft Statement of Intent approved by the local authorities.

¢c. A leaflet which summarises the effects of the proposal in general
terms and illustrates the boundary. This is being distributed
widely in the proposed AONB,

When you have considered the proposal I would be grateful if you would send

your/your erganisation's comments to Miss Judy Ellis at this office. It
would be appreciated if you could let us have the comments by the end of

July,
Yours faithfully

PN (S AV |

JAN MITCHELL



HIGH WEALD
PROPOSED AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

STATEMENT OF INTENT

1. Introduction :

‘1.1 The Countryside Commission, at the request of the authorities
concerned, propose to designate the High Weald as an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty (A.O.N.B.). The purpose of this designation is to give
formal recognition to the national importance of the landscape character
of the High Weald. It would strengthen the ability of Government agencies
and the Local Planning Authorities, through policies in Development Plans
and the operation of development control, to conserve and enhance the
landscape. The administration of the area, the determination of
planning applications and the carrying out of works would remain entirely
in the hands of the Local Planning Authorities. Designation would also
give added weight and financial support to the efforts of the Local
Planning Authorities to promote specific measures to ensure that the
landscape character is conserved and, where possible, enhanced. Both
public and private concerns and individuals would be eligible for
financial assistance from the Countryside Commission towards measures
which enhance the landscape and for measures which allow the landscape

to be enjoyed by members of the general public.

1.2 This statement, subject to views which may be expressed by interested
organisations and the general public during consultation, is an indication

of the willingness of the four County Councils and twelve District

Councils™, as Local Planning Authorities in the High Weald area, to accept
the planning and land management implications of the Countryside Commission's
proposal to designate the High Weald as an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty;
it is also intended to inform members of the public, organisations and those
with an interest in the area, of the principles underlying designation in
order that they may obtain some idea of the way in which their main interests
could be affected. '

1¢ East Sussex County Council Hastings Borough Council

Rother District founcil
Wealden District Council

Kent County Council Ashford Borough Council
Sevenoaks District Council
Shepway District Council
Tonbridge and Malling District
Council
Tunbridge Wells Borough Council

Surrey County Council Tandridge District Council
West Sussex County Council ” Crawley Borough Council

Horsham District Council
Mid-Sussex District Council.



2e Description of the Area:

2.1 The High Weald, as proposed for designation, lies approximately in
the centre of the Weald between the South Downs of East and West Sussex and
the North Downs of Kent and Surrey. It is situated mainly on raised older
sandy areas and is separated from the chalk Downs to the north

and south by a clay lowland. Its eastern boundary is the low lying
areas of Shirley Moor and Walland Marsh, and the sea between Hastings and
Rye. It extends east to west about 75km. (47 miles) and north to south

a maximum of about 30 km (19 miles), and covers about 1450 sq.km. (560 sq.
miles) of which 60% is in East Sussex, 26% is in Kent, 14% in West Sussex
and less than 1% in Surrey. With two exceptions (Fletching and Waldron
which have considerable conservation interest), settlements on the boundary
of the A.0.N.B. have been excluded. Four settlements within the A.O.N.B.
(Crowborough, Heathfield, Pembury and Tunbridge Wells) have been excluded
because of their size. :

2.2 The area broadly coincides with the Hastings Beds, the innermost and
cldest geological group of the Wealden Series, although its junction with
 the Weald Clay is not always well marked topographically. The varying
litheology of these Beds, their folding, faulting, superficial structures
and subsequent erosion, have combined to produce a highly broken and
diverse relief. It is, however, the dissection by streams and rivers,
of the alternating sequences of sands, silts, clays and their lithified

" counterparts, which have imparted the primary characteristics to the

landscape. The grain of the country is dominantly east to west and the
.flat topped or gently rounded ridges are separated by generally broad
valleys (e.g. Upper Medway and Rother). = These ridges, however, are

broken into smaller segments by rivers which run off the major watersheds
and in contrast, flow in narrow valleys, in places so deeply incised as to
be known as ghylls (e.g. Cockhaise Brook south of West Hoathly).

2.3 Most soils are acid, and poorly drained and, as a result,

much of the land is under woodland and pasture or on the most infertile
soils, left as heathland. Better drained and lighter soils often carry
arable crops and in the eastern part of the area, fruit is tending to
replace the traditional hop garden. The vegetation pattern is generally
one of scattered copses and fields of varying size with more extensive areas
of woodland on the higher ground in two broad west-~east bands eastwards from
. Horsham to Weir Wood Reservoir, thence, south of the Medway & Teise; and
east and south-east from Hadlow Down to Hastings and Peasemarsh. The
deciduous woodland is dominated by the oak, but other common species are
ash, beech, birch, holly and sycamore, with hazel, hornbeam and sweet
chestnut coppice, and alder in the valleys. Conifers, with Scots pine
predominant, occupy a smaller, but nevertheless significant area. The
copses and shaws may be the last remaining relics of woodland #learance in
the former great forest of Andredsweald and hence have considerable wild-
life value. The ghylls are often densely wooded and with the rock faces
of the Ardingly Sandstone have a distinctive microclimate which has
permitted the survival of plants normally found only in western Britian,
The 2600 hectares (6400 acres) of Ashdown Forest at the core of the area,
is a heathland which not only supports wildlife communities of national
importance, but is also of considerable regional recreational significance.
Elsewhere, mixed farming predominates.

2.4 Within the proposed A.0.N.B. there are a number of attractive and
distinctive areas. These include the extensive forests south of

Crawley - St. Leonards, Tilgate, Worth, High Beeches, Brantridge and
Balcombe Forests; +the intimate landscape of woods, shaws and open fields
which encircle fort-topped Dry Hill (N.E. of East Grinstead); the sequence
of north to south ridges which fringe the southern perimeter; the heathland
of Ashdown Forest; the wide valleys of the Eden, Medway and Rother; the

heavily wooded area which partly encloses Tunbridge Wells; the orchard

2



land between Brenchley and Horsmonden; the steep-sided, flat floored
‘valleys of the Brede and Tillingham; the low sandy ridges rising above
the Wadhurst Clay in the eastern part of the area; the former cliffed
islands of Oxney and Winchelsea now in a marshland setting; and the clay
and sandstone cliffs and coves between Fairlight and Hastings. Also
adding to the quality and variety of the landscape are the water reservoirs
of Weir Wood, -Bewl Bridge, Powdermill and Darwell, and ridgetop towns and
villages like West Hoathly, Speldhurst, Goudhurst, Battle and Mayfield
whose architectural qualities largely derive from the use of local
building material. Within the area there are many historic legacies,
including the sites of the Wealden iron industry and their still existing
hammer ponds, great landscaped parks like Wakehurst Place which is now a
national botanic garden, (there is also the national pinetum at Bedgebury),
and Sheffield Park owned by the National Trust; Battle and Bayham Abbeys;
Bodiam Castle; and Edward I's planned town of Winchelsea.

2.5 In spite of this variety, however, the area is a cohesive one, its
" distinctive ridged countryside and pattern of hedged fields, scattered
shaws and large blocks of woodland distinguishing it from the surrounding
Low Weald.

3. Reasons for Designation and Land-use Problems :

3.1 The case for designation rests not only on the outstanding natural
beauty of the area, but also on the need to deal effectively with existing
or potential pressures threatening to disfigure its character. The major
pressures derive from population growth and accessibility to the London
areae .

3.2 In the Crawley/Burgess Hill and Bexhill/Hastings areas which are
adjacent to the High Weald, there has been considerable population
increase in recent years and some further growth is likely in the next
15 - 20 years. More restrained growth may take place in Crowborough,
East Grinstead, Hawkhurst, Heathfield, Horsham, Tunbridge Wells and
Uckfield, all of which lie within or close to the High Weald. In
addition there are pressures on smaller settlements which in some areas
are particularly attractive to those seeking retirement, or wishing to
commute.

3.3 The second important factor is that the area is traversed by major
roads radiating from London to the coast (M23/A23, A22/A275, A21/A26/A268)
and west to east (A272/A265, A264/A262), making it easily accessible

not only to people from theimmediate area, but also to those ffom further
afield.,

3.4 The nature of these pressures is threefold. There is pressure for
residential development not only to meet local housing needs and the demands
of those wishing to move into the area, but for associated development by statutory
undertakers (e.g. overhead electricity lines and reservoirs) and private
interests (e.g. out-of-town shopping centres) to meet both the needs of
additional population and the increasing demands of the existing population
for utility and other services. Secondly, there are increasing pressures
for recreational development, whether for dispersed informal uses or for
activities which may make demands upon specific, often environmentally
sensitive locations, or for specific uses like golf courses, sailing and
wildlife parks. Ashdown Forest is one large area where the impact of
informal recreation is apparent. The presence of major roads adds to



development pressures both for highway improvements to cope with increasing
traffic demands and for facilities to serve highway users and other
commercial development. '

3.5 There are also pressures which arise more specifically from within
the A.O.N.B. Changes in National and E.E.C. policies and in management
. practices are affecting the agricultural landscape, as yet only slowly,
but the process could easily accelerate, Although it is not possible
to quantify this change in the High Weald, more intensive farming has, -
for example, resulted in the erection of farm buildings which are not
always sympathetic to our concept of a familiar landscape, and reduced
tree cover has sometimes adversely affected wildlife, Although recent
taxation law has probably slowed down the process, the characteristic
pattern of hedgerow, shaw and deciduous woodland is being disrupted by
reclamation to agriculture, by the decline of the coppice industry, and
by the continuing trend of replanting to conifers. For all these
changes, however, there are sound economic reasons and it is recognised
that the contribution of farmers and farming to increased productivity
is essential. Heathland like Ashdown Forest is becoming more

dominated by trees and scrub and lack of resources to manage the area may
result in some loss of its open character. Wildlife is affected by
physical damage and disturbance created by large numbers of people, and by
such activities as woodland clearance (particularly important in the
ghylls and shaws) and improvement of pasture by drainage and application
of fertilisers. Major and minor roadworks are improving visibility and
flow on certain roads, and although trees are replaced, the character of
those roads is being changed. New schemes like those proposed for the
A22 and A2l will result in changes and will require skillfull design and
landscaping.

4. The Objective of Designation 3

4,1 'The 1949 National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act defines
the purpose of designating an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty as
"preserving and enhancing natural beauty"; and this includes "the
preservation of its characteristic natural features, flora and fauna',
This duty is laid upon Local Planning Authorities and Government agencies
and, within the designated area, their objective is therefore "to preserve
and enhance natural beauty".

4,2 In carrying out their responsibilities to achieve this objective
the local planning authorities for the A.O.N.B. will have regard to the
following matters :- : &

a) The present landscape character and quality of the proposed A.O.N.B.
is largely due to the use of land for agriculture and forestry.
Inevitably some changes in the landscape will result from the
future development of the agricultural and forestry industries, and
from their changing economic fortunes, which has already been
described in paragraph 3.5. It will therefore be necessary, in
the interests of maintaining landscape character and quality, to
have the interests of efficient agriculture and forestry at heart
and conservation policies will be formulated in consultation with
those industries.

b) The nature and quality of the wildlife has resulted from a long and
slowly evolving history of land use superimposed upon the varying



soils and landforms of the area. As a consequence, it contains
some of the most significant wildlife habitats in South East
England, many of which have been notified as Sites of Special
Scientific Interest by the Nature Conservancy Council or are
reserves of voluntary nature conservation bodies. These
habitats will survive only if care is exercised in the continued
management of the area.

' ¢) VWhile the clear objective of designating the A.O.N.B. is to
preserve and enhance natural beauty, the policies, for example,
housing, employment, industry, transport, community services,
which are adopted to meet this objective, will need to be
complementary to the economic and social needs of those who
live in the area, = These needs are being dealt with in greater
detail in County Structure Plans -~ see Section 6 and Appendix.

d) The provision of opportunities for tourism and countryside
recreation is not an objective for Local Planning Authorities
which arises from the designation of an A.O.N.B, However,
the Authorities recognise the need to provide for a level of
recreational access to the Area which is appropriate to the
enjoyment of its natural beauty, but which does not jeopardise
its landscape quality or harm its land uses.

5. Planning Policies :

5.1 This section sets out the general principles of existing planning
policies affecting the proposed A.O.N.B. and gives an indication of
possible future action.

5.2 Farmland and Woodland - Agriculture and forestry make an important
contribution to the economy of the High Weald and have a major influence

upon the appearance of the landscape. High quality agricultural land

will be safeguarded and encouragement given to practices which help the
production of food and timber. Although there is no statutory control over
farming operations, the local planning authorities will seek, through
discussion and voluntary agreements with such bodies as the Ministry of
Agriculture, Fisheries and Food, Forestry Commission, Country Landowners
Association, National Farmers' Union and Timber Growers' Organisation, and with
private landowners, to ensure that such change as is needed (for example, the
grubbing up of hedgerows and the erection of farm buildings) does least damage
to the landscape character. They will also continue to advise on felling
licences and Dedicated Woodland schemes and advocate that a urified procedure
of consultation should be adopted for the area.

5.3 Wildlife - Wildlife is a valuable natural resource and every effort
will be made to ensure that it is carefully conserved. Where necessary,
consideration will be given to the establishment of local nature reserves
or encouragement given to the voluntary nature conservation bodies to
establish non-statutory reserves.

5.4 Development - Where villages are considered by local planning
authorities to have some capacity for a modest amount of new development,
planning permission may be permitted provided it does not impair their

existing character, or that of the A.0.N.B. Such villages are likely
to be few in number and elsewhere only infilling or redevelopment may
be permitted. The location of, and more detailed criteria for

development (including industry, mineral extraction, public utilities and
works, roadside facilities, institutions, offices and research establishments -



although there will be a general presumption against such development
in the A.O.N.B.), has been or will be identified in Structure Plans.
Except for agricultural or forestry purposes, no new residential
dwellings will normally be permitted outside villages.

" 5.5 Env1ronmenta1 Improvement - The visual quality and historical
character of settlements contributes towards the appearance of the

High Weald.. Parts of some villages are designated as Conservation
Areas and further areas will be considered, particularly when this

would help to maintain their High Weald character and setting. -
Particular attention will need to continue to be paid to the siting,
detailed design and materials of all new buildings, In the countryside
there is considerable scope for landscape improvement, and local authorities
will consider whether greater priority can. be given to the reclamation of
derelict land, the clearance of eyesores and tree planting within the
A.O.N.B,

5.6 Recreation - Although not a major objective of designation, the
recreational use of the High Weald, as indicated in paragraph 3.4, is a
significant land use matter. With careful attention to scale, siting,
design and existing uses, it is considered that the needs of the tourist

and day visitor can be met without detriment to the landscape and its

major uses; at the same time it would provide a useful supplement to

the rural economy. This could be achieved where appropriate by the provision
of small scale accommodation and services, some of it as an extension to the
farm's primary function, by encouraging a wider understanding of the area
through information and interpretation, by the development of a waymarked
network of public rights of way, and where opportunities arise, the
establishment of additional public access.

6. Available Powers and Means of Implementation

6.1 The Town and Country Planning legislation requires the preparation
of Structure Plans to set out strategic policies and proposals and Local
Plans which will develop the Structure Plan policies and proposals in
more detail for specific areas. (These plans will replace the existing
County Development Plans and Town Maps). The control of development
is achieved through decisions on planning applications which must have .
‘regard to the provisions of the Structure and Local Plans and any other
material con51deratlons.

6.2 At the present time, the County Councils are engaged in the’
preparation or review of their first Structure Plans, and Disfrict
Councils in the preparation of Local Plans. It is intended to include
in these Plans, policies to achieve the objective of the High Weald
A.O.N.B. and to obtain consistency, where this is desirable, for the
Area as a whole. It will be possible to formally adopt Local Plans
following the approval of Structure Plans.

6.3 A.O.N,B. designation, however, is a separate national designation,

and the Local Planning Authorities will regard it as a material consideration
in determining applications for development. The rights of landowners,
farmers and residents are unaffected by designation and at present there are
no differences in planning law between an A.O.N.B. and elsewhere, neither

are there extra controls over farm operations or forestry.

6.4 The powers available to the Local Planning Authorities which are of
particular relevance to their intentions in the A.O.N.B. arise principally
from Part VI of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949
(as amended by the Countryside Act 1968) and from their general powers under
the Town and Country Planning Act 1971 (as amended by the local Government
Act 1972). These Acts also contain provisions for access



and management agreements with landowners for the use of their land in

a particular manner and these are relevant to the conservation and
enhancement of landscape character and quality. In addition, Section 9

of the Local Government Act 1974 empowers the Countryside Commission to

give financial assistance to local authorities and others towards expenditure,
on works and services which are conducive to the attainment of any of the
purposes of the National Parks etc. Act 1949 or the Countryside Act 1968.
Section 86 of the 1949 Act and Section 2 of the 1968 Act were not affected

' by the Local Government Act 1974, and these sections empower the Commission

‘to make contributions towards the provision of information services.

6.5 The level of grant which the Commission may give is determined by the
type of applicant and the priority given to the proposed work. A maximum
of 50% of the estimated net cost of the completed work may be granted for
applications made by local authorities or other public bodies and a maximum
of 75% grant for applications made by private individuals or bodies.

Within these limits the level of grant depends upon a scale of priorities.
A high rate of assistance is available for project in As.O.N.B. which
preserve or enhance the landscape; these include the removal of eyesores,
amenity tree planting schemes, tree preservation orders and land management
agreements. High priority is also given to schemes in As.O.N.B. which further
the Commission's policies on recreation footpaths. This involves the
development of continuous footpaths in popular walking areas and reducing
existing pressures and problems of trespass by dispersal of visitors over a
wider area. A medium rate of grant is available for measures which allow
the public to enjoy the A.O.N.B. landscape; these include recreation an

~information facilities, access agreements and traffic .management schemes .

6.6 Effective implementation of the policies referred to in Section 5
and the use of the powers summarised in Section 6, relies upon a certain
level of resource commitment. Although in the current economic situation,

- there is likely to be minimal public authority staff or financial allocation

to the implementation of any of the proposals, the Statement is one of intent
and an expression of willingness by the authorities to consider making
resources available, once the economic situation improves. Its
implications will be fully realised only as and when the resources and
responsibilities of the constituent authorities allow. In the meantime,
local authority advisory services will continue to be available as far as

is possible. This may include, for example, guidance on siting, design
and materials for new buildings; in the longer term, consideration will be
given to the desirability of produc1ng a design guide and other advice for
the whole of the A.0.N.B.

1F‘or details see Countryside Commission leaflets on -

(i) Grants for Conservation and Recreation in the Countryside
(CCP78 ~ to local authorities and other public bodies;
CCP79 - to private individuals and bodies. Details of
grants for amenity planting are given in a separate
leaflet CCP91.

(ii) Grants for recreation footpaths in the countryside. Countryside
Commission leaflet CCP10O. A policy statement on footpaths for
recreation is available in leaflet CCP99.

(iii) Grants to voluntary organisations concerned with conservation
and recreation in the countryside CCP89,



B

6.7 Landowners and occupiers can themselves achieve many of the
objectives of the A.O.N.B. together with help of voluntary bodies

on selected cases. Co-ordination of such activity is, therefore,
advocated through an informal process of bringing together land-owning,
farming, forestry and other land using interests to assist in achieving
landscape conservatlon.

6.8 CMce designation has been confirmed, the local planning authorities
will consider whether further special arrangements are necessary to
co-ordinate the implementation of policy and subject to the provisos referred
to in paragraph 6.6, will wish to explore the possibility of preparing
management plans for areas of special significance (as is at present being
undertaken by the Conservators of Ashdown Forest), or a single unified
management plan for the whole of the A,O.N.B.

6.9 A system of liaison will be instituted between officers of the
constituent planning authorities to advise their authorities concerning
co-ordination of local authority programmes; to monitor the management of
the area and developments within it, covering major applications for -
planning permission is special cases; to advise on the content of Structure
and Local Plans as they affect the A.O.N.B.; and to reappraise and reV1ew
this Statement. .

A, THORBURN ¥

. County Planning Officer-

5 April 1977

¥

~ RM/DPB
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g Kent County Council Planning Department County Hall Maidstone ME14 1XD

County Planning Officer: W. H. DEAKIN
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1
. . . : id 0622) 671411

The Countryside Commission, Tel: Maidstone (0622)

John Dower House, Extension: 3150

Crescent Place, Ask for: My. Wickham Chief Exacutive
CHELTENHAM, Our ref: 002 of the County Council
Glos. GL50 3RA. W. U. Jackson

Your ref:
y Date: 12th May 1978

For the attention of Mr.. Woolmore

Dear Sir,

Proposed High Weald Avea of Outstanding
Natural Beauty

The leaflets for the public consultation exercise have now been
printed and I enclose five copies for your information. I am not
altogether satisfied with the standard of the artwork but unfortunately
it was not possible to check the quality of the printed product before
the whole order for the leaflets was run-off. You will receive the bill
for the printing in due course.

No doubt you will contact Mr. Wickham so that arrangements for
distribution of the leaflets can be made and details of the publié consultation
exercise can be finalised. I am now supplying advance copies of the
leaflet to the other County Councils for their information.

Yours faithfully,

W%‘gﬁ%\ )

County Planning Officer

A

Al #.F
C»v"‘" Eh"\r i h"_\. ‘;Jﬂ"-
COMMIS 5 ON
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THE HIGH WEALD

A PROPOSED ARFA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

The Proposal

The Countryside Commission, appointed by the Government to care for the
nation's landscape and to help people to enjoy the countryside, proposes
to designate an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (A.0.N.B.) in the High
AWeald. The purpose of this leaflet is to invite public comment on this

proposal.

Why should there be an A.0.N.B. in this area?

The Countryside Cémmissiontconsider thaf the quality and character of the
landscape in the High Weald is of national significance. The purpose of
designating an A.O.N.B. would be to preserve and enhance the natural beauty
of the countryside for the benefit of the whole nation, and to deal more
effectively with existing or poténtial pressures threatening to disfigure
its character. At present there are 33 Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty

which have already been designated in England and Wales,

Where should the boundary be drawn?

The map shows the boundary considered to define the most attractive and

characteristic parts of the High Weald.

The area constitutes the upland core of the Weald of South East England,
extending about 47 miles from east to west, and lé‘miles from north to
south and covers about 560 square miles. The High Weald, which rises from
a few feet to nearly 800 feet above sea level has a very varied relief
consisting of a series of mainly east-west ridges broken by deep valleys.
The overall pattern is generally one of scattered copses with fields and more
extensive and mainly deciduous_woodlands which are important as the relics
of very old Wealden forests; with heafhland on the poorest soils of Ashdown
Forest; and orchard and arable areas in the extreme east. There are
attractive man-made features in the High Weald area - hammer ponds,

- reservoirs, landscaped parks, abbeys and historic houses, and villages

where the use of local materials contributes to the landscape.



The boundary mainly adheres closely to this central upiand, but for
practical purposes it generally follows easily recognised physical
features such as roads. Villages on the fringe are almost invariably

excluded, as are major settlements within the area.
WHAT WOULD BE THE EFFECTS OF DESIGNATION?

More assistance

Designation would have some important positive benefits. High priority
would be given by the Countryside Commission to grant-aiding proposals
for'conserving the landscape, including tree planting, agreements with
landowners concerning methods of rural land management, and schemes to
remove eyesores. These grants recognise that landscape conservation costs
money, and that it is unreasonable to expect farmers and landowners to beaf
the full cost of conserving and‘improving what is, in effect, a national
asset. It is hoped that designation will make people‘who live in the area
and those who visit it moré aware of landscape ¢onsiderations, and. that

grant aid will provide some of the finance to carry out improvements.

The Implications of Designation
Designation would mean:

# Recognition of the importance of the landscape at national,
regional and local level; in the preparation of plans, the
control of development and in the encouragement of conservation
work designed to protect and enhance the landscape.

* A presumption againsf development and changes in land use which
would be harmful to the landscape and to the essential rural
character of the A.0O.N.B. This will apply also to public bodies .
such as gas, electricity and water authorities in carrying out
works. The rights of farmers, landowners and residents would
be unaffected. ,

* Consultations with farming and forestry interests to discuss
ways of ensuring that landscape considerations are taken into
account wherever possible. Many agricultural and forestry uses
and activities are not subject to planning control, although
they have an important influence on the landscape.



"Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty are not designated for recreation
purposés, and there are no special recreation provisions; other than those
which apply throughout the countryside. It .is recognised, however, that
many people like to enjoy the landscape of the High Weald, and recreation
uses which depend on the special qualities of the area may well be

acceptable, if they do not conflict with the landscape character.

What is the procedure for designation?

Though the national landscape significance of the core of the High Weald,

the Forest Ridges, was identified by a Government Committee chaired by

Sir Arthur Hobhouse as early as 1247, the idea for designation of a more
extensive area as an Area of Outstanding Naturél Beauty

came from the local authorities, and the idea was taken up by the

Countryside Commission. The local authorities have co—operated with the Commissio;
in preparing the draft boundary, and a Statement of Intent. This Statement
sets out the proposed planning and management intentions of the local planning
authorities in the Counties coversd by the proposal, Copies of a 1/100,000 '
scale map of the proposed boundary and of the Statement, have been sent to
local authorities and interested organisations; the former also have a more
detailed 1/50,000 scale map which is available for consultation. Copies of
the Statement are available on request to the County Planning Aufhorities.

The Countryside Commission and the local authorities now wish to consult the
public before coming to a finél view. When the public response has been
considered, the local authorities will recommend to the Commission on where
the boundary should.be. The Commission will then decide on the making of .a
Designation Order, which would be the subject of a formal procedure allowing
for the receipt of public representations. Only after the Commission has
considered these representations may a Designation Order be sent to the

Secretary of State for the Environment.

Your opportunity ta‘comment

The object of this preliminary consultation is to ensure that the public
are informed and aware of what designation means, and to obtain their views.
Should there be any unresolved problems, there will be an opportunity for
the public to make representations to ﬁhe Countryside Commission at a lafer
stage when the infention to submit a proposal for designation is formally

advertised.



Please let us know what you think about the proposal, by writing to the

following:—

In Kent

The County Planning Officer,
" County Hall,

Maidstone,

Kent,

ME14 1XD.

In West Sussex

The County Planning Officer,
County Hall,

Chichester,

West Sussex,

PO19 1RL.

If you live elsewhere:-

This leaflet is available from local authority offices and libraries within

the area.

In East Sussex

The County Planning Officer,
Southover House,

Southover Road,

Lewes,

East Sussex,

BN7 1YA.

In Surrey

The County Planning Officer,
County Hall,

Penrhyn Road,
Kingston-Upon-Thames,
Surrey,

KT1 2DN.

Mr. R. Woolmore,

The Countryside Commission,
John Dower House,

Crescent Place,

Cheltenham,
Gloucestershire.‘
Gl.50 3BRA 4 ‘
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Countryside Commission
John Dower House Crescent Place Cheltentiam Glos GLED 2RA

Telephone Cheltenham (0242) 21387 ext

‘Your reference
4 Our reference
Aiéj;zd” éZafva ’45 /76/;“h. 30/137
. e @2/ S ate
/Q ééi tw 12 June 1978

Dear Sir

HIGH WEALD: PRDPOEED AREL OF OUTSTANDING BEAUTY

You may already kuow the Countryside Commiseion; with the support of the looal
awthorities, propose fo desiguate an area of some 14450 square kilometres (560
sguare miles) as an AONB under $he powers contained in Section 87 of the Hational

Parks and Access tc the Countryside Act 1949,

Prior to formslly sdvertising our intention to submit a designation order for the
proposed AONB to the Secretary of State for the Environment, the Commission; with
the help of the local anthorities; are now consul$ing, on an informal basis, all the
interssted bodies and the genecal public on the proposal. The Commission asnd +he
county councils wish to consider the views of the interested bodies and the genersl
public before a final decision is taken to submit the designation order,

As part of your constituency is affected by the proposal, I eaclose for your
infermation, the following documents:—

»

ie A 1:100,000 map showing the vroposed AONB.
ii. A publicity leaflet describing the proposal,-

iii. A draft Stetement of Intent setting out planning and
conservation policies for the area.

Yours faithfully

R G WOOLMORE
Landscape Adviser

cc Apks |






FOLIO 40



Planning Department ' County Hall .
PWBryant MRTPI County Planning Officer Tower Street ms.t
Chichester sussex
Sussex
POT9 1AL County
Telephone
(0243) 85100 cwnc“

Telex available

Our reference BMT/GRT/SK/800 : Your reference

If calling ask for Miss Thompson, ext.447 . 12th June, 1978,

Dear Sir or Madam,

High Weald: Proposed Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

The Countryside Commission proposes to designate an area of some 1450
square kilometres (560 square miles) of the High Weald as an Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty under the powers contained in Section 87 of
the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949, .The proposal, -
which has the support -of the local authorities in the area, covers an
area stretching from Tonbridge in the north to Hastings in the south and
from Rye in the east to Horsham in the west.

The national significance of the landscape of the High Weald was identified
by Government Committees chaired by Dower and Hobhouse in the immediate
post-war years, ‘However, it was not until 1974, following a review of
existing and potential Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, that the
Countryside Commission included the area in its programme for the
designation of new Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The Commission
accordingly asked the local authorities responsible for the area to
Prepare a preliminary map. The four County Councils of East Sussex,
West Sussex, Kent and Surrey and the District Councils involved have now
prepared and approved the preliminary map and a Statement of Intent
setting out planning, conservation and management policies which would
apply in the area.

With the help of the local authorities, the Countryside Commission is now
consulting, on an informal basis, all interested bodies, organisations

and the general public about the proposal, The Commission and the County
Councils wish to consider any views expressed before the Commission finally
decides whether or not to submit a designation order to the Secretary of
State for the Environment for his confirmation. The intention to submit

an order would be advertised formally.

The Commission will consult national bodies and organisations, while the
four County Councils are consulting local and regional bodies and the
general public. Where national bodies and organisations have regional or
local offices, these offices are also being consulted by the County Councils.

This letter, therefore, is to inform you or your organisation of the
proposal and to invite comments on the principle of designation and on
the boundary of the area proposed for designation.

-1 -
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) ‘Copies to:. Mr. R. Woolmen,
Countryside Commission,
John Dower House, Crescent Place,
.Cheltenham. GL50 3RA

and: County Planning Officer - Kent
- Surrey
- West Sussex

Mr. R. Metcalfe CR/4/3/RM 4 6 November 1978
Ext 649

Dear Mr. Mitchell,

Proposed High Weald AONB:

The informal consultations on the proposed designation of the High
Weald as an AONB wiéve reported to the County Planning Committee on
13 September and a copy of my report and the relevant Committee

eoe Minute is enclosed. From this you will note that no amendment is
recommended other than the addition of a reference to local employment
policies in the Statement of Intent. You will have seen that such
a modification was also recommended by the West Sussex County Council,
and its addition would also fulfil the intention of ¢.37 of the
Countryside Act 1968,

It is considered that its insertion in para. 5.4 is the correct place,
but the opportunity should be taken to rephrase the whole paragraph,
since as written it is confusing and could be misleading. The following
para. 5.4 is therefore proposed,

5«4 Development - where villages are considered by loecal planning
authorities to have capacity for some small scale development, planning
permission may be granted provided it does not impair their existing
character. In these villages, the amount of development should be
related to real needs which can only be assessed on an individual basis,.

To ensure that the interests of local people are protected, policies are
‘being adopted which support the generation and maintenance of prosperous. -
and well balanced rural communities. These provide opportunities for °
local employment and where appropriate, include the introductien of small-
scale industry, The location of and more detailed criteria for development
is identified in Structure Plans. Except for agricultural or forestry
purposes, no new residential development will normally be permitted outside
villages, ‘ / ' -

Some further amendment to the Statement will also be required in Section 6
to sccommodate the Commission's recent Grant-aid Scheme for countryside
management projects (CCP112). You may also consider it desirable o
amend para. 4¢1 so that the effect of 5.49(4) of the Countryside Act 1968 .
is clarified, ' : T
. Conteeo/ .
Mr, I, Mitchell, '
Countryside Commission,

25 Savile Row,

London, W1X 2BT

dpb



" Also enclosed isz-

a) a list of podies and organisations consulted;

see b) a summary of the results of those consultations {some of
these were received after my report was presented to the
Committee, but are not considered to materially affect their

decision);

c) Copies of letters expressing. dissatisfactlon with the proposal .
Pee and others whizh may be of some interest. 40 \ens. L Vet 6~eo\

If you require coples of any further letters referred to in th° schedule,
please let me Knowe

Yours sincerely,

X 9.
,\\W g

for County Planning Officer

Ant.



Agenda Item No. 4 - I Z

PLANNING COMMITTEE - 13 SEPTEMBER 13978

REPORT BY COUNTY PLANNING OFFICER

PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

Introduction:

l.  This report considers comments received in response to the Countryside
Commission's draft proposals for the designation of the High Weald Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (A.O.N.B.).

2. The Committee have previously agreed (1977) to a boundary for the
proposed A.C.N.B. and to a Statement of Intent indicating the willingness
of the four County Councils and 12 District Councils within the proposed
area to accept the planning and land management implications of designation.

3.. The Countryside Commission in June began consulting on an informal
basis, all the interested bodies, organisations and- the general public on
the proposal. The Commission were responsible for consulting the national
bodies and organisations, while the four County Councils undertook
consultations with local and regional bodies and the general public.

4. The purpose of this round of consultation is to enable the Countryside
Commission to decide whether or not to make a formal Designation Order and,
if they do decide to go ahead, to make changes in the present draft proposals.
Following formal designation there will be a further opportunity for public
comment and only after that may the Commission send the Designation Order to
the Secretary of State for the Environment for confirmation (or otherwise).

5. Tn East Sussex 48 Parish Councils and 46 bodies and organisations were
advised of the position and sent a leaflet and the Statement of Intent and
a 1/100,000 scale map of the proposed boundary. In addition, the District
Councils were sent a 1/50,000 scale map and 5000 leaflets were distributed
to libraries. Considerable publicity to the proposal was given by the
national and local press.

Analysis of public comment

6 Responses have been received from 15 Parish Councils, 17 local
organisations and 50 members of the public. Most give full and unqualified
support to the proposals. The remainder also support the proposed A.C.N.B.
but express qualifications concerning policy and management of the exact line
of the boundary to the A.O.N.B. The Countryside Commission has agreed an
extension of the consultation period to enable the views of the National
Farmers Union and County Landowners Association to be obtained.

Policy/Management Qualifications

7o Under this heading the most frequent comment was on the lines of that
from CoSIRA, viz: the need "to ensure that the interests of local people,
including opportunities for local employment, were protected and that any
policies adopted would support the generation and maintenance of prosperous
and balanced rural communities in the area." The importance of this need is
recognised in the Statement of Intent by reference to planning policies of
the County Councils. So far as East Sussex is concerned, the Approved Structure
Plan has a specific policy relating to employment in towns and villages
throughout the County, whether inside or outside an A.O.N.B., viz: "It is
intended to approve some new employment-generating uses including industry,
offices village workshops and rural crafts 'in towns and villages, such

1.
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approval being subject to considerations of local employment need,
environmental and transport problems. Warehouses will not normally be
permitted in villages." (Para. 9.30). The Statement of Intent could be
amended to reflect this policy more clearly.

8. Most other respondents refer to specific problems which they consider
exist or may arise as a result of Structure Plan policies for landscape
conservation, or would result from the management implications of the
Statement of Intent. They cover the erection of overhead electricity lines,
need for tree planting, the existence of car dumps and other eye-sores and
the problem of noise. Some reference is made to the inadequacy of present
legislation to prevent tree felling and the grubbing up of hedges. One
organisation is concerned that problems may arise from the confinement of
development in the tight corridors between designated areas. Two organisations
(The Men of the Trees and the British Horse Society) offered assistance in
furthering the management objectives of designation. One considered that
overall design guides or management briefs would be unduly time consuming
and likely to produce unsatisfactory results.

% It is considered that most of the representations are adequately

catered for in the present Statement of Intent. On the matter of design
guides/management briefs, the Statement clearly states that consideration
only will be given to these matters; they are not for immediate implementation
and would not be implemented without the Local Authority's consent.

In any event, the Statement is not a statutory document and is subject to
reappraisal and review. All County Authorities in the area have policies
relating to disfigurements and all are concerned with the necessity for tree
planting. The offer of voluntary assistance in achieving objectives is to
be welcomed. :

Boundary changes

10. The suggested boundary changes are detailed, with comment, in the
Appendix, but the amendments are not considered to merit revision of the
boundary as at present proposed.

RECOMMENDATTION

11. That the Countryside Commission be informed of the above suggestions
and comments, that the County Council's view is that there should be no
amendment of the boundary as at present defined, and that the Statement of
Intent should be amended to include a reference to local employment policies
which support the generation and maintenance of prosperous and balanced
rural communities in the area.

A, THCRBURN
County Planning Officer
4 September 1978

WL/ser



APPENDIX

SUGGESTED BOUNDARY CHANGES

1. Addition of Chailey North Common, Newick and Fletching Commons,
and extension south from the Blackboys/Waldron area towards East
Hoathly.

Comment: In extending the boundary beyond the core area, there is the risk
of diminishing the effectiveness of the designation. The present boundary
is drawn very close to what is considered definable as the High Weald land-
scape. There is no doubt that much of the area of the proposed additions

is attractive landscape, but it is no more attractive than some other parts
of the County which are transition between '"High Weald" and "Low Weald" -
e.g. south of Newick or north of Bexhill. Where one landscape type merges
gradually into another, as in these suggestions, the Commission's guidance
is that the boundary should err on the side of restraint.

2o Addition of area south from High Hurstwood to Buxted Park.

Comment: Although this is of the merging type of landscape referred to in

the previous suggestions, it merits separate reconsideration because of the
relatively high landscape value which is attributable to Buxted Park. However,
the attractiveness of Buxted Park derives largely from its parkland character,
in particular its water and fine trees, but it is no more of High Weald
character than, say, the grounds of Herstmonceux Castle. The valley to the
west of Buxted Station forms a pleasant landscape of woods and fields, although
recent farming practices have enlarged some of the fields to glve the appearance
of an open arable landscape. .

3. Southern boundary arbitrarily drawn and should be defined along the
400kV overhead electricity line.

Comment: Inevitably, any boundary will be to some extent arbitrary. The
landscape quality on the excluded side of the boundary where it follows, for
example, a road, may be similar or even the same as on the included side.
Although the 400kV line is readily and visibly definable, it would be far
more arbitrary than the present boundary and inconsistent in defining the
High Weald landscape. In the west it enters the Low (clay)Weald and in

the east it lies within what must be regarded as High Weald landscape.

The Commission do not regard overhead lines as suitable boundaries.

4o Addition of marshland/shingle ridges south of the A259 between
Winchelsea Beach and Rye Harbour, of Pevensey Levels and Romney
Marshe.

Comment: The Commission's guidance in defining boundaries makes it clear
that adjacent extensive tracts of countryside which are fundamentally
different in landscape type, though perhaps of the highest quality, should
not be included. This principle is applicable to the above suggestions since
they are of completely different character to the High Weald landscape with
its major attributes of marked relief and woodland cover. The relatively
narrow border of marshland between Cliff End and Rye is at present included
because it provides a setting to the former sea~cliff line and the higher
country to the north and not because it is of High Weald character. This
area has already been considered by the Commission during earlier informal
negotations and they are adamant that any further extension would be
unacceptable.

/Cont.- °o
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5e Addition of area between Houghton Green and Rye.

Comment: The suggestion is that the boundary should be closer to Rye at
either the Playden/Rye parish boundary or along Saltcote Street, Playden.
These suggestions are considered unacceptable in that the boundary lies
within a built-up ‘area. However, the area between Houghton Green and Play-
den is pleasantly undulating, quite wooded and carries an impressive fringe
of trees along the former coastline. However, although the equal of some
pockets of countryside within the presently defined area, it is not out-
standing within the over-all context.

6. Deletion of about 0.5 ha. of land to the rear of houses in Winchelsea
Lane, Hastings. ’

-

Comment: The suggestion is from the owner who has been disallowed on appeal
to build a house and wishes to re-apply at some future date. While it is
accepted that this piece of land is in a semi-derelict state, that there

are adjoining houses (including one recently built) within the existing
boundary and the site is protected by a hedge, it occupies a prominent

site as viewed from the north. It is considered that the boundary should
continue to follow the existing built-up area in Winchelsea Lane and not

be extended along Jenner's Lane.

7e Inclusion of Heathfield, Catsfield, Fairlight and Cliff End.

Comment: It is the Commission's view (subsequently accepted by this
Committee) that ‘settlements on the boundary of the AONB should be wholly
included or wholly excluded, depending on the architectural or conservation
value of the settlement. This is the principle referred to in paragraph

2.1 of the Statement of Intent. The same paragraph also states that certain
settlements, including Heathfield, were excluded because of their size. None
of the four settlements for which inclusion has been sugc -sted merits inclusion
and none is a conservation area or is proposed to be designated as such. -
Because of its extent, the built-up area of Heathfield cannot be regarded
as being part of the AONB lands-=.z2. If exceptions were to e made to this
general principle, then other s:ttlements on the boundary would have to be
reconsidered. -



.~

k1.2 (Councillor Russell was invited to the Committee to speak on this
item as the local Member.) He said the public did not favour the
proposed increase in the population of Crowborough, even if it were
limited to that proposed by Option A. He indicated there was a need for
higher and further education facilities in the morth of the County,
better traffic management arrangements in Crowborough, improved bus
services, and a town centre with all necessary facilities.

k1.3 RESOLVED -~ to inform the Wealden District Council that.Option A
is preferred particularly in relation to County Council resources and
the Committee do not favour Options B and C.

k2, PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

42,1 The Committee conmsidered the report by the County Planning Officer
referred to in agenda item 4. 11.

42.2 RESOLVED = to inform the Countrys1de Comm1551on.-'

(1) that the County Council consider there should be no amendments
to the boundary of the proposed High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural

Beauty;

(2) the Statement of Intent should be amended to include reference
to local employment policies which support the generation and maintenance
of prosperous and balanced rural communities in the Area; and

(3) of the public comments made 1n response to the publication of
the Commission's draft proposals.

43. BIRLING AP

43,1 The Committee considered the report by the County Planning Officer .
referred to in agenda item L4.13.

43,2 RESOLVED - to contribute half the cost of payment, provided this
does not exceed £1,000, for a planning consultant to prepare a brief,
subject to adequate funds being made available in the Committee's

budget for 1979/80.
T DEVELOPMENT CONTROL SUB-COMMITTEE

44,1 RESOLVED - to appoint Gouncillor Morgan to fill the vacancy om . "_,Q

the Development Control Sub-Committee.

N P MACKILLIGIN

Chairman



Proposed High Weald AONB - Informal Consultation - June = August 1978

LIST OF CONSULTEES - EAST SUSSEX (Numbe;s indicate reply)

A, District Councils
1. Hastings Borough Council
2e Rother District Council
3. Wealden District Council
Be Parish Councils

Ashburnham & Penshurst
4, Battle
Beckley
Bodiam
5. Brede
6. Brightling
Burwash
7 Buxted
Catsfield
8. - Crowborough
Crowhurst
Dallington
Danehill
Etchingham
Ewhurst
S. Fairlight
- Pletching
10 Forest Row
Framfield
Frant
11 Guestling
Hadlow Down
12 Hartfield
Heathfield & Waldron
13 Herstmonceux
14 Horam
Hurst Green
15 Icklesham
Iden
Maresfield
Mayfield
" Mountfield
Northiam
Peasmarsh
Pett
16 Playden
Rotherfield
17 Rye Town
Rye Foreign
18 Salehurst
19 Sedlescombe
Ticehurst
Udimore
Wadhurst
Warbleton
Wartling
20 Westfield
Whatlington
21 Withyham



-
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Organisations etc:

Baldalow Residents Association (Hastings)

Battle Civic Society

22 Beckley W.I.
23 British Horse Society (East Sussex)
24 Broad Oak Village Hall
25 Conservators of Ashdown Forest
26 COSIRA ‘
Crowborough Preservation Society
Crowborough Community Association
Crowborough & Jarvis Brook Association
Cross-in-Hand Protection Society
Etchingham Improvements Committee
27 Fairlight Residents' Association
28 Federation of Sussex Amenity Societies
Federation of Women's Institutes (East Sussex)
Flora Society
29 Forestry Commission (S.E.)
30 Frant Parish Footpath Society
Friends of Ashdown Forest
31 Geographical Association, High Weald Branch
32 Hastings and E. Sussex Natural History Society
33 Hastings Rambling Club
Old Hastings Preservation Society
Heathfield & District Residents' Association
Lower Ridge Farm Residents' Association (Hastings)
34 Mayfield & Five Ashes Society
Marley Lane Community Association (Battle)
35 Men of the Trees
36 Mid Kent Water Company
37 National Farmers' Union
38 National Trust (SE)
39 Ramblers Association - Sussex Area
40 Robertsbridge & District Archaeological Society
4] Robertsbridge & Salehurst Residents' Association
Rotherfield Preservation Society
42 Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (SE)
43 St. Anne's Centre (Hastings)
St. Helens Park Preservation Society (Hastings)
Rye Preservation Society
44 Seeboard
45 Segas
46 Sussex Rural Community Council - JCPP
47 Tulse Hill School Study Centre

48 Wadhurst Area Society for Protection and Preservation
Withyham & Groombridge Conservation & Amenity Society
Youth Hostels Association (Hastings)



D. Replies from private individuals:

49
50
51
52
53

54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

R. Metcalfe

Mr. & Mrs., Berkley, Nutley
Mr, Bernstein, Hartfield

Mr. Blske, Mayfield

Mrs. Bogusz, Wadhurst

Mrs. Brady, Hastings

Mr. Brewster, Wadhurst

Mr. Bristow=-Smith, Battle

Dr. Broomhall, Boarshead

Mr. Campbell, Buxted

Mr. Challis, Cross—-in-Hand
Mr. Chapman, Battle

Mrs. Clark, Mayfield

Mr. Collis, Northiam

Mr. Coton, Fairlight

Mrs. Crouch, Rushlake Green
Mr. & Mrs. Daglish, Dallington
Dafal Limited

Mr. Davenport, Playden

Mrs. Davidson, Pett

Mr. Davis, Wadhurst

Mrs. Dowling, Danehill

Mr. & Mrs. Edmonds, Herstmonceux
Mrs. Fawcett, Staplecross

Mr, Finch, Hastings

Mr. & Mrs. George, Horam

Mr. Gunner, Blackboys

Mrg. Hill, Heathfield

Mr,. Hoer, Rye

Mr. Hornby, Heathfield

Mrs. Hunter-Gray, Wadhurst
Mrs. Johmson, Wadhurst

Mrs. Johnston, Flimwell

Mrs. Jordison, Wadhurst

Miss le Cheminent Rotherfield
Mr. Lines, Buxted

Mr. McLoughlin, Mayfield

Mrs. Marshall, Wadhurst

Mrs. Metcalfe, Dallington

Ms Mitchum, Brede

Mr. Manson, Old Heathfield
Mr. Mountain, Herstmonceux
Mr., Nash, Clacton

Mrs. Newman, Hastings

Mrs. Nightingale, Ticehurst
Mr,. Oliver, Etchingham

Mrs. Pilbeam, Three Cups

Mr. Pye, Tidebrook

Mr. Ray, Udimore

Ms. Roberts, Oxford

Mr. Roff, Rye

Mr. & Mrs. Royds, Wadhurst
Mr. Sinden, Broak Oak

Mr. Stoddart, Hastings :
Ms. Swanwick, Tunbridge Wells
Mrs. Tachauer, Heathfield
Mr. Walker, Dallington

Mr. & Mrs. Ward-Luck, Hastings
Mr. G. Watkins, Crawley

Mr. & Mrs. Wood, Wadhurst

6 November 1978 -
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HIGH WEALD A.0.1,B, CONSULTATIONS

GENERAL COIiMZNTS

Unqualified support 1, 3, 8, 11, 13, 14, 18, 21, 23, 24, 25, 20,
ho, W1, 42, 48, 49, 51, 52, 54, 56, 57, 60, 61,
6k, 67, 70, 71, 75, 80, 82, 84, 86, 87, §9, 90,
92, 97, 98, 99, 102, 103

Unqualified support but 339 34, 35’ 38’ 47o 501 59’ 639 659 68, 769 781
emphasising some aspect 79, 81, 85, 91, 93, 94, 100, 101, 104
of need for management action ‘

Support for principle implied 4, 6, 29, 33, 36, 43, 44, 45, 96

Support but amendment to 7, 9, 15, 16, 17, 27, 35, 38, 39, 46, 55, 66,
boundary 721 74’ 77, 83’ 951 105’ 106’ 107
Conditional support 5, 10, 12, 19, 20, 26, 31, 58, 69
Conditional support but 2

amendment to boundary
No support - stated or implied 62, 73

Boundary query 53

COMMENTS ON MANAGEMENT OF AREA
Overall design guides/management 2
briefs time consuming and

unsatisfactory

Employment/small industries 2, 5, 19, 20, 26, 58
essential to rural communities

Overflying of aircraft from Gatwick 10
Concern over cost of proposal 12, 20, 58

Problems arising from confinement 31
of development between AONBs

Fragmentation of farmland 78
Conservation of woodland 29, 34, 35, 59, 68, 79, 91, 100, 101, 104

Doubt as to real behefit of desgn. 12

Agricultural operations 19, 33, 35, &1
Recreational use 33, 69, 76
Intrepretation Ly

Overhead lines 63

Environment/éyésores 63, 65, 69, 93, 94, 100

Development 85



-

SUGGESTED BOUNDARY CHANGES

Area south of Ashford/Romney Marsh
Appledore/Shirley Moor

Winchelsea Beach/Rye Harbour
Fairlight

Pett Level

Playden to Rye

Catsfield

Maresfield - Uckfield = A22 =
Herstmonceaux

Waldron

Heathfield/Cross in Hand

North, Fletching & Kewick Commons
West and south west of Buxted
Herstmonceux Parish

South Crawley/E. Grinstead former
railway line

LOOkV overhead line

Horsmonden, Frittenden,
Sissinghurst, Tenterden

55, 95, 106, 107
38

2, 154 174 35

2y 9, 27

2

16, 66

2

39 105
74

7

ke, 72

7, 35, 83
72

-

107

74

72
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. ey s veLLClary ana Solicktor’s Department County Hall
o Maidstone ME14 1XQ

County Secretary: W. G, HOPKIN

- 1

671411

The Secretary, Tel: Maidstone (0622) =S
The Countryside Commission, Extension: 3288

hief Executive
John Dower House ? Ask for Mrs. Stride of t:e C:jnty (:luncll
Crescent Place, ‘
Cheltenham, Our ref: 3/AC 78 W. U. Jackson
Gloucestershire Your ref:

] GL50 3RA | Date 17 October 1978

Dear Sir,

FROFOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

The County Planning Officer submitted a report to the
September meeting of the Amenities and Countryside Committee
concerning representations received in response to the
Countryside Commission's formal consultation exercise on
the High Weald Proposed Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.

'/ 1 enclose a copy of the report for your information.

| County Members adopted the recommendation contained in

/ baragraph 9 of the report, and I also enclose a plan showing
the amendment to the boundary proposed by the County Council.

Please contact Mr. A, Wickham in the County Planning
Department (Extension 3150).

Yours faithfully,

\ '
('i éounty“‘ Secretary
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XKENT COUNTY COUNCIL

REPORT
. ITEM B 13
By: COUNTY PLANNING OFFICER To: AMENITIES & COUNTRYSIDE COMMITTEE
Summary: Representations received ?Sth September, 1978 -
in response to the formal PLANNING & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

consultation exercise. 10th- October, 1978

Subject: High Weald proposed Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty

Unrestricted

(1) I reported to Planning & Transportation Committee in February and to
Amenities and Countryside Committee in March this year on the preparation of
the draft boundary and a Statement of TIntent for the designation of the High
Weald as an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The formal consultation
exercise on the draft boundary and Statement has just been completed.

Appendix 1 sets out the extent of this exercise, and lists those bodies
consulted directly by the County Council. .

(2) The purpose of this report is to advise Members of the representations
received in response to consultation by the County Council. Appendix 2
summarises these representations, which now have to be passed to the Countryside
Commission.” I now wish to seek Members approval to expressing views to the
Countryside Commission on the suggested changes in the draft boundary of the
High Weald AONB, and other issues, raised by these representations.

Representations (See Appendix 2)

(3) Some 31 letters were received from consultees simply expressing support
for designation of the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. Of those who sought
some amendment to the proposed boundary or to the Statement of Intent, the
majority wished to see additional areas brought into the Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty but opposition to, or concern about, the proposals was
expressed in a few cases. .

(4) The feeling against designation stemmed from three particular points of
concern:

(1) a fear that planning controls over agricultural activities might
increase; in fact there are no additional powers of control over
development related to agriculture in Areas of Outstanding Natural
Beauty. Farmers would be encouraged to exercise particular care in
making any changes or carrying out development which would have an
impact on the landscape.

(ii) a fear that pressures from recreation and tourism would be increased;
this is unlikely to any significant degree as the primary function of
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty designation is conservation rather
than promotion of recreation and tourism.

(iii) a fear that designation might unduly restrict the operations of

/water



water undertakings; it is true that designation as an Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty does have special .statutory implications so
far as the building of new reservoirs is concerned. Particular
attention will be required to the location and design of new proposals
affecting the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, but this would not
be unnecessarlly restrictive,

{5) The areas whexe additions to the proposed extent of the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty were sought are shown on the plan on display. They are:

(i) 0l1d Romney Shoreline: I do not favour inclusion of this area. Its
' landscape is uncharacteristic of the High Weald being that of a wooded
ridge rather than undulating Wealden countryside. The scenic value of
the 0ld Romney Shoreline is protected by designation as a Special Land-~
scape Area in the County Structure Plan;

(ii) Shirley Moor and Appledore: Again, the area's landscape is
uncharacteristic of the High Weald being similar to that of Romney Marsh.

(iii) Tenterden: I feel that there may be a case for extending the boundary
towards the town, particularly to the north west of the town to include
areas whose landscape character exhibits the tran51tlon between the High
Weald and Low Weald.

(iv) Hemsted Forest to Tonbridge: Virtually the whole of the currently pro-
posed boundary in this area was the subject of requests for northward
extensions. Some of the countryside involved is relatively flat and
uncharacteristic of the High Weald. Other areas form the north-facing
slopes where the High Weald and Low Weald meet. The slopes south of
Paddock Wood in particular are important as foreground to the High Weald
as viewed from the Low Weald. The difficulty of finding suitable
stable, clearly defined, physical features which an amended boundary
might follow is likely to be a problem in this area.

(v) ’Langton Green: A great deal of support was expressed for the inclusion
.0of Langton Green within the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. My
feeling is that this village is not physically separated from the south
western extension of Tunbridge Wells sufficiently to warrant being
treated as an isolated small rural settlement so far as the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty boundary is concerned. I therefore feel that
it should remain excluded from the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.

(vi) Tonbridge and Edenbridge: The landscape here is not characteristic of
the High Weald being flatter and with relatively less tree cover. I do
not feel that the proposed boundary should be amended.

(6) The Countryside Commission hopes to submit proposals for the designation
of the High Weald as an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty to the Secretary of
State for the Environment in November of this year

(7) The County Council will then be finally asked to give its formal agree-
ment to the proposals as they then stand following consideration of the
representations which have been made.

(8) The representations received now have to be passed on to the Countryside
Commission, and,

/(9)



(9) I RECOMMEND that the .Commission be advised that in the County Council's
view consideration should be given to amendment of the boundary as shown
on the plans employed in the formal consultation exercise, to the North
West of Tenterden and to the South of Paddock Wood.






APPENDIX 1

High Weald proposed Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

Formal Consultation Exercise, June and July, 1978:

A. CONSULTATIONS CONDUCTED BY KENT COUNTY COUNCIL

1. District Councils

2. Parish Councils

Shepway

Ashford

Tonbridge & Malling
Sevenoaks

Tunbridge Wells

SHEPWAY: Burmarsh Brenzett
Newchurch Snargate

ASHFORD: Aldington Tenterden
Bonnington High Halden
Bilsington Biddenden
Orlestone Rolvenden
Warehorne Newenden
Kenardington Wittersham
Woodchurch Stone~cum-Ebony
Shadoxhurst Appledore

TUNBRIDGE

WELLS: Benenden Pembury
Cranbrook Southborough
Sandhurst Bidborough
Hawkhurst Speldhurst

‘ Goudhurst Capel
Horsmonden Paddock Wood
Brenchley

SEVENOAKS : Leigh Hever
Penshurst Cowden
Chiddingstone Edenbridge

3." Local Amenity Societies
SEVENOQOAKS: Edenbridge & District Society

TONBRIDGE & MALLING:

TUNBRIDGE WELLS:

ASHFORD :

Tonbridge Civic Society

Birchwood Association, Bidborough
Langton Green Rural Society
Pembury Society

Southborough Society

Royal Tunbridge Wells Civic Society
Matfield & Brenchley Society
Speldhurst Village Society
Goudhurst Society

Tenterden Trust

/4.
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4. Countywide Organisations

Kent Pederation of Amenity Societies
Committee for the Protection of Rural Kent
Weald of Kent Preservation Society

Kent Trust for Nature Conservation

Kent Rights of Way Council

5. Regional and Other Organisations

National Trust

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries & Food

County Landowners' Association :

Nature Conservancy Council

Ramblers' Association (Ashford & Tonbridge/Tunbridge Wells
branches) ) ,

National Farmers' Union (Cranbrook, Ashford, Tenterden &
Speldhurst branches)

Water Companies (Mid Kent, West Kent, Folkestone & District)

East Kent Federation of Women's Institutes

West Kent Federation of Women's Institutes

National Council of Women )

B. BODIES CONSULTED BY OTHER AUTHORITIES

The following organisations, together with other local branches of organisations
listed under 5 above, were consulted by the other County Councils involved or the
Countryside Commission: '

South East England Tourist Board ) Countryside
Greater London & South East England Council for' Sport and Recreation) Commiszion
Commons, Open Spaces and Footpaths Presexrvation Society )

Forestry Commission

Ramblers' Association

Central Electricity Generating Board
Flora Society

East Sussex County Council

L N

Southern Water Authority )

Royal Society for the Protection of Birxds ) West Sussex County Council

C. CONSULTATICON OF THE GENERAL PUBLIC

1. Publicity leaflets showing the proposed outer boundary for the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty, and describing the implications of designation
and opportunities to comment, were widely distributed through public
libraries. .

2. The main national newspapers, and local newspapers with circulations
affecting the area proposed for designation, carried references to the

proposed designation and the consultation exercise.

3. Local radio and television stations were advised of the proposals and
consultations.

(ii)



APPENDIX 2

High Weald proposed Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
Formal Consultation Exercise, June and July 1978:

REPRESENTAT IONS RECEIVED

CONSULTEE

Leigh PC and one member .

of the public.

REPRESENTATION

Include the Medway Valley, west
of Tonbridge, and also Leigh
village.

COUNTY PLANNING OFFICER'S
COMMENTS

I consider that the flood plain
of the Medway is essentially
different, in terms of physical
geography, from the essential
character of the High Weald.
The Statement of Intent states
that settlements on the edge

of the boundary should be
excluded: Leigh comes into this
category.

>hiddingstone PC
lever PC and one member
»f the public.

Include the northern halves of
these parishes, i.e. Bough Beech
reservoir and Four Elms.

I'consider that these areas lie
outside the true High Weald
with differences in geology

and tree cover.

)l letters received from
angteon Green residents,
:he Langton Green Rural
jociety, the local W.I.
mad Speldhurst PC.

Proposed boundary should include
Langton Green because:

(1) The village has a separate
identity.

(ii) The village lies within
Speldhurst pérish, the
rest of which is proposed
for inclusion.

The whole of Speldhurst
parish lies within the
Metropolitan Green Belt.

(iidi)

(iv) Greater protectién is
needed for trees and-
the built environment
and to check the merging
of the area into Tunbridge
Wells. Speldhurst PC
object to the exclusion of
Bidborough and Southborough
from the AONB.

(i) d

I consider that Langton Green
Bidborough and Southborough are
unsuitable for inclusion
because:

(i) The Statement of Intent
states that large
settlements (e.g
Tunbridge Wells) and
adjacent developnment
{e.g. these three’
settlements) are to be
excluded. Langton Green
is physically linked to
Tunbridge Wells as are
Bidborough and South-
borough.

(ii) The fact that Langton
-Green is included in an
otherwise rural parish
or even that it is
recognised in the
Structure Plan as a
village, is not in my
opinion signifitant
justification fexr
inclusion.

The Structure Plan
villages policy appliesz
to villages both inside
and outside AONBs.

(iii)



APPENDIX 2

High Weald proposed Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
Formal Consultation Exercise, June and July 1978:

REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED

COUNTY PLANNING OFFICER'S

CONSULTEE REPRESENTATION COMMENTS
Leigh PC and one membex . Include the Medway Valley, west I consider that the flood plair
of the public. of Tonbridge, and also Leigh of the Medway is essentially
village. different, in terms of physical

geography, from the essential
character of the High Weald.
The Statement of Intent states
‘that settlements on the edge
of the boundary should be
excluded: Leigh comes into this
category.

Chiddingstone PC Include the northern halves of I'consider that these areas lie

dever PC and one membexr these parishes, i.e. Bough Beech outside the true High Weald

2f the public. reservoir and Four Elms. with differences in geoclogy
and tree cover.

51 letters received from Proposed boundary should include I consider that Langton Green

langteon Green residents, Langton Green because: Bidborough and Southborough are

he Langton Green Rural unsuitable for inclusion

jociety, the local W.I. (i) The village has a separate | because:

ind Speldhurst PC. identity.

(ii) The village lies within
Speldhurst parish, the
rest of which is proposed
for inclusion.

(iii) The whole of Speldhurst
' parish lies within the
Metropolitan Green Belt.

(iv) Greater protection is
needed for trees and-
the built environment
and to check the merging
of the area into Tunbridge
Wells. Speldhurst PC
object to the exclusion of
Bidborough and Southborough
from the AONB.

(1) .

(i) The Statement of Intent
states that large
settlements (e.g
Tunbridge Wells) and
adjacent development
{(e.g. these three’
settlements) are to he
excluded. Langton Green
is physically linked to
Tunbridge Wells as ax
Bidborough and Scuth-
borough.

(i1) The fact that Langton
-Green is included in an
otherwise rural parish
or even that it is
recognised in the
Structure Plan as a
village, is not in my
opinion significant
justification for
inclusion.

(1ii} The Structure Plan
villages policy applies
to villages both inside
and outside AONBs.



CUNDULLE B

REPRESENTATION

COMMENTS .

(iv) The function of the MGE
in South W™ ™ Kent is t
restrain the’further
westward expansion of
Tunbridge Wells. Its
purpose is separate fro
the AONB, which is
intended to conserve th
scenic and wildlife val
of the countryside.

(v): Protection of the built
environment in Langton
Green is also already
given by Conservation
Area status.

The Matfield and
Brenchley Society, one
nember of the public and
~ounty Councillor
Jeath.

Include the dip slope of the
High Weald between Matfield-
Brenchley and Paddock Wood. Use
of the 100' (3Cm) contour is
suggested.

I have mixed feelings about th:
area.

. It might well be
difficult to find a suitable
boundary to follow the 100!
contour and if the dip slope ir
total is incorporated, so must
a fairly large area of fore-
ground to the north-east, in
order gp abut a suitable. road
boundary. However, there is a
definite case for trying to
incorporate the prominent
Ridge south of Paddock Wood.

rapel PC

Extend the boundary northwards
by one mile in the Capel-Tudely
area.

I do not consider the landscape
in this area merits designation

[orsmonden PC

Include part of, or the whole of,
this parish.

The area is largely characteris
of the Low Weald. The River
Teise appears to be the only
suitable boundary and would
enclose an unduly large additio
I do not favour this suggestion

'he Goudhurst Society
'he Tonbridge Civic
ociety and one member
£ the public

Include 014 Park Wood, Goudhurst;

and an extension from Winchet
Hill through Camden Hill to
Hammer Wood, Sissingburst (which
would include Sissinghurst
village and castle).

I consider that these areas.
should remain excluded since th
are more characteristic of the
Low Weald. Certain parts lack

‘a suitable boundary.

‘enterden Town Council;
‘he Tenterden Trust

Extend the boundary north and
east of Tenterden. Include
Brook Farm, Breeches Pond,
Clapper Hill and The Brogues to
the north-west; and Pond Wopd,

(i)

I consider that provided- the tox
itself remains excluded, an
extension over part of the area
may be justifiable. The area
between St. Michaels and the



/ CONSULTEE

A,

REPRESENTATION

Knock Wood and Ingleden Park to
the east. The TC is concerned
about. farming, woodland and
wildlife changes. The Trust
wishes in particular to defend
Ingleden Park against commercial
and industrial pressures.

COMMENT'S

Biddenden-Benenden road has mos
merit.

Biddenden PC

The AONB could be 'stretched' to
include this edge-of-area parish.
Greater control over farming is
‘needed.

I do not consider that this is
justifiable: The area is flat,
open and characteristically Low
Weald. Also,no suitable
boundary presents itself.

l'he National Trust

Include Shirley Moor and Apple-
dore.

The 'levels' are similar in .
physical geography to Romney
Marsh not having the relief of
the High Weald. -

3idborough PC

lowden PC

finistry of Agriculture,
Fisheries & Food

In favour of the principle of
ACONB designation, but do not wish
to see further controls upon
agriculture.

Jenenden PC
;oudhurst PC

Do not favour ACNB designation
as they fear this would increase
controls upon agriculture and

‘wish to be excluded. Goudhurst

PC also feels that an undesirable
increase in tourism and recrea-
tional traffic would result from
AONB designation.

AONB designation does not give,
greater planning control over
agricultural development. The
primary purpose of AONB
designation is to protect and
enhance the landscape, rather
than promote recreation.

awkhurst PC

Generally favourable. Some
membexs, however, felt that
designation might result in
increased public access with more
road traffic, extra footpaths, car
parks and that this would not be
properly controlled. It would be
more desirable toAkeep the area
one of natural beauty.

See comments under Goudhurst
PC above.

id Kent Water Co.
est Kent Water Co.

The water undertakings have
reservations about the AONB. They
hope that there will be no undue
restrictions or delays over
modernisation of existing works
and installation of new plant.
All existing installations should
be excluded and special attention
should be given to the needs of
future development.

Control over reservoir works
will be increased but not
unnecessarily so.

(1id)



The Birch Wood Association
The National Council of
Women of Great Britain

Want to see no more loss of
woodland. The rights of farmers
residents and laridowners should
be more restricted to achieve
this end. Hope that the
Countryside Commission can
financially aid developer's
landscaping schemes. More
control over Forestry

Commission planting is necessary.

"

Tighter controls over the

felling and thinning of wood.
. SN

will be made. ¢ )t aid for

amenity tree planting, given

by the County Council, will ]

higher upon AONB designation

Nature Conservancy
Council .

In favour of the AONB. Supports
the nature conservation content
of the Statement of Intent.

Hopes that new SSSIs and reserves
can be identified in the High
Weald.

Ashford BC
Shepway DC

Shepway considers that the 0ld
Romney Shoreline need not be
included in the High Weald AONB
since Structure Plan policies
give sufficient protection.
Ashford's view is that the area
should be included. Shepway

DC also wish to be excluded from
paragraph 1.2 of the Statement
of Intent, i.e. those District
Councils willing to accept the
planning and land management
implications of the Commissions
proposal since no part of the
District is actually proposed
for inclusion in the AONB.

The landscape is uncharacter-
istic of the High Weald and
already benefits from
Special Landscape Area status

Sevenoaks DC

Accepts the Statement of Intent,
but wishes to be consulted on
applications astride or near the
AONB boundary. Also wishes to
be consulted on any future
proposals on matters relating to
the AONB, including new policies.

Noted.

(iv)



} ‘ )
! 7
I

H

f31 letters xeceived from
members of jk public and
others, namely:

CHA/MF Rambling Club
Weald of Kent Presexrvation
Society
Chiddingstone WI
Cranbrook PC
Paddock Wood PC
Sandhurst PC
Southborough PC
Stone PC
Wittersham PC
Rolvenden PBC
Pembury PC
Pembury Society
East Kent Federation of
Wis
Ramblers Association
Kent Trust for
Nature Conservation
Tunbridge Wells BC
Tonbridge & Malling DC

In favour of, or no observations
on, the general principle of an
AONB for the High Weald.

{v)
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Planning Department County Hall wes%
P W Bryant MRTPI County Planning Officer Tower Street

Susen sussex
PO19 1AL Cﬁunt
(0243) 85100 CoOUNCl

Telex available

/

Our reference GRT/SK/834/2 Your reference

Ifcallingask for v, Tydor, ext.577 18th October, 1978.

Dear Mr. Woolmore,

High Weald Area of Qutstanding Natural Beauty

I enclose a revised list of bodies and organisations that I consulted
about the proposal to designate the High Weald as an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty.

I reported to the County Planning Committee on the 6th September the
results of the informal consultation. 39 letters had been received,
23 from consultees and the remainder from other local societies or
from members of the public. Having taken account of the observations
made the Committee adopted recommendations:-

1. that the proposed boundary of the area, so far as it is
within West Sussex, should remain, for formal designation,
as previously approved, and

2. that the draft Statement of Intent be approved subject to
consideration being given to the inclusion of a reference
to Structure Plan policies for small scale industry in
villages.

I enclose a schedule,which the Committee had before it, of the comments
received. Others have been received subsequently from the following:-

41, East Grinstead Society

42, Lower Beeding Parish Council

43, Peck, E, C,, Bognor Regis.

44, Richards, Miss J., Sidlesham, Chichester.

General Comments

Express unqualified support. © 43, 44
Express support for the principle, but suggest 41, 42
amendment to boundaries.

R. G. Woolmore, Esq.,
Landscape Adviser,
Countryside Commission,
John Dower House,
Crescent Place,
CHELTENHAM,
Gloucestershire.




Suggested Boundary Changes

Horsham/Crawley to include Rusper 42
Inclusion of adjacent towns. 41

Comments relating to the Management of the Area

Need strong planning policies, especially those 41
relating to conservation and development by
government bodies and large commercial concerns.

Should not be a weakening of development control 41
outside the AONB boundary.

Benefits seen to arise from designation

Provides opportunity to preserve the character 44
of the area, and to protect it from excessive
'cosmetics' when providing controlled public
access to the countryside.

The Southern Water Authority stated that its operations are unlikely to
be materially affected, There might be increased costs arising from

the necessity for greater care with river maintenance and closer liaison
with the local planning authorities on building design and landscaping.
It also anticipated some reduction of income if it did not clear wooded
areas in its ownership for agriculture or if it were to plant hardwood
trees rather than conifers.

If you would like a copy of any of these letters or those referred to in
the schedule please let me know.

Yours sincerely,

Grn

County Planning Officer.
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S. Webb, Esq.,

East Grinstead Town Council,
East Court,

EAST GRINSTEAD,

West Sussex.

J. P. Towner, Esq.,
Bolney Parish Council,
Glendale,

The Street,

Bolney,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

J. H. Pollard, Esqg.,

Horsham Rural Parish Council,
6 Holmbrook Park,

HORSHAM,

West Sussex.

C. H, Izard, Esq.,
Ardingly Parish Council,
3 Gower Close,

Ardingly,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

Mrs. G. W. Guest,
Cowfold Parish Council,
1 Glenthorne,

Henfield Road,

COWFOLD,

West Sussex,

G. Tester, Esg.,

Horsted Keynes Parish Council,
2 Jeffries,

HORSTED KEYNES,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

W. A. Gardiner, Esq.,
Balcombe Parish Council,
43 Newlands,

Balcombe,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

H. Fleet, Esq.,

Cuckfield Rural Parish Council,
Newlands,

Upper St. John's Road,

BURGESS HILL,

West Sussex.

E, Dimmock, Esq.,

Lindfield Rural Parish Council,
2 William Allen Lane,
Lindfield,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sis sex.

Page 1

W. J. Dark, Esq.,

Lower Beeding & Nuthurst Parish Counci
175 St. Leonards Road,

HORSHAM .

West Sussex.

Mrs. A, Corbett Jones,
Worth Parish Council,
Heath Cottage,

Sandy Lane,

Crawley Down,

CRAVLEY,

West Sussex.

H. Eggars, Esq.,

Cuckfield Neighbourhood Council,
The Barn,

Ockenden Lane,

Cuckfield,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

Mrs. E. Boakes,
Slaugham Parish Council,
Oak Cottage,

Handcross,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

C. Payton, Esq.,

Burgess Hill Town Council,
38 Church Road,

BURGESS HILL,

West Sussex.

Mrs. L. W. Hensman,
Ramblers Association,
31 Forest Field,
HORSHAM,

West Sussef.

R. Parrett, Esq.,

West Hoathly Parish Council,
The Red House,

West Hoathly,

EAST GRINSTEAD,

West Sussex.

Mrs. J. Armour-Milne,

Horsham Riverside Neighbourhood Council
44 Pelham Court,

Bishopric,

HORSHAM,

West Sussex.

J. E., Lucas, Esq.,

Society of Sussex Wealdmen,
2 Warnham Road,

HORSHAM,

West Sussex,



P. L, Hutchinson, Esq.,
Anstye Residents Association,
1 North Cottage,

Anstye,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

Arnold Whittick, Esq.,
Crawley Planning Group,
4 Netherwood,

Gossops Green,

CRAWLEY,

West Sussex.

L. A, H, Leggett, Esq.,

Society for the Preservation of
Felbridge & District Environment,

Ecclesbourne,

Chesterfield,

Furnace Wood,

EAST GRINSTEAD,

West Sussex.

R. W. Winstone, Esq.,
Bolney Village Society,
Stanford,

Top Street,

BOLNEY,

West Sussex.

Mrs. J. Heyman,
Cuckfield Society,
Handels,

Brook Street,
CUCKFIEID,

West Sussex.

Miss S. Chapman,

Haywards Heath Amenity Society,
41 Oathall Road,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

M., C. D. Pett, Esq.,

Crawley Dowh Residents Association,
52 Burleigh Way,

CRAWLEY DOWN,

West Sussex.

Mrs. L. Francis,

Fast Grinstead Society,
The Gatehouse,

Dunnings Road,

EAST GRINSTEAD,

West Sussex.

G. W. G, Morfey, Esq.,
Honorary Secretary,
Horsham Society,
Ross~-den,

North Heath Lane,
HORSHAM,

West Sussex.

J, R. T. Niemeyer, Esq.,

Society for the Preservation of Lindfield,

Plummerdown Cottage,
Plummerdown Lane,
LINDFIELD,

West Sussex.

G. I. Coe, Esq.,

Warninglid Residents Society,
Deer's Leap,

Cuckfield Lane,

Warninglid,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

R. Porter, Esq.,
R.S5.P.B.,
Abinger House,
Abinger Road,
PORTSLADE,

East Sussex.

F. W. Woods, Esq.,

Pease Pottage Residents Association,

Durford,
Horsham Road,
Pease Pottage,
HAYWARDS HEATH,
West Sussex.

Mr., Le Mans,
Honorary Secretary,
S.T.N.C.,

Woods Mill,
HENFIELD,

West Sussex.

Mrs. I. Simpson,

Sussex Ornithological Society,
Hardanger,

Littleworth,

Partridge Green,

HORSHAM,

West Sussex.

D. Wellum, Esq.,

Scaynes Hill Protection Society,
Heather Place,

Lewes Road,

Scaynes Hill,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

Mrs. M. Dougharty,

Horsham Natural History Society,
Cattlestone Farm,

West Chiltington,

PULBOROUGH,

West Sussex.

D, F, Musson, Esq.,

Regional Agent,

National Trust,

Surrey and West Sussex Region,
Polesden Lacey,



Mrs. J. M. Moorhead, Mrs. B. Kay,

Staplefield Association, Ardingly Residents Society,
North Hall, 2 Price Way,
Staplefield, Ardingly,
HAYWARDS HEATH, : HAYWARDS HEATH,
West Sussex. West Sussex.
Southern Water Authority, Mrs., Hazel,
Guildbourne House, Ramblers Association,
WORTHING, Applegarth,
West Sussex, Clay Lane,
’ Fishbourne,

Mrs, Ruth Ward, CHICHESTER,
West Sussex Group Federation of West Sussex.
Sussex Amenity Societies,
Westley, Mr. Sindall,
Barnham Road, . Southern Water Authority,
BOGNOR REGIS, Sussex River and Water Division,
West Sussex. Falmer,

BRIGHTON,
Secretary of the Countryside, West Sussex.

Sport and Recreation Committee,
West Sussex County Federation of
Women's Institute,
North Lodge,
North Gate,
CHICHESTER,
West Sussex.

Mrs. H. R. Robinson,
Hassocks Field Society,
Larch Cottage,
Birchwood Grove Road,
BURGESS HILL,

West Sussex.

N. E. de Lange, Esq.,
Secretary,

Central Southern County Branch,
National Farmers Union,
Agriculture House,

Station Road,

LISS,

Hants,

Mrs. S. J. Walker,

Mid Sussex Association (National Trust),
8 Rowan Close,

Northlands Wood,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex,

Mid Sussex Water Company,
6 Boltro Road,

HAYWARDS HEATH,

West Sussex.

G. Carter, Esq.,
Secretary,

Crawley Industrial Group,
3 Hillside Close,
Southgate,

CRAWLEY, West Sussex.






HIGH WEAID AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAI BEAUTY

Comments received from the following:-

-

© 0 ~10 UGB

10.

12,
13.
14,
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20,
21.
22,
23.
24.
25.
26.
27,
28,
29,
30.
31.
32.
33.
34,

35,
36,
37.
38.
39.
40.

Ardingly Parish Council.
Ardingly Residents' Society.
Balcombe Parish Council.

Bolney Parish Council,

Bolney Village Society.

Burgess Hill Town Council,
Bushell, A., Crawley.

Bushell, Mr. & Mrs. B. M,, Crawley.
Crawley Down Residents' Association.
Crawley Friends of the Earth.
Crawley Planning Group.
Cuckfield Neighbourhood Council.
Cuckfield Rural Parish Council,
Cuckfield Society.

Durham,D. G., East Grinstead,
Forest Neighbourhood Council.
Gledbill, Mrs. P,, Horsham,
Hardy, Mr. & Mrs. D., Lindfield.
Harman, R., Haywards Heath.
Haywards Heath Amenity Society.
Helme, J. D., Lindfield.

Horsham District Council,
Horsham Society.

Lindfield Rural Parish Council,
Mid Sussex Water Company.
National Farmers' Union.

Owden, Mrs. 0. J., Haywards Heath.
Pelham Burn,H., Colgate.
Ramblers' Association.

Reece,J, F,, Horsham.

Royal Society for the Protection of Birds.

Rusper Parish Council,
Soroptimist Club of Crawley and Horsham,
Southern Water Authority.

Staplefield Association.
Sussex Wealdmen, Society of. -
Watkins, G., Crawley,

Wealden Entomology Group.
West Hoathly Parish Council,
Worth Parish Council.

Preservation of Lindfield, Society for the,

(1)

¥ ¥ K X X *

*

* % #* *

* X% ¥ ¥ »

Consultees

(indicated by
telephone an
intention to
comment) .

(letters of
29.1.74,,
9,10.74 and
29.4.77.)



General Comments

Express unqualified support.

Express support for the
principle, but suggest
amendment to boundaries.

Support for the principle not

expressed explicitly but is
implied.

Suggested Boundary Changes

Horsham/Crawley to include
Rusper.

North of St. Leonard's Forest
as far as A25 between Dorking
and Betchworth,

Tilgate Forest north of motorway.
Pease Pottage.

North-West of Turners Hill as
far as Worth Way.
Turners Hill-Crawley Down to
County Boundary.
Turners Hill-Crawley Down as
far as Worth Way.
South of line from Worth to
Felbridge.

aywards Heedk and Cuck Ficlel
feksen Hopuords Mol and Cock
Ansty.
South around Lindfield.
Burgess Hill-Haywards Heath.
South of Ouse as far as
Scaynes Hill.

Plummers Plain,
Nuthurst and Maplehurst.

Societies & Consultees

Private Individuals

1, 2, 3, 5, 12, 14, 15,
24, 31, 33, 35, 36, 38,
39.

6, 9,
29,

10, 11, 13, 23,

4, 22, 32, 40,

10, 22, 32.

23

10, 11.
11.

20

10, 40.

20
29
13

20

23

(ii)

7, 8, 17, 18, 19,
27, 28,

21, 30, 37.

15,

15.

317.

21

30



Comments relating to the management of the area

Societies & Consultees Private Individuals
Total Number Commenting Four. Three,
Need for positive control of . 8
development,
Need to give encouragement to 8
conservation,
Need to limit removal of 14
hedgerows which have a
considerable impact on landscape. '
Emphasis should be on hardwood 14 7, 8.
planting.
Need to enhance the landscape 14

without municipalisation.

Additional tree cover on Ashdown 14
Forest would be acceptable but is
need for selective scrub

clearance.

Utilities may need to be 25
constructed especially

reservoirs,wdvu

Need to consider the relation- 11, 14,

ship between farm buildings
and landscape, especially
siting and materials,

Designation implies a 28
responsibility on the part
of landowners.

Improved management of 14
St. Leonard's Forest needed.

Need improved sign posting and 14
circular walks,

Recreation development should 14
be related to existing
facilities only .

Should not make the area more 9
accessible or encourage

tourism.

Need commitment of Local 14

Authorities to concept of
AONB,

(i44) '



Comments expressing the beneifts seen to arise from designation — may have

been given as reasons for including an additional area.

Total Number Commenting

Provides protection against
development.

Provides a safeguard for
agricultural land, forest
and landscape.

Provides a protection for
wildlife.

Would provide a better
environment for Dorking,
Crawley and Horsham.

Will minimise the deterioration
of the urban fringe.

Will provide a better framework
within which rural activities
can flourish.

Grants are available for tree
planting.

Environmental improvement given
higher priority.

Recreation can be developed
within the scale and capacity
of the area.

Makes the most of the outstanding
landscape for the benefit of the
communities of the South-East.

Societies & Consultees

Six.

6, 9, 10, 11, 23, 33,

10.

10.

23.

23.

23,

10.

10

23

(iv)

Private Individuals

Two.

7, 19.

Ed
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PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY; CONSULTATIONS OF
HATIONAL AGENCIES BY THE COUNTRYSTDE COMMISSION

The consuliation of 85 naticnal- agencies (list attached) started in June 1975
but wes eirtended to December 1978 to ensble the National Farmexs' Union

to give a reasoned response following a meeting of High Weald fermers on

19 Qctober 1978, From thess agencies, 43 xeplies were received of which 10
made no comment, : _

Support for designation

A majority supported designabtionz -18 replies supported the proposal, or
raised no objections ox had) further comments, Most of the remainder of the
replies supported the designation but wanted the area extended. No consultee
suggested a reduction in the area,

The Landscape Tnstitute also suggested the inclusion of the area north of
Turners Hill and the CPRE proposed a small addition south vest of Tunbridge
Wells. The YHA (Southern Region) wanted the area extended northwards to
Join the Eent Downs AOWE, :

- Consultees with Regervations
MM“

¥hilet “most of the remaining consultees gave the p:poposaé conditionﬁ[mippart,
gome had reservations of significance., The English Tourist Board conaidered
that designation should not prevent further tourism developments of appropriate

" scale znd designs the National Carevan Council wanted allowvance made for

& controlled incrsase in well=-located, landscaped caraven paxks and the
Automobile Association was concerned sbout the possible adverse effects on
road developments, COSIRA raised no objections rroviding the interests of
local inhabitents were not jeopardised and, in particular, mentioned the
population’s age imbalance in the area which suggested that there was

& need to encourage alterative - local employment opportunities on & small
scale. The Agsociation of District Coumeils sought modifications in the
statement of interest to make clear the role of structure and beal plans
in determining precisely what development will be rermigsible in the area.

The Sand and Gravel Association proposed that the statement of inte™

should meke clear that subject to proper control of working and restoration,
the excavation of becessary materials should not be precluded. CEGB indicated
that its future Proposals may include g requirement for power lines to
tragerse the area. .

Objections

The only agencies objecting to the proposal to designate wers the County
Lendowmers Association s;National Farmers! Union, Timber Growers' Organisation
and the Camping Club of Great Britain, all of which considered designaiion

to be premgturs pending the outcome of the Himsworth Review of exsiting AONBs.



Members of the CLA were divided on the proposali some felt designation
pay be desirsble in certaln areas, eg around Crewley, but on balance

£s1t it to be unnecemsary and premature. Thée BFU was prinmarily concernsd
that designation await the Himsworth Review and, whilst welcoming some

of the suggestions in the stetement of intent, did not believe that

there required designation. The TGO (SE Region) considered designation
unnecessary and not in the best interest of the area. The Camping Club
falt existing plammipg controls to be adequate to protect the area énd
expressed concern that recreation might be restricted because of the size
of the proposed AONB.

The Commission also received direct comments from the Weald of Kent Preservation
Society, Crawley Friends of the Earth snd Rye Art Gallery, all of which -
supported designation, and from Goundhurst Parish Council, which wanted the
perish excluded (though judging from other correspoudence this vas not

the unanimous view of Goudhurst regidents). Of 1% letters from individusls,

6 supported the proposal, one conditionally and 6 individuals reeiding in
Langton Green wrote requesting the inclusion of their village.

Cenclusion

It is considered that the representations received from the various

' orgenisations and and individuals indicate overwhelming support for

the Gemignation of the area puk forward for comsultation. Since <the
process of designation began in 1973, the Himgworth Review and the
Commigsion's AONB Discussion Paper are not adequate reasons for suspending
the designation process. It is doubtful if any of the proposed additions
merit inclusion though some such as suggested by the Ramblers' Assoclation
should be investigated. ' :

| Pwadkrelay

I P MITCHELL
Countryside Commission

28 February 1979
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Ms5 s 1 5566 ()
PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSPANDLNG NATURAL BEAUTY

The results of consultations with national agencies.

The consultation of 85 national agencies (list attached) started in June 1978
tat was ertended to December 1976 to enabls the National Parmerst? Union to
give a reasoned rssponse following a meeting of High Weald farmers on 19
October 1978. Prom these agencies, 43 replies were received of which 10 made
no comment,

Supvort 'for designation

A majority supported designation: 18 replies supported the proposal, or raised
ro objections or had no further comments. Most of the remainder of the replias
supported the designation but wanted the area exiended. HNo consultee suggested
a reduction in the area,

The major propesals for extensions came from the Remblerst® Association which
suggested 6 tions: i) south of Cuckfield ii) to the sowsh~west betwaen
Maresfield and Heistmomceuz iii) north of Turmers Hill iv) to the north
hetwaen Edenbridge and Tonbridge up to the boundary of the Kent Dowhs AONB

. northwards between Matfield and Brenchlsy and vi) east of Goudimrst and
arth of Cranbrook.

The Landscape Insti{ute also suggested the inclusion of the area north of Turners
Hill and the CPRE proposed a small addition south west of Tanbridge Wells, The
YHA (Southern Region) wanted the area extended northwards to join the Xent Downs

AOHB.
Consultees with Reservations

Whilst most of the remaining consultees gave the propossd conditions support,
some had ruservations of significance. The English Tourist Board considersd
that designation should not prevemt further tourism developments of appropriate
gcals and design; the Natiomal Caravan Council wamted allowance made for a |
comtrolled inoreass in well-located, landscaped caravan parks apd the Automobile
Assosiation was concerned about the possible adverse effeots on road developments.
COSIRA raimed no objections providing the interests of local inhabitants were not
jeopardised and, in particular, mentioned the population's age imbalance in the
aren which suggested that there was s need to encourage alternative local
employment opportuwnities on a small scale, The Association of Distriet Councils
sought modifications in 4he statement of interest to make clear the role of
struoture and local plans in determining precisely what davelopmant will be
permissible in $he area.

The Sand and Gravel Association proposed that the sistemenmt of interest should
make olear that subject to propsr control of working and restoration, the
sxcavation of necessary materials should not be pracluded. CE0B indicated $hat
145 fwturs proposals may include a requirement for power lines to iraverse the
area.

Ohisations
The enly agencies objeciing 4o the proposal ¢o designate were the County land=-

uln



owners Association, National Farmers' Union, Timber Growers! Organisation and the (
Camping Club of Great Britain, all of which considered designation to be premature
pending the outcome of the Himsworth Review of existing AONBs.

Members of the (LA were divided on the propasal; some felt deaignation may be
desirable in certain areas, eg around Crawley, but on balance felt it to be
unneccessary and premature. The NFU was primarily concerned that designation await
the Himsworth Review and, whilst welcoming some of the suggestions in the statement
of intent, did not believe that these required demignation. The TGO (SE Region)
considered designation unnecessary and not in the best interest of the area, The
Camping Club felt existing plamming controls to be adequate to protect the area and
axpressed concern that recreation might be restricted because of the size of the
proposed AONB.

Responses received from other bodies and individuals

The Commission also received direct commenis from the Weald of Kent Preservation
Society, Crawley Friends of the Earth and Rye Art Gallery, all of which supported
designation, and from Goudhurst Parish Council, which wanted the parish excluded
(though judging from other correspondence this was not %he unanimous view of
Coudhurst residents), Of 13 letters from individuals, 6 supported the proposal,
one conditionally and 6§ individuals residing in langton Oreen wrote requesting the
incluBion of their village,

5

6. Conclusion

-

It is considered that the representations received from the various organisations
and individuals indicats overwhelming support for the designation of the area put
forward for consultation., Since the process of designation began in 1973, the
Himeworth Review and the Commissiont's ADNB Discussion Paper ars not adequate
reasons for suspending the designation process., It is doubtful if any of the
proposed additions merit inclusion though some such as suggested by the Ramblers?
Association should be investigated.

IT.Definition of the Boundary

7. The boundary of the proposed AONB as drawn by the Local Authorities concerned,and
provisionally agreed by the Commission is very close to tho urban area of Tunbridge
Wells for much of its length. Some emall areas where further resideniial develop~
ment is envisaged have baen left outside the AONB but generally it can be inferred
that the proposed designation is seen as a means of giving weight to resistance to
proposals to develop outside the present limits of the town. This approach to
boundary definition gives development control a higher priority than existing land-
soape quality and tends to include within the AONB areas which in no way could be
considerad to be outstanding.

8. Although it may be argued that by taking this approach to definition there should

be an incentive to improve the landscape quality of the more doubtful areas by

tree planting and removal of eyesores in practice this is unlikely to be the case.

Landowners are morae likely to remson that inolusion of any area ia an accolade

and persuasion to improve the landscape thereafter becomes more difficult,

9, Tha question basically is whether in defining AONBs the priority should be the
existing quality of the landscape and therefore the area be highly selective or
vhether the priority, particularly in relation 4o the common boundary with built
up aream, should bae drawn as an aid %o the development control procems of the
urban area. There ara of course through the normmal planning procedures means of
controlling the urban sprayl into the countrysida.

The above ¥dilemma' is axemplified in the proposad High Weald AONB by two cases
as ghown on the attached map and described below.

o 2w

o



10, Smockham Farm and Caenwood Farm

This is the area indicated A on the maps. Topography is typical High Weald
rolling countryside but with a drastic reduction in tree cover and hedges.
Dutch Elm Disease has taken its toll but there has besn considerable mechaniocal
effect as well, The standard of cultivation is low and many farm buildings are
in a derelict or semi-derslict state. The whole arsa has the typical urban
fringe appearance and is a natural extension of an area to the East already
earmarked for development. Landscape quality is poor but is capable of
improvement with considerable financial input.

11, Tunbridgse Wells Common, Hunrershall Park

This is the area indicated B on the map. It is semi-urban in character bheing
a composite of urban commons on which are situated playing fields, large
Viectorian houses with extensive gardens, and some byetake land, Many of the
large houses are now used for inatitutional purposes such as training centres
and schools. This area is not unattractive and is typical in many ways of
the fringe of & spa town. The land is well wooded and for the most part well
maintained for amenity purposes; agricultural interest is minimal. It is not
fruly rural’ Jeald countryside.

12, Summary

a. Neither of the above areas can be considerad as {ypical rural High Weald
the latter being the title by which the AONB is 4o be xmown;

b. The inclusion of both the areas in the AOWB could assist in strengthening
the case for resistance to development. Such inclusion wouid not necessarily
be a factor in maintaining or improving their character and in the case of area
A could be a positive detraction from any improvement.

¢, It is necessary in this case %o decide whether the priority in rating of
characteristic of the area for inclusion within an AONB should be its intrinsic

landscape value or its potential function in acting as a deterrent to further
development.

13, Recommendations

a, The Commisseion's views are sought on the inclusion of the Snodham and
Caenwood farms and Hungaershall Park areas in the ACHNB; and

b. ‘The Commission are recommended to approve the ACHB bvoundary to incorporate
their decision at a, above, and proceed to the final consultation stage.

OLSE Region
JULT 1979
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M6556  HIGH WEALD: PROPOSED AONB — 79/260

The Commission agreed to the exclusion of the Smockham Farm and Caenwood Farin areas from the
AONB. The Deputy Chairman and the Director would visit Hungershall Park to determine whether

it should be included, Following this officers would conduct the formal consultation process with
the local authorities concerned (s¢e item 5561).

M\ 5566  WIGH WEALD: PROPOSED ACHB (Minute 5555)

The Deputy Chairman and Director had visited Hungershall Park and determined that
it should be omitied from the proposed AONB.
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Countryside

Commission

MINUTES OF THE 119TH MEETING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION HELD AT
JOHN DOWER HOUSE; CRESCENT PLACE, CHEL TENHAM ON THURSDAY 2 AUGUST 1979

Present: - C/M/79/8

The Lord Winstanley Chairman

Mr R A E Herbert Deputy Chairman
. Mr N Collins '

Mr J Dunning

Mr R Hoyle

Mr J Kegie

MrT O Lewis

Miss J Lipson

The Lord McGregor

Mr G McGuire

Mrs J Riley

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE were received from Mr J Cousins, Mrs E Colwyn Fouikes, Mr B Hubbard,
Clir B S Langton and Mr D Streeter. '

The Chairman announced that the Secretary of State had decided not to reappoint Mr G McGuire on
the expiry of his present term of office on 6 August. The Commission decided to record in their
minutes their thanks to Mr McGuire for his invaluable contribution to the work of the Commissinn.
They also asked the Chairman to express concern to the Minister that he had not discussed the matter
with him beforehand.

MINUTES OF THE MEET ING HELD ON 5 JULY 1979
The minutes were amended as follows:

5531 Third line of b: Delete ‘other cases’ and insert ‘upper case’
5533 Third line: Delete ‘would be’ and insert ‘were’

The minutes were signed as a true record.
MATTERS ARISING
5540 DIRECTOR’S RETIREMENT (Minute 5525)

The Chairman reported that he had received a ietter from the Minister saving that a departmental trawl
was to be set in motion. This would be followed bv an inter-departmental trawi and open competition

being conducted simultaneousiv should no candidate have proved acceptable to the Commission from

the Departmentai trawl.

The Commission unanimously instructed the Chairman to write 1o the Minister saying that they were
determined the post should go to open competition.

5541 THE BROADS AUTHORITY {Minute §527)

Mr Leonard reported that Departmental officials had agreed that the Commission cculd finance the
Broads Authority unti! the 1980 review but that at present no commitment could be made thereafter,
Mr Leonard also reported the advice of the Treasury Solicitor concerning appointments to the Broads
Authority. The Commission agreed to accept Treasury Solicitor advice and seek a means of nominating
members for joint appeintment by the Authority. Mr Lecnard agreed to write to the Broads Authority
informing them of the latest position.




the issues revealed and that he be advised to consider ways by which he might determine how the
* recreational potential of public paths can best be achieved and how existing legislation, administrative
procedures and funding arrangements should be amended.

5548 PROPOSED AFFORESTATION: SOUTH HOUSE MCOR, DALES NATIONAL PARK —
79/242

The draft letters to the Forestry Commission and to the Dales National Park Committee on the
South House Moor afforestation proposals were agreed by the Commission.

5549 FORMAT OF COMMISSION MEETINGS — 79/243
The paper was deferred.
5550 SOUTH WEST RCSR — STRATEGY AND SUBJECT REPORTS — 79/244

Officers recommendations on the South West RCSR consultation document were endorsed by the
- Commission. It was considered that the wording of the draft letter to the Regional Council was too
harsh and should be amended.

5551 CUMBRIA AND LAKE DISTRICT STRUCTURE PLAN — 79/240

The draft letter containing the Commission’s observations on the final draft Written Statement of the
Lake District Special Planning Board and the Cumbria County Council was noted. It was ageed that
the Chairman would see the final draft letter before it was despatched.

The Commission decided that in future they wished officers to refer to them only those issues arising
from Development Plans for designated areas which were unusual or likely to be controversial. The
full text of the Commission’s comments would be reported in Synopsis. Responsibility for comments
on structure plans outside designated areas would continue to be delegated to officers.

5552 NORTH YORK MOORS LOCAL PLAN — 79/241

The recommendations contained in the paper were accepted. Officers were authorised to respond to
the National Park Authority accordingly.

5553 YARE BARRIER SCHEME
Mr Kegie‘s oral report was received and noted. A detailed report would appear in the next Synopsis.
5554 COMMITTEE FOR WALES

Mr Lewis, in an oral report, said that the Brecon Beacons National Park Committee had agreed not to
oppose proposals for afforestation at Cnewr. It was agreed that Mr Lewis would write to the Chairman
of the Brecon Beacons National Park Committee expressing the Commission’s dissatisfaction regarding
these afforestation proposals and that a similar letter would be sent by the Office for Wales to the
Forestry Commission’s Regional Advisory Committee.

5655 HIGH WEALD: PROPOSED AONB — 79/250

The Commission agreed to the exclusion of the Smockham Farm and Caenwood Farm areas from the
AONB. The Deputy Chairman and the Director would visit Hungershall Park to determine whether

it should be included. Following this officers would conduct the formal consultation process with
the local authorities concerned »i(“sée item 5561).

5556 CAMEL ESTUAR;’:'?ROPOSED AONB — 79/246

The Commission agreed the recommendations in the tabled paper that their officers should formally
consult the Cornwall County Council and North Cornwall District Council on the designation of the
area and that the proposal to designate should be advertised in the London Gazette and local
newspapers (see item 5561).
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i Countryside
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MINUTES OF THE 120TH MEETING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION HELD AT
JOHN DOWER HOUSE, CRESCENT PLACE, CHELTENHAM ON THURSDAY 4 OCTOBER 1979

| | - - oM7Y/
Present: o

The Lord Winstanley . Chairman
Mr R A E Herbert , Deputy Chairman
Mr N Collins ’

Mr J Dunning

Mrs E Colwyn~Foulkes

Mr J Kegie

Cllr B § Langton

Mr T O Lewis .

Miss J Lipson

Mrs J Riley

Mr D Streeter

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE were received from Mr R Hoyle and The Lord McGregor. The
Chairman announced that Mr Brian Hubbard had decided to resign from the Commission
through ill health. The Commission decided to record their appreciation and
gratitude for his services. The Chairman undertook to write and express the best
possible wishes of the Commigsion for his recovery.

The Chairman welcomed Mr Sisson of the East Midlands Regional Office to his first
Commission meeting.

The Commission agreed to the suggestion that there should be a Commission meeting
on 3 January with a restricted agenda and that the Committee for Wales would be
invited to attend.

MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 2 AUGUST 1979
The minutes were signed as a true record.
MATTERS ARISING

The Chairman reported that he had written to the Minister expressing the Commission's
regret al losing Mr McGuire. He had also pointed out that it was customary for

there to be discussions between the Minister and the Chairman about Commission
appointments. In reply the Minister offered to discuss with the Chairman the future
size and composition of the Commission. It was also announced that Lady XKirk had
been invited by the Minister to become a Commissioner.

5562 - DIRECTOR'S RETIREMENT (Minute 5540)

At this stage all staff other than the Director withdrew from the meeting while
the Commission continued in a private session.

5563  PROPOSED STAFF CUTS (Minute 5543)
The Chairman said that following further correspondence he had arranged for the

Director to supply additional information.to the Depariment. A decision was still
awaited abouil the fuiture complement.



i . ’
5564| MODIFICATION OF RIGHTS OF WAY (Minute 5547)

The report had been submitted to the Secretary of State and a letter recelv k
thanking the Commission for their response.

5565  PROPOSED AFFORESTATION: SOUTH HOUSE MOOR, DALES NATIONAL PARK (wi

Mr Kirby had met representatives of the Forestry Commission's Regional Advms¢
Committee at a site meeting. The outcome would not be known until the RAct,
committee had dlscussed the matter.

5566 HIGH WEALD: PROPOSED AONB (Minute 5555)

The Deputy Chairman and Director had visited Hungershall Park and determined
it should be omitted from the proposed AONB.

5567 VISITS, MEETINGS AND CONFERENCES (Minute 5558)

Tt was reported that the Deputy Chairman had accepted an invitation to chai
morning session of the Council for National Parks Conference on 11 December .
that the Director had accepted an invitation to address the conference. The
Chairman would be chairing the afternoon session. ~:

5568 COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION AND HIGHWAY INQUIRIES - 79/301

The Commission noted +the further correspondence on the subject which had +
place between the Chairman and the Permanent Secretary.

5569 UFEX '80 ~ 79/298

The draft letter and supporting submission for the Chairman to send to the
Secretary of State and circulate to other Ministers and senior officials
- approved by the Commission. In addition it was agreed that the ChalrmanAwo
send a personal letter to the Secretary of State.

5570 RESEARCH AND EXPERIMENTS 1980-81 — 79/300
The recommendations contained in the paper were approved by the Commission."
was also agreed that the commencement of each major new project would be rep
in Synopsis. A paper on the relationship of research and experiments to pol.

development, the formulation of advice, and future directions of work and
priorities, with options, would be submitted to the Commission at an early

5571 FINANCE

i Finencial Provision 1980~81 = 79/303
The proposed estimates to be submitied to DOE were agreed by the Commission as
being £2.625m in the non public sector and £4.5m in the public sector. The
Commission instructed the,Director to convey to the Department their concern
the. inadequacy of the proposed funding in the prlvate sector.
ii. Review of Grants in the public sector — 79/305

The Commission rejected the paper, in particular the proposals to reduce the et
of grant aid towards warden services, and called for revised proposals. '

iii. National Park Supplementary Grant 1980-81 ~ 79/304

The Commission approved the recommsndation and supporied the 1980-81 National
Park Supplementary Grant Bid of £5.44m.
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PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

Te Following a landscape evaluation and preparation of draft boundaries by the
four County Councils involved, the Commission, in 1976 (paper 76/99), accepted
the principle of designating a much larger area - about 560 square miles — of the
High Weald as an AONB than the 132 square miles envisaged as the Forest Ridges
Conservation Area in the 1947 Hobhouse Report. The public consultation exercise
revealed widespread support for the designation of the 560 square miles proposed
though the Commission subsequently (paper 79/250) agreed to the exclusion of some
small areas on the fringe of Tunbridge Wells,

2o The four County Councils and eleven District Councils have now been formally
consulted on the boundaries revised in 1979« No authority opposes designation but
“three District Councils do not agree with the boundary proposed since they wish to
have additional areas included. Ashford Borough Council consider that the 014
Romney Shoreline, to link the High Weald to the Kent Downs AONB, should also be
designated. Mid Sussex District Council would like additional land north of
Turners Hill and south of Bolney to be included. Tunbridge Wells Borough Council
propose a different boundary south-~west of Tunbridge Wells so as to include some
of the land excluded by the Commission in 1979 and Kent County Council now agree
with their proposal. ‘

3. All of the above proposed additions have been inspected by Commission officers
and considered unworthy of being part of a High Weald AONB. The 01d Romney Shore~
line is additionally of a completely different landscape character to the High

Weald. The land to the south-west of Tunbridge Wells was excluded from the pro-
posed AONB following a site visit by the Deputy Chairman and Director in August

1979+ The local authorities probably wish to include additional land there primarily
for development control reasons though argue that the boundary selected is entirely
arbitrary: in fact, it mainly follows a railway and the edge of deveclopment with a
straight link of 4 mile beiween them.

4. Several authorities have urged the speedy designation of the AONB because the

process has dragged on for several years and it is beginning to create uncertainty.
Local authority officers report difficulty in getting the views of their members on
a matter which they thought had been settled.

Recommendation

5. Having visited the High Weald on.25 and 26 April 1980, the Commission are
invited to agree to the placing of the statutory advertisement, indicating their
intention 1o designate the High Weald AONB with the boundaries now proposed.

QLSE
GLSE/156/5
June 1980
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MINUTES OF THE 129TH MEETING OF THE COUNTRY SIDE COﬁMISSION HELD AT JOHN DOWER
HOUSE, CRESCENT PLACE, CHELTENHAM ON THURSDAY 3 JULY 1980,

Present:
The Lord Winstanley Chairman
Mr R Herbert Deputy Chairman

Mr N Collins
Mr J Cousins
Mr J Dunning
Mr R Hoyle

Mr J Kegie
.Lady Kirk

Mr T Lewis
Miss J Lipson
Mrs J Riley
Mr D Streeter

Apologies for Absence wers received from Mrs E Colwyn Foulkes and Cllr B Langton.
The Chairman ammounced that this was Mr Herbert's last neeting.

The Commission resolved to record their indebtedness to him for his long and
valvable service ang his outstanding contribution to countryside matiers.

MINUTES OF THE MEETING BELD ON 5 JUNE 1980
- The Minutes were signed as a true record.
5724 MATTERS ARISING

i.  THE NEW FOREST (Minute 5713)
A 2-day visit to the New Forest would be arranged for the 30 ang 31 October.

ii.  As requested the number of foreign visits by Commissioners and staff
and the totals of the costs of these vigitg over the last 2 years were reported.

iii. The Commission noted Paper 80/201 on Stansteq Airport and the tabled matters
arising paper 80/202., -

o125 PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AONB ~ Paper 80/198

L - The Commission agreed to the placing of the statutory advertisement, indicating
their intention to designate the High Weald AONB with the boundaries now Proposed.

5726 COMMITTEE FOR WALES

Mr Lewis reported that the Committee for Wales would next be meeting on Monday
14 July in Newtown. *

5727 PEDDARS WAY AND NORTH NORFOLK COAST PATH: APPROVAL OF REPORT TO THE SECRETARY
OF STATE ~ Paper 80/196 , - -

The Commission agreed to adopt the alternative route, as proposed by landowners,
from the junction with Houghton Farm drive (TF 863 053) southwards, with the
exception of a short section opposite Hall Farm where a path to the west qf the
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National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949

COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION

Designation Order for the High Weald Area of
Qutstending Natural Beauty

1. NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Countryside Commission propose to make and
submit to the Secretary of State for the Environment for confirmation the above—
mentioned Order,

2, The effect of the proposed Order, which will not come into operation until
confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Environment, will be %o constitute
the land, in the counties of Bast Sussex, West Sussex, Surrey and Kent, to which
the proposed Order relates as the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
for the purposes of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act, 1949.

3. Copies of the proposed Order and of the map referred to therein have been
deposited for public inspection at:

Kent County Planning Department, Springfield, Maidstone;
Surrey County Plamming Department, County Hall, Kingston on Thames;
BEast Sussex County Planning Department, Southover House, Southover Road,
Lewes;
West Sussex County Plamning Department, County Hall, Chichester;
Ashford Borough Planning Office, Trafalgar House, Elwick Road, Ashford;
Sevenoaks District Planning 0ffice, White Oak, London Road, Swanley;
Tonbridge end Malling District Planning Office, The Air Station,
West Malling;
Tunbridge Wells Borough Planning Office, 8 Tonbridge Road, Pembuxry;
Tandridge District Planning Office, Council Offices, Caterham;
Hastings Borough Planning Office, Summer Fields, Bohemia Road, Hastings;
Rother District Planning Office, Town Hall, Bexhill;
Wealden District Planmning Office, Beaconwood, Beacon Road, Crowborough;
Crawley Borough Council, Town Hall, Crawley;
Horshem District Planning Office, Chemnells House, North Street, Horsham; and
Mid Sussex District Planning Office, 38 Boltro Road, Haywards Heath.

These offices will be open for inspection of the Order and map free of charge during
office hours from 10.00 to 16.00 hrs. Copies may also be inspected at the offices
of the Countryside Commission, 25 Savile Row, London Wi and John Dower House,
Crescent Place, Cheltenham,

4. Any representations with reference to the proposed Order should be sent in

writing to the Countryside Commission so as to arrive not later than 10 October
1980 and any such representation should state the grounds on which it is made.

Dated this twenty second day of August 1980

K( gg WMM/

Director
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M‘/%o’[ &9 C Lo 80/353

PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA O OUTLYANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

1, Pollowing tho Comnission's decilsion in July (papor 80/198), the statutory
advertisenent, indioating the Comuisslon's intention to designate the High Weald
AONB, was placed in the London Gazette on 28 August 1980 and in looal newspapers
oiroulating in the area,

2, The statutory advertisoment has dramm only four reprysontaticns shich oppose
designation, These are from tho National PFarmers' Union end three farmers in the
aren, none of whom acocept the nacd for designation and considor denignation to be
premature pending the outcomo of the Himsworth review of AONBs, In addition, it
is belloved that the earlier objootions made for the same rdasons, following informal
consultutions, by the Country Laudownura' Agsociation, Timbeir Growers' Association
and Camping Club of Great Britain still stand, Having already deoided, after

o oonsidering Himaworth's recomnsndations and the reaotions to the consultation
paper on AONBs, to maintain the status quo of AONBs and to continue with the desig-
nation programme of proposed areas already in the pipeline, the main objeotion %o
tho designation of the High Weald can, however, now be dismissed.

3. Soveral representations heve also been received requeating that additionnl

areas bo inoluded within the designation., Pour of these are from loocal authorites:
Kent County Counoil want to inoludo in the Order land to the south of Paddoc/s

Wood, north-west of Tenterden and in the Pembury Hospital and Peubury Grange arsa;
Hid-Sussex District Counoll objeot to the exclusion of Bolney and land north of
Turners Hill and Tunbridge Wells Borough Council are dis-satisfied that the Commission
have not acoeded to their earlier proposals to include undeveloped land south of

the A264 and south-west of Tunbridge Wells, In addition, Shepway’District Cownoil
(entirely outside tho proposed designation) consider that the Old Romney shoreline
should be designated, so as to Join the Kent Downs AONB. Pour other representstions
ooncerned the inolusion of additional land in the Tunbridge Wells aiea, : ALl of

these additional arcns have been inspeoted bofore by Commission officers and reportsd |
to the Commission who have already rejected them as unworthy of a nationnl J.andsoape
designation, .

e It 3 over four years since tha cv:mmiasion acoepted ths prinoiple of deaignatins
e muoh larger erem - about 560 square miles -~ of the High Weald then envisaged as

the 132 square mile Forest Ridges conservation areu by Hobhouse in 1947, There -

has been ample opportunity for ell views to be aired and consultation has. revealed
an overwhelming concensus in favour of designation, Several looal authorities
have urged a speedydesignation to remove unoertaihty and tho time is partiocularly.
ripe following the commiuion 8. aooeptnnce of m.uworth's reoonmendations,

Recommendation °

5, _The Comnission ave invited to endorse thoir adyertised intention and to designate |
the High Weald Area of Outstending Natural Boauty with the boundaries alveady ‘
proposed ahd to authorise the Order to be signod by the Chairman and Direotor for .
submiseion to the Seoretary of State for the erironment.

|

GLSE
November 1980 .
Piles OLSE/156/5
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PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF QUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY
REPRESENTATIONS FOLLOWING TH} STATUTORY ADVERTISEMENT IN AUGUST 1980

Objeoticns RNeasons Commisaion's Comuent
e D Whittaker Yoke of added restrictions Comminsion have deolded to
Wellgrove Farm end pronatuvrs ponding agree with Himsworth rocommen-
Kings Toll Road Hingsworth review dation to maintain gtatus quo
. Pombury for AONBs, so no added
' rectriotion to the farming
2, B H Belshan " Unnoooptable bureaucracy comaunity or additional bureauc-
Poulhurat ani propature pending racy; no ovidence of reduced
Castle Hill Himsworth review capital values following
= Brenchley, Kent designation elsewhere or of ,
' dealgnation oreating ill-feeling.
3. Sun Oak Farm No planning need, do not :
. Horsham congiler farm to be
(Agents Henry Smith outstanding landscape,
& Son, 50 Carfax, designation will reducs the
. Horshan) oapital valus of the feain
L. Hational Farmers' Union Unneoessery %o oonserve the
High Street area, additional bureauoraoy;
Cranbrook , Kent prezaturo pending Himaworth
and review, will result in ill- j
Agrioulture House feeling between the ,
Station Road agrioultural oommunity and :

Liss, Hants the Commission.

BEQUESTS FOR ADDITIONAL AREAS T0 BE INCLUDED WITHIN THE DESIGNATION

1, Kent County Council The Seoretary of State be Al +hese proposed additions }
1'.) requested to recorsider the havc been inapooted and not ‘
: exolusion from the Order of  oonsidered worthy of inslusion
the land to the south of in o national landsoape

Paddook Woed, the north-mest designation, Over-designation
: of Tenterden and the land in would devalue the areas which

the Peabury Hospital - are {ruly of outstending natural
Penbury Grange area 4 beauty.
2, Mid Sussex Distriot Weloome the designation but
Counoil objeot to the exolusion of

1and at Boluey, inoluding
Bolney viflage and land
porth of Turners Hill

3, Tunbridge Wells Borough Dissatisfied that’ thedr
Counoil earlier proposals for .
ineluding undeveloped land
. gouth of A264 and south-
west of Tunbridge Wells
have not bewn acvepted

» .

o
1 ‘
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L. B8hepway Distriot Counoil Desigrnation should include
the 014 Romney shoraline,

as an oxtonsion of the Xent ;
Downs AOND :

5. Bpeldhurst Parish Counoil Should inelude Langton Green, S
Tunbridge Wells and , ;
) Runthall Commons

6. Ramblers' Assooiation Agree with Speldhurst

(Southern Area) Parish Council ;
1. Langton Green Rural Should include the village of
Sooioty Langtion Groon ;
'8, 8ir Erio Dradbury Should inolude the whole of '
The Gate House Tunbridge Wolls, ol
Neville Park y ’
Tunbridge Wells |
) R g
i

M 5797 PROPOSED M1GH WEALD AONB Paper 80/353 | :

The Commission agreed to desj s;nate the Wigh Weald AOHB with the ‘houndaries as pro-
posed and to nuthorise the Order 1o be signed by the Chairman and Diregtor for
Bubmision ‘to the Secreiary of Staie for the Environment.
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‘Cormimission

MINUTEES OF THE 134th MEETING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSIOV HELD AT JOHN DORER
HOUSE , CRESCENT PLACE, CHELTENHAM ON THURSDAY, 4 DECEMBER 1980

o , : ¢/1/80/12
ts. The Lord Winstanley Chsirman

Mr T Lewis . Deputy Chairman

¥r D Barber ’

Mrs B Colwyn Foulkes

Mr W Collins

Mr M Drummond

Mr J Dunning

Mr R Hoyle

Mr J Kegie

Lady Kirk

Mr M Rees

Mr M Schreiber

Mr D Streeter

?ologies for absence were received from Mr J Cousins and Cllr B Langton.

he Chairman and Commissioners welcomed Mr Derek Barber as a new Commissioner anc
hairman designate. Mr Meuric Rees was also welcomed to his first Commission

eeting.

e appointments from 1 December of Mr Trevor Lewis as Deputy Chairman and
Jim Kegies as Chairmen of the Committee for Wales were noted with pleasure.

inutes of the Meeting held on 6 November 1980.
he minutes were signed as a true record.

88 MATTERS ARISING
e tabled Matters Arising Paper 80/358 was noted.

APPOINTMENT OF DIRECTOR

as The Commissioners met privately to deal with this item. The
Chairman announced that the final selection board would be re-
convened for further interviews on 17 December following which an
appointiment would be mads. As Mr J Kegie hod now been appointed
Chairmen of the Committee for Walcs Lady Kirk had withdrawn from
the final selection board on 17 December so that he could take her
place. Appropriate arrangements had been mzde with the Civil

_Service Commission.

b. Mr Davidson announced the proposed transitional arrangements
pending the appointment of a new Director. There would be no basic
change to the structure of the organisation for the time being.

Mrs Laverack and Mr Leonard would report to him as would a principal,
t0 be appointed temporarily, who would take charge of administration.
As a stop-gap measure it might also be necessary for one of the
northern Regional Officers to take over lr Davidsonts divisional Worke

The Permanent Secretary's approval of these proposals would be soughte.
The Commission gave authority for Hr Davidson to proceed along the lines
- :lndioa.'tede ’
MEWTING WITH SECRETARY OF STATE, 20 JANUARY
seionts future are received from the Secretary

apers dealing with the Commisel
Btate, Commivsioners should briefl themselves Tor Lhe mesting on 20 January.

¥ AT

4




5793  MEETING OF CHAIRMEN AND CHIEF OFFICERS OF NATIONAL PARKS, 25 NOVEMBER

The Commission noted some particular areas of concern which had arisen at this
meeting:

Bie The government had decided not to proceed with the review of
administration of national parks as had been recommended by the
Sandford Committee. Also, regarding the briefing of new appoiniees
to national park boards and committees, further discussion would

, be held with the ACC following which a paper would - pui to the
Commissione

be The proposals in the Local Planning and Government Bill require
local authorities to show land purchases as capital expenditure at
district valuer's valuation. This will give local authorities less
scope to make opportunity purchases. The ACC will be contacting the
Commission over this matter fol_ owing which a paper will be prepared.

Ce A suggestion that a "Planning Enquiry Commission'™ should be set
up to consider the application for permission to undertake test
drilling for nuclear waste disposal sites had been favourably received

at the 25 November meeting. Officers would look at the suggestion and
report back to the Commission.

5754 COMMITTEE FOR WALES

Mr Kegie reported that the Committee for Wales met on 10 November and had the follow-
‘ing to report: ‘

2« A meeting with the NCC will be arranged to discuss guidelines

for improved cooperation in Wales. The Committee Tor Wales had also
pointed out their interest in the area %o the Berwyn Society and asked
to send a representative to the society's meetings.

b.  Mr John Tetlow, project officer for the Cambrian Way had substan-
tially resolved the problems of the route from Cardiff to Gilwern, and
drew attention ‘o the problems on the Cnewr Estate section of the route.

Mr Kegie paid tribute to Mr Lewis' fine chairmenship of the Commitiee for WHales and
all the work h3 had done +o further the Commission's interests in Wules. The Chair~
man added his appreciation to Mr Lewis! woTk,

95 NEW FOREST LAWNS Paper 80/351

The Commission noted the letter from Hector Monros

5196 MILITARY USE OF DARTMOOR  Paper 80/356

e Commission agreed to accept the revised paper. They also agreed that representa-
Ves could accompany members of the national park authority to make representations

he Minister of Defence on the use of the Dartmoor ranges for artillery and
tar firing.

PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AONB Paper 8Q/353
Commission agreed to designate the High Weald AONB wit» the boundaries as pr o

d and to autherise the Orvder to be signed by the Chairmen and Director for
i8zion to the secretary of Gtate for ihe Tnvirorment.

(8]
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COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION
John Dower House
Crescent Place
Cheltenitham
Glos GL5D 3RA
Cheltenham (0242) 21881

The Secretary of State Ourref: GLSE/156/5
Department of the Environment

2 Marsham Street , ‘
London SW1P 3EB . 29 December 1980

Sir -
NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT 1949
DESIGNATION ORDER FOR THE HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY 1980

In accordance with the provisions of Section 87 of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949,
I submit for your confirmation the Designation Order for the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.

In relation to Section 87(2) of the above mentioned Act, the Commission have consulted the Kent, Surrey,
East Sussex and West Sussex County Councils; the Sevenoaks, Tonbridge and Malling, Tandridge, Rother,
Wealden, Horsham and Mid-Sussex District Councils and the Ashford, Tunbridge Wells, Hastings and Crawley
Borough Councils whose areas of responsibility include the land which is the subject of the Order.

The Commission have also published a notice saying that they propose to make the aforementioned Designation
Order indicating the effect of the Order and stating the time and manner in which representations about it may
be made to the Commission. The notice, a copy of which is enclosed, appeared in the London Gazette on

27 August 1980 and in the following local newspapers circulating in the High Weald on 28 August:—

Kent Messenger

Surrey Mirror

West Sussex County Times

Sussex Express and County Herald

The Commission have received 12 representations as a result of this notice which are listed, together with the
Commission’s comments on them, in the annex to this letter. Only & of the representations are objectizns to
the proposed designation and copies of these are included for your information. The remainder are requests
for additional areas to be included within the designation. For your information I also enclose a copy of the
Draft Statement of Intent prepared for the 1978 informal consultation exercise of the proposal, and 2 copy
of a summary report on that exercise prepared for the Commission.

Having carefully considered the representations made and also the overwhelming support for designation ,
indicated by an informal consultation carried out in 1978, the Commission approved the formal sealing of the
Order at their meeting on 4 December 1980.

f‘)Yours faithfully
/

Lb S(.: (?Gg‘iw pd
RJS IlOOKWﬁ/
Director

Supporting documents enclosed

1. 3 copies of the Order - 2. Notice from the London Gazette
3. Copics of § objections 4. Summary of 1978 informal consultation exercise
5. Statement of Intent, prepared by the 4 County Councils
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ANNEX

PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

REPRESENTATIONS FOLLOWING THE STATUTORY ADVERTISEMENT IN AUGUST 1980

Objections Reasons
D Whittaker ' Yoke of added restricticns

Wellgrove Farm
Kings Toll Road

and premature pending
Himsworth review

Penmbury
B H Belshanm Unacceptable bureaucracy
Poulhurst and premature pending

Castle Hill
Breonchley, Kent

Himsworth review

Sun Qak Farm.
Horsham

(Agents Henry Smith
& Son, 50 Carfax,
Horshan)

No plenning need, do not
-oonsider farm to be
outstanding landscape,
designation will reduce the
capital value of the farm

National Farmers' Union Unneoesséry to conserve the

High Streest arca, additional bureaucragy;
Cranbrook , Kent premature pending Himsworth
and review, will result in ill-

Agriculture House
Station Road
Liss, Hants

feeling between the
agriculturel community and
the Commission,

Comnission's Comment

Commission have decided to
agree with Himsworth reccommen-
dation to maintain status quo
for AONBs, so no added
restriction to the fearming
comaunity or additional bureauc-
racy; no evidence of reduced
capital values f'ollowing
designation elsewhere or of
designation creating ill-feeliny

REQUESTS FOR ADDITIONAL AREAS TO BE INCLUDED WITHIN THE DESIGNATION

Kent County Council The Secretery of State be
requusted to reconsider the
exolusion from the Order of
the land to the south of
Paddock Wood, the north-west
of Tenterden and the land in
the Pembury Hespital -

_ Pembury Grange area

¥id Sussex Distrioct
Council

Welcome the designation but
object to the exclusion of
land at Bolney, including
Bolney villasge and lsnd
north of Turners Hill

Dissatisfied that their
earlier proposals for
including undeveloped land
south of A26) and south~
west of Tunbridge Wells
have not been accepted

Tunbridge Wells Borough
Council

A1l these propescd additions
have been inupected and not
considered worthy of inclusion
in & national landscape
designation. OCver-desigration
would devalue the areas wnich
are truly of outstanding natura
beauty.
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Shepway Distriot Counoil

Designation should include

- the 0ld Romney shoreline,

Speldhurst Parish Counsil

Ramblers' Asseciation
(Southern Area)

Langton Green Rural
Seciety

Sir Eric Bradbury
The Gate House
Neville Park
Tunbridge Wells

as an extension of the Kent
Downz AONB

Should include Langton Green,
Tunbridge Wells and
Rusthall Commons

Agree with Speldhurst
Parish Council

Should include the village of
Langton Green

Should include the whole of
Tunbridge Wells.

2F
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©- N 80/353

PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY

1, Tollowing the Commission's deoision in July (paper 80/198), the statutory
advertisensct, indlcating the Commission's intention to designate the High Weald
AONB, was placed in the London Gezette on 28 August 1980 and im local newspapers
circul&tinb in the area,

2, The stauuﬁory adn@rtla@mﬂnt has drawn only four representatxoua which oppose
designation. These asre from the National Formers' Union and throes farmers in the
_area, nons of whom accept the need for designation and consider designation to be
premature pending the outcome of the Himsworth review of AONBs, In addition, it

is believed that the ecerlier objections made for the sawe reascns, following informal
consultations, by the Country Landowners'® Association, Timber Growers' Assoclation
and Cemping Club of Great Britein still stand, Having already decided, after
considering Himsworth's recommendations and the resctions to the consultation
paper on AONBs, to maintain the status que off AONBs snd to continue with the desig-
ration progreamme of proposed sreas already in the pipeline, the main objection to
the designation of the High Weald can, however, now be dismissed.

3. Several representations have also been received reguesting that edditional
areas be included within the designation. Four of these are from lecsl authorites:
Kent County Council want %o include in the Order land to the sgouth of Paddeck
Woed, north-west of Tenterden and in the Pembury Hespital and Pembury Grange ares;
‘Mid-Sussex District Council object to the exclusion of Bolney and land north of
Turners Hill and Tunbridge Wells Borough Council are dis-satisfied that the Comuissiocn
have not acceded to their earlier proposals to include undeveloped land south of
the A26) end south-west of Tunbridge Wells. In addition, Shepwsy District Council
(emtirely outside the proposed designation) consider that the 0ld Rounsy shoreline
should be designated, so as to join the Kent Downs AONB. Four other representutions
concerned the inolusion of additional land in the Tunbridge Wells area, : All of
. these additionsl areas have been inspected befors by Commission officers and reported
to the Commission who have already rejected them &s uavorthy of a nation&klandscape
designation, .

Lo It is over four years sinuce the Gommission accepted the princip's of Gesign zting
& much larger area - about 560 square miles - of the High Weald then envisaged es
the 132 square mile Forwest Ridges conaervation area by Hobhouse in 1947. There

has bcen ample opportunity for all views to be aired and consultation has reveeled
en overwhelming concensus in favour of desigpation, Several lecal authorities

have urged a speedydesignation to remove uncertainty and the time is particularly
rips following the Commission's acceptance of Himsworth's recommendations.

Recompendation

5. The Commission ere invited to endorse their advertised intention and to designate
the High Weald Area of Outatanding Natural Beauty with the bounderies already
proposed and to authorise the Order to be signed by the Chairman and Director for
submission to the Secretary of State for the Eaviromment.

3

GLSE
November 1980
File: GLSE/156/5
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PROPOSED HIGH WEALD AREA OF QUTSTANDING NATURAL BRAUTY

REFRESENTATIONS FOLLOWING THE STATUTORY ADVERTISEMENT IN AUGUST 1980

Objections Reagons
> Whiltteker Yoke of added restrictions
Wellgrove Fsrm and premature pending
Kings Toll Road Himaworth review

. Pembury

B H Belgham Unacoeptable bureasucracy
Poulhurst and premature pending
Castle Hill Himsworth review
Brenchley, Kent
Sun Qak Faram No plenning need, do not
Horsham -consider farm %o be

(Agents Henry Smith
& Son, 50 Carfax,

outstanding landscape,
designation will reduce the
cepital value of the farnm
National Fermers' Union Unneoessary to conserve the
High Street
Cranbrook, Keut
and
Agriculture House
Station Road
Liss, Hants

prezature pending Himsworth
review, will result in ille
feeling between the
agriculturel community and
the Commission,

area, additional buresucraocy;

Commizaion's Comment

Commission have decided to

agree with Himsworth recomsen-
dation to maintain atatus que
for AONBs, so no added
regstriction to the farming
community or additional bureauc-
racys no evidence of reduced
capital valuss following
designation elsewhere or of
designation creating ill-feeling

REQUESTS FOR ADDITIONAL AREAS TO ES INCLUDED WITHIN THE DESIGNATION

Kent County Councdl The Sscretary of State be
requested to recunsider the
exclusion from the Order of
the land to the south o
Paddock Wood, the north-west
of Tenterden end the land in
the Pembury Hospital -

Penbury Grange area

Mid Sussex Distrioct
Council

Welcome the deaignation but
object to the exclusion of
lend at Bolney, including
Boluey village and land
north of Turners Hill

Tunbrridge Wells Borough
Council

Disssatisfied that their
earlier proposzals for .
including undeveloped land
+ south of A264 and south-
west of Tuabridge Wells
have not been accepted

A1l thege proposed edditions
havo been inspected and not
considered worthy of inclusicn
in a national landscape
designation. Over-designatieon
would devalue the arvas which
are truly of outatanding natural

beagtya




Shepway Distrist Counsil

+

Speldburst Parish Council

|

Reamblers' Assoclation
(Scuthern Ares)

Langton Green Rural
Society

8ir Eric Bradbhury
The Gate House
Hevills Park
Tunbridge Wells

¢

Designation should include
the 0ld Romney shoreline,
&y an extansion of the Kent
Downs AONB

Should imelude Langton Green,
Tunbridge Wells and

Rusthall Commons

hgree with Speldhurst
Porish Council ’

Should imelude the village of
Langton Green

Should include the whole of
Tunbridge Wells,



Propoged Order

National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act, 1949

Designation Order for the High Weald Area of
Qutstanding Natural Beauty, 1980

In pursuance of Section 87 of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside
Act 1949, and all other powers enabling them in that behalf, the Countryside
Commission hereby designate for the purposes of the said Act approximately
560 square miles of land in the counties of East Sussex, West Sussex, Surrey
and Kent as the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The areas of
land comprising the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty are shown bounded by

a broad line edged internally hatched on the map annexed hereto.

This order may be cited as the Designation Order for the High Weald Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty, 1980,

GIVEN under the Common Seal
of the Countryside Commission this
FoUL™ day of JQessHBs4... one
thousand nine hundred and eighty

(Signed) Lord Winstanley
Chairman of the Countryside Commission

(8igned) R J S Hookway
Director of the Countryside Commission
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managers, and deals with the major points concerning AONBs:
designation, planning and management strategy, administration and
grant aid. Other, minor, issues are not considered except in relation
to these key points.

POLICY
Designation

7. The discussion paper asked “should AONBs be scrapped?” and
“should the designation of some AONBs be withdrawn?” The
response revealed almost unanimous support for the designation, and
there were no proposals for withdrawing it from any existing area
(see Annex 1). Even the landowning, farming and forestry organisa-
tions believed, with qualifications which included opposition to
further designation, that the existing AONBs should be retained.

8. It is the Commission’s view that all existing AONBs should be
retained,

9. Twelve areas remain to be designated to complete the
programme (see Annex 2). Views on these varied, with landowning,
farming and forestry interests opposing new designations, while other
groups were equally concerned that the programme should be
speedily completed.

10. a. Taking these views into account, the Commission will
complete the designation of the six areas where the
procedure has begun.

b. The Commission will review their proposals to designate
the six areas where the procedure has not started.

The Purpose of Designation

11, The main purpose of the designation is to conserve and enhance
‘natural beauty’, which includes protecting flora, fauna and geological
as well as landscape features. However, the legislation is less clear
about recreation in AONBs. The National Parks and Access to the
Countryside Act 1949 provides for promoting public access on foot
to open countryside, but apart from this there is no clear statutory

2
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Appendix 1. Statement on AONBs
by Secretary of State, 29 July 1982

Objectives

The Countryside Commission’s policy statement on areas of outstanding
natural beauty (AONBs) reflects the outcome of the first major appraisal
of AONBs since designation began in 1956. In arriving at their
conclusions the Commission considered evidence from several sources,
principally the wide-ranging response to their own discussion paper
published in 1978, and the findings of the two-year study by Mr.
Kenneth Himsworth of the effects of designation on individual areas.
The exercise has focussed attention on a key part of our landscape
designation system, and I congratulate the Commission on the thorough-
ness of their approach.

It is clear from the Commission’s work that AONBs have gained a
wide measure of public acceptance over the past twenty-five years,
although there is a difference of opinion on the need for further
designations. For their part, the Commission have said that they propose
to continue with their designation programme in those six areas where
the procedure has already begun, and orders designating three of these
areas, in addition to one designating the North Pennines area made
earlier, are now before us in accordance with the statutory procedures.

In the case of six proposed areas where procedures for designation
have not started the Commission will now re-examine whether there is a
case for proceeding. And they are being invited to review the boundaries
of some of the 33 AONBs already designated.

The government believe the present legislation governing the aims and
administration of AONBs provides a sound basis for the further
development of policies towards them. Like the Commission we consider
that the conservation of natural beauty should continue to be the
primary object of such policies. Furthermore the government also
endorse the Commission’s reminder that the latter should have full
regard to the economic and social well-being of those areas. They take
the view that recreation should not be an objective of the designation of

15



Objectives

(continued)

Joint Advisory
Committees

Planning,
management,
development
control

AONBs, but that these areas when designated should be used to meet
the demand for recreation, so far as that is consistent with the
conservation of natural beauty and the needs of agriculture, forestry and
other users.

As the Commission point out, the boundaries of most AONBs cross those
of several district councils and in some cases county councils. This is a
potential obstacle to the development of co-ordinated policies at local
level for such areas. The government therefore welcome the Commis-
sion’s proposal to encourage establishment of further Joint Advisory
Committees for those AONBs, bringing together local authorities,
amenity groups and land-use interests. The government also believe it
would be a useful step forward if, as the Commission recommend, local
authorities were to agree on the identification of an officer in each area
to have general responsibility for AONB matters, but this must depend
on the availability of staff resources.

Confirmation of an AONB designation order confers formal recognition
by the government that the natural beauty of the landscape in the area
identified is of national importance; and that we expect this to be
reflected by local authorities in their preparation of structure and local
plans and exercise of development control. Though development plans
must remain the definitive means of setting out local policies for the
development and other use of land, the government believe that the
statements of intent for AONBs which the Countryside Commission
have encouraged authorities with such responsibilities to prepare, can,
taking account of their special needs, be a worthwhile, informal aid to
the planning and management of these areas. We have noted the
Commission’s advocacy of the preparation of management plans for
some areas. The government accept that it may sometimes be useful for
Jocal authorities to play an active role in seeking to resolve conflicts of
interest against the background of statements of intent, and consider
that their existing powers are adequate for this purpose.

16



Major
development

Minor industrial
development

The government agree with the Commission’s view that, in general, it
would be inconsistent with the aims of designation to permit the siting of
major industrial and commercial development in AONBs. Only proven
national interest and lack of alternative sites can justify any exception.
But each individual case must be determined on its merits—that is a
fundamental rule of our planning system. We believe the environmental
effects of new proposals should be a major consideration in all such
circumstances.

In the case of the extractive industries it is a fact of geology that many
deposits occur in some of the more beautiful parts of the countryside. We
cannot dispense with these essential sources of supply; however, the
government believe that applications for substantial new mineral
workings, or extensions to existing workings, in AONBs as well as in
national parks, should be subject to the most rigorous examination.

A similar dilemma arises in respect of proposals for new road
construction. Many existing trunk routes pass through AONBs and often
there is little scope for developing alternative routes elsewhere. Some
improvements may be essential—new bypasses, for example, to relieve
the pressure on towns suffering severe disturbance from heavy lorry
traffic. The methods of assessment used to appraise trunk road proposals
already take account of the impact on the landscape, but schemes which
affect AONBs will be examined with particular care to ensure that a new
road is needed and that the route has been chosen to do as little damage
to the environment as practicable.

In the AONB context the Commission draw a distinction between the
scope for large and small scale industrial development, and the
government endorse this approach. Modern agriculture is capital
intensive and can no longer be looked to as a major source of
employment in rural areas. Small industries have a vital role to play
here, and the government’s wish to encourage such activities was stressed
in a recent circular issued jointly by my department and the Welsh
Office. There may be opportunities for small businesses to take over
existing premises—redundant farm buildings, for example—and we

17



Minor industrial
development
(continued)

Agricultural
operations

believe that, subject to certain safeguards, such opportunities should be
seized. Where new building is required in an AONB the government
expect such development to be in sympathy with the architecture and
landscape of the area.

The Commission recommend that the special consultation procedures
and safeguards for conservation provided under the farm capital grant
arrangements operated in England by my Rt. Hon. Friend the Minister
of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food, and in Wales by my Rt. Hon. Friend
the Secretary of State for Wales should be extended to include AONBs
as well as the present coverage of national parks, national nature reserves
and sites of special scientific interest. The effect of modern agricultural
methods on the traditional appearance and composition of our
countryside is an emotive issue, which provokes widespread controversy.
In their initial proposals for the revised capital grant schemes introduced
in October 1981, my Rt. Hon. Friends include AONBs in the procedures
then foreshadowed. But following careful consideration of comments
received during that consultation process, and having regard to the
implications for local authority manpower resources, the government
concluded that the scope of the proposed arrangements should not, in
the event, extend to AONBs. The evidence which has accumulated so far
suggests that the present arrangements are working satisfactorily, and it
is too soon, we believe, to consider revising this policy. However, my Rt.
Hon. Friends, in accordance with the duty laid on all Ministers,
government departments, and public bodies by Section 11 of the
Countryside Act 1968, will continue to have full regard to the
importance of conservation when considering all applications for grant,
and will make provision for giving conservation advice to persons
carrying on agricultural businesses as required by Section 41(1) and (2)
of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. Finally and more generally, it
must be stressed that the prime responsibility for the day-to-day
administration of AONBs rests with the local authorities concerned.
Rightly the Commission’s proposals focus on the importance of their
role, and the scope for early implementation of some of the present
recommendations will depend on the extent to which authorities can
take action within planned future levels of resource availability. Equally

18



the Commission’s own resources are constrained. But I am confident that
their statement provides a sound general framework for future action;
and I am pleased to place on record both the government’s recognition
of the important part already played by AONBs in conserving our

natural heritage, and our continued commitment to their safeguarding
in the years ahead.
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Introduction

1. Following a major reappraisal! of the value of areas of outstanding
natural beauty (AONB) designation, the Commission published a policy
statement in December 1980% setting out its policy and recommenda-
tions for action. This included measures to secure more co-ordinated
management on the part of the local authorities, land owners and land
managers, and dealt with the major points concerning AONBs:
designation, planning and management strategy, administration and
grant-aid.

9. The Secretary of State for the Environment, having completed his
examination of the Commission’s recommendations, made a statement
in Parliament on 29 July 1982 (see Appendix 1). This booklet updates
the policy statement of December 1980 in the light of the government’s
response, and also takes account of the Secretary of State’s most recent
decisions on four AONB designation orders.

Policy

Designation 3. Thirty-five AONBs have been designated under Section 87 of the
National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act, 1949. They are listed
in Appendix 3. In addition, the North Pennines AONB designation
order was submitted to the Secretary of State in 1979, and in October
1983 he announced that, before taking a decision on this order, he was
requesting the Commission to advise him of what scope there was, if any,
for modifying the boundaries.

4. Following the completion of its overall review of AONBs in 1980,
the Commission decided to proceed towards the designation of a further

1. The documents relating to this appraisal are:

CCP 116 Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty: a discussion paper, 1978.

CCP 125 Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauly: report of a one-day conference, 1979.

CCP 137 Areas of Outsianding Natural Beauty: response to the Countryside Commission ’s discussion
paper, 1980,

CCP 140 A Review of Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, 1981.

2. CCP 141 Areas of Qutstanding Natural Beauty: a policy statement, 1980.



six areas and to reconsider its proposals to designate six other areas
where no procedure towards designation had commenced. Three of the
first group of six (High Weald, Camel Estuary extension to Cornwall
AONB, and Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs) have already
become the subject of designation orders, and all three of these have
recently been confirmed by the Secretary of State. The review of the six
other areas has led to the removal of three of them from the programme.
Appendix 4 shows the remaining six AONB proposals.

5. Sub-section 7 of Section 87 of the 1949 Act gives the Commission
and the Secretary of State the power to vary any existing designation
order by means of a variation order. Major extensions to existing AONBs
can also be the subject of separate designation orders e.g. Camel Estuary
extension to the Cornwall AONB. In his July 1982 statement the
Secretary of State invited the Commission to review the boundaries of
some of the 33 AONBs already designated at that date. We have
informed the Secretary of State that a programme of boundary changes
will be announced in 1985, following consultation with the local
authorities concerned. The programme will also include some of the
outstanding amendments to boundaries which local authorities have
proposed in recent years, but which have been held back until the
current designation programme was nearer completion.

6. The Commission’s policies on designation are as follows:

i. All existing AONBs will be retained, but in some cases
boundaries will be reviewed.

ii. The Commission will give priority to the designation as
AONB:s of the Clwydian Range, and the Tamar and Tavy Valleys.

iii. Having regard to its own resources, and to the resources and
priorities of the local authorities involved, the Commission will
proceed at the earliest appropriate opportunity towards the
designation of the Howardian Hills, the Berwyn Mountains and
the Blackdown Hills.




Designation
(continued)

The purpose of
designation

iv. No further action will be taken towards the designation of the
Nidderdale Moors as an AONB pending the completion of a
. review of the boundaries of the Yorkshire Dales National Park by
the Commission in consultation with the National Park authority.

7. The main purpose of designation, as set out in Section 87 of the
National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act, 1949 (see Appendix
2), is to conserve and enhance “natural beauty”, which includes
protecting flora, fauna and geological as well as landscape features. The
1949 Act provides for promoting public access on foot to open
countryside, but apart from this there is no clear statutory guidance on
recreation.

8. 1In the review of AONBs the purpose of designation was re-assessed,
and it was suggested that recreation should be recognised as an objective
of designation when it was consistent with the conservation of natural
beauty. However, the government takes the view that recreation should
not be an objective of designation, but that AONBs should be used to
meet the demand for recreation so far as that is consistent with the
conservation of natural beauty and the needs of agriculture, forestry and
other users.

9. There is also no specific statutory provision for safeguarding the
needs of agriculture, forestry and rural industries. However, in common
with other statutory agencies, the Commission is required by Section 37
of the Countryside Act 1968 to show “due regard” to those interests. Itis
clear, moreover, that there is a need to safeguard agriculture and existing
rural industries in AONBs in order to ensure the economic and social
well-being of rural communities.

10. The Commission’s policies on the purpose of designation are as
follows:

i. The primary purpose of designation will be to conserve natural
beauty.
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Press Notice B 25 cssover 1553 =

COUNTR Y- & M
COMas -
. 463 f
G i . .- AREA§ OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY DESIGNATED
i I IN SOUTHERN ENGLAND

Patrick Jenkin, Secretary of State for the Environment today announced that he had
approved three Orders made by the Countryside Commission designating Areas of
Outstanding Natural Beauty in Southem'E:ngland.' The a.reﬁs concerned are the High Weald
in Kent, Surrey and East and West Sussex; Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs,
covering parts of Wiltshire, Dorset, smaller parts of Hémpshire and South Somerset; and
the Camel Estuary extension to the existing CornWalJi Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.

In written answer to a Parliamentary Question fron; 'Iain Mills MP (Meriden) Patrick
Jenkin said: : SO

"I havevtoda.y approved three of these Orders covering the High Weald, Cranborne Chase
and the West Wiltshire Downs, end the Camel Estuary in Cdmwa.ll.

"The fourth Order designating a very large area of the North Pennines has attracted
widespread :’:nterest; and public opinion about it is strongly divided. In view of its
size and the lapse of time eince the Order was initially made, I have invited the
Countryside Commission to have a fresh look at the area proposed for designation and
to advise on any boundary changes they think might be appropriate. I shall make a
further announcement about this Order in due course."

NOTES TO EDITORS

Areas of Gutata.nding Natural Beauty are designated by the Countryside Commission,
subject to the Secretary of State's confirmation, under section 87 of the National
Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949.

Confirmation of the High Weald (1450 sq Km in Kent and Sussex), Cranborne Chase and
West Wiltshire Downs (960 sq Km in Wiltshire and Dorset), and the Camel Estuary
extension to the existing Cornwall AONB (25 8q Km) brings the number of AONBs in England
and Wales to 35, covering about 11% of the total land surface. The Order designating
the North Pennines covers an area of some 2251 sq Km in parts of Cumbria, Durham and
Northumberland.

Consideration of these Orders was deferred pending the Government's statement of
policy on AONBs made on 29 July 1982 (see Press Notice 282).

Press Enquiries: 01-212 4685/6

Night Calls (6.30pm-8.00am)

Weekends and Holidays:s 01-212 7071

DRSS A Tneudriear 01212 FAZ4:  ask



NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT, 1949

HIGH WEALD AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY
(DESIGNATION) ORDER, 19280

IN pursuance of Section 87 of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949,
and all other powers enabling them in that behalf, the Countryside Commissicn hereby
designate for the purposes of the said Act approximately 560 square miles of land in the
counties of East Sussex, West Sussex, Surrey and Kent as the High Weald Area of Quistanding
Natural Beauty. The area of land comprising the Area of Qutstanding Natural Beauty is
shown bounded by a broad line edged internally by stipple on the map annexed hereto.

This Order may be cited as the Hig

Weald Area of OQutstanding Natural Beauty
{(Designation) Order, 1980. :

GIVEN under the Eommon Seal of the
Countryside Commission this fourth day
of December one thousand nine hundred
and eighty.

LORD WINSTANLEY
(Signed)
Chairman of the Countryside Commission

R J 5 HOOKWAY
(Signed)
Director of the Countryside Commission

DET 2117

The Secretary of State for the Environment
hereby confirms the foregoing Order.

(& 3 '
Signed by authority of An Assistant
] e

i
the Secretary of State Secretary in the
Department of the
e b Bryvivomment.
% Ochoba 1983.
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1 December 1983

Dear Sir

NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT 1949
HIGH WEALD AONB (DESIGNATION) ORDER 1980

As you may know, on 28 October 1983, the Secretary of State for the Environment
confirmed the order setting up the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natura! Beauty.
Under the provisions of Section 87 (8) of the National Parks and Access to the
Countryside Act 1949, the Commission have an obligation to secure that.a copy

of this order is available at the offices of each local authority whose area includes
any part of the area to which the order relates, for inspection by the public at

all reasonable times.

I enclose two copies of the order and map and would be obliged if you would
kindly make the necessary arrangements for these to be available for inspection
by the public as required by the Act. | should add that | have also sent two
copies of the order and the map to the other Local Authority Planning Officers -
concerned and have asked them to similarly display a copy of the order and the
map. :

Finally, may | take this opportunity to tell you informally that we are advised
that exemption to the 1981 GDO relaxations (ie The Town and Country Planning
(National Parks, AONBs, and Conservation Areas) Special Development-Order No 246 — —— ..
DOE) will not apply to the three AONB designation orders confirmed on 28 October
1983, until DOE prepares a new SDO relating to these three orders. We are

also advised informally that the Housing (Right to Buy) (Designated Rural Areas
and Designated Regions) Order 1980 No 1345 DOE), will automatically apply to

the areas covered by the three recently confirmed AONB orders (including the

High Weald). However, | would emphasise that should any planning or housing

case arise in the High Weald AONB relating to the aforementioned SDO or Housing
-Order, further -advice should be obtained from the Department of the Environment.

Yours sincerely

R G WOOLMORE
Senior Planning Officer
Conservation Branch
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NATIONAL PARKS
CONSERVATION AREAS

Proposed by
The National Parks Committee (England and Wales)

Proposed National Parks
Proposed Conservation Areas

Urban Populations

Scale of Circles
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Distribution of areas to be considered when National Parks in England
and Wales are selected.

Notes.

To show .the coastal areas clearly, their depth is, in some parts,
exaggerated. Small enclaves of urban and industrial development
are disregarded.
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