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LUC  I 1 

1.1 Canterbury City Council (CCC) commissioned LUC to 
undertake a review of local landscape designations across the 
district to assist the local planning process. This report 
presents the results of the review and recommendations on 
local landscape designations. 

1.2 The Kent Downs Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
(AONB) covers approximately one third of the district. This 
nationally designated landscape stretches from the 
London/Surrey border in a widening ribbon of rolling chalk 
downland to meet the sea at the cliffs of Dover, crossing the 
chalk in the southern part of the district.  

1.3 This report does not consider other local designations 
such as settlement gaps/green wedges or countryside gaps 
which are subject to a separate process and different 
assessment criteria. 

Background 
1.4 Canterbury City Council has retained a number of 
landscape designations, because of their ‘greater than local’ 
importance and where the Council is certain that their special 
importance requires particular policy recognition. 

1.5 Three Areas of High Landscape Value (AHLVs) were 
designated as Special Landscape Areas in the Kent and 
Medway Structure Plan: 

 North Downs AHLV; 

 Blean Woods AHLV; and 

 North Kent Marshes AHLV. 

1.6 The Canterbury AHLV and the Wantsum Channel AHLV 
were designated in the Canterbury District Local Plan (2006). 

This study 
1.7 This study comprises a full review of the landscape 
across the district to provide evidence to underpin a robust set 
of Local Landscape Designations (LLDs) to inform landscape 
policies. In summary, the objectives of this study are to: 

 Provide up to date evidence and justification for the 
LLDs; and 

 Inform development management and potential site 
allocation policies.  

 

  

Chapter 1   
Introduction 
 
 



 Chapter 1  
Introduction 

Canterbury District Local Landscape Designations 
January 2021 

 
 

LUC  I 2 

Clarification note on meaning of Valued Landscapes 
1.8 A summary of current thinking on the meaning and terms relating to valued landscapes is set out below, with an indication 
of what this means for the CCC Review. 

All landscapes are of value 

At the outset it is important to note that all landscape is of value. This principle was established by the European 
Landscape Convention (ELC), which came into force in the UK in March 2007. The ELC recognises that landscape is an 
important part of the quality of life for people everywhere: in urban areas and in the countryside, in degraded areas as well 
as in areas of high quality, in areas recognised as being of outstanding beauty as well as everyday areas. The ELC 
definition of ‘landscape’ considers that all landscapes matter, be they ordinary, degraded or outstanding. It defines 
landscape as: “an area, as perceived by people, whose character is the result of the action and interaction of natural 
and/or human factors”. 

The ELC establishes the need to recognise landscape in law; to develop landscape policies dedicated to the protection, 
management and planning of landscapes; and to establish procedures for the participation of the general public and other 
stakeholders in the creation and implementation of landscape policies. The ‘all landscape’ approach in CCC is 
represented by the comprehensive updated Canterbury Landscape Character Assessment and Biodiversity Appraisal 
(2020).  

Valued Landscapes and the NPPF 

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) re-issued in June 2019 recognises the intrinsic character and beauty of 
the countryside, and the wider benefits from natural capital and ecosystem services that it provides.  

In paragraph 170, it states that: “Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local 
environment by: …protecting and enhancing valued landscapes… (in a manner commensurate with their statutory status 
or identified quality in the development plan);” 

It goes on to say in paragraph 171 that “Plans should: distinguish between the hierarchy of international, national and 
locally designated sites; allocate land with the least environmental or amenity value, where consistent with other policies in 
this Framework; take a strategic approach to maintaining and enhancing networks of habitats and green infrastructure; 
and plan for the enhancement of natural capital at a catchment or landscape scale across local authority boundaries.”  

The NPPF does not offer a definition of what constitutes a ‘valued landscape’. However, case law has reached a broad 
consensus among planning, law and landscape professionals on issues around valued landscapes. While designated 
landscapes, including LLDs, are likely to be considered ‘valued’ for the purposes of the para 170 of the NPPF, it is 
important to note that non-designated areas can also be ‘valued’.  

Case law indicates that: 

 Many areas of countryside are understandably valued by local residents, but to be considered “valued‟ in the context 
of NPPF, there needs to be something “special‟ or out of the ordinary that can be defined;  

 To be valued a site is required to show some demonstrable physical attributes rather than just popularity. 

What does this mean for Local Landscape Designation in Canterbury? 

The retention of LLDs in Canterbury is in line with the NPPF. This review is therefore timely and will help:  

 elucidate those ‘special’ landscapes within Canterbury District that are valued; 

 define the attributes and identify the qualities (ref NPPF) that make them worthy of local designation; 

 ensure a robust and criteria-based approach to defining locally designated landscapes; 

 indicate landscape areas that may be valued for other reason such as context/setting and develop appropriate 
recommendations. 

As noted above, there will also be areas outside the LLDs that may also have a high landscape value, be locally valued 
and popular or possess features, attributes or qualities of value. This ‘all landscapes” approach is the basis of the 
Canterbury Landscape Character Assessment and Biodiversity Appraisal (2020) which should be used to inform 
decisions.  
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The NPPF emphasises the great weight that should be given to conserving and enhancing landscape and scenic beauty 
in Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty. This is relevant to the Kent Downs AONB which covers some 30% of the district. 
Areas outside the AONB boundary may also form part of its setting and should be protected from change that would 
adversely influence the experience of the special qualities of the AONB. 

Note: The review of the Canterbury ‘setting’ LLD has followed a separate process and has been provided as a separate 
document for discussion with the client.



    
 

     
  

 

LUC  I 4 

2.1 An essential element in reviewing and proposing areas 
for local landscape designation is the adoption of a systematic 
and transparent process. 

2.2 There is no generally accepted methodology for 
reviewing or updating LLDs in England. Natural England 
recommended 'Approach to Landscape Character 
Assessment' (2014) includes a definition of ‘Landscape Value’ 
in Annex 1, stated as: 

“The relative value or importance attached to a landscape… 
which expresses national or local consensus, because of its 
quality, special qualities including perceptual aspects such as 
scenic beauty, tranquillity or wildness, cultural associations or 
other conservation issues”. 

2.3 The current Landscape Institute/ IEMA Guidelines for 
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (third edition, 
2013) (GLVIA3) also includes a helpful summary of the range 
of factors that can help in the identification of valued 
landscapes, set out in Box 5.1: 

 Landscape quality (condition); 

 Scenic qualities; 

 Rarity; 

 Representativeness; 

 Conservation interests; 

 Recreation value; 

 Perceptual aspects; and 

 Associations. 

2.4 Scottish Natural Heritage and Historic Scotland have 
published Guidance on Local Landscape Designations (SNH 
and Historic Scotland 2006), the revision of which (Draft – 
Guidance on Local Landscape Areas, SNH and Historic 
Environment Scotland, 2017) was being finalised at the time of 
this review. This includes recommendations on the key steps 
to follow and criteria to use when undertaking local landscape 
designation studies. 

2.5 The methodology for this study of the Canterbury District 
draws from the above guidance as well as LUC’s experience 
in undertaking designation reviews elsewhere in the UK. 
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Geographic scope 

2.6 The scope of this study includes a full review of the 
whole of the district, including the existing AHLV areas. It 
excludes land within the Kent Downs AONB, which is a 
nationally designated landscape. It does, however, consider 
relationships of the AONB with adjacent areas where they are 
relevant, for example having a distinct Kent Downs character 
or representing special qualities of the AONB and role as 
setting, as set out in the management plan. Figure 2.1 
illustrates the district showing the Kent Downs AONB and 
existing AHLVs.  

Links to the Canterbury Landscape Character 
Assessment  

2.7 This review has been undertaken alongside the update 
of the Canterbury Landscape Character Assessment and 
Biodiversity Appraisal (2020), also by LUC. The review uses 
the framework of the Landscape Character Areas (LCA), of 
which there are 42 within the district. However, it should be 
noted that the Landscape Character Assessment is based on 
broad variations in landscape character and not quality and 
value. There may, therefore, be differences in boundaries 
between the LCAs and LLDs. In general, where an LCA is 
indicated to merit designation the neighbouring LCA has also 
been reviewed to assess how it relates to the area and 
relevant qualities. It should also be noted that all LCAs within 
the City of Canterbury District are likely to include some 
valued qualities or features, even if they do not form part of an 
LLD. 

2.8 Figure 2.2 illustrates the landscape character framework 
and the existing landscape designations (AHLV). 

2.9 The process of updating the Canterbury Landscape 
Character Assessment and Biodiversity Appraisal (2020), has 
exposed the potential for an additional LLD to be created that 
encompasses the Great Stour and Little Stour Valleys. This 
candidate LLD (referred to as 'Stour Valley Floodplain') has 
been taken forwards in this review, adopting the same process 
and methodology that has been applied to the existing 
AHLV’s.  

Size and coherence 

2.10 LLDs should be of a sufficient size and form a coherent 
recognisable area. An important feature or site is not, on its 
own, enough to merit landscape designation. The following 
points are relevant: 

 Is the area of sufficient size to make it practical to 
develop policies for its protection, management and 
planning? 

 Is the area recognisable as a cohesive place or entity, of 
consistent character? 
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Results of desk assessment 
3.4 The outcome of the desk assessment indicated the 
following: 

 LCAs which are part of the existing AHLV generally do 
meet criteria; 

 Requirements for some boundary adjustments including 
some extensions and deletions; 

 Canterbury AHLV does not meet LLD criteria requiring a 
separate review (provided to CCC as a separate paper); 
and 

 There is potential for a new LLD based on the Stour 
Valley (LCAs F5, F6, F7, F8, H5). 

 

LLD Areas of Search  
3.5 The Candidate LLDs – Areas of Search are indicated on 
Figure 3.1. 

 North Kent Marshes - Seasalter Marshes 

 Wantsum Channel 

 The Blean Woods 

 North Downs 

 Stour Valley Floodplain (East) 

3.6 These areas formed the basis for more detailed field 
survey and evaluation. The results are presented in the 
following sections of this report. As noted, recommendations 
for Canterbury ‘setting’ designation are provided in a separate 
report. 
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4.1 The following sections present the results of the 
evaluation for the five candidate LLDs. 

4.2 Each LLD evaluation contains: 

 A photo sheet illustrating representative character; 

 Summary and recommendations; 

 Evaluation against the criteria; and 

 Mapping 

4.3 Given the complexities associated with the Canterbury 
City LLD a separate more detailed paper has also been 
provided to CCC. 

A note on boundaries 

4.4 Landscape is a continuum, and all boundaries will 
generally represent zones of transition. There will rarely be a 
sharp change in identified landscape qualities either side of an 
LLD boundary. For ease, boundaries are frequently drawn 
along best fit physical features including lanes and field 
boundaries and therefore may include areas of lesser or 
greater quality or areas of different character. In some cases, 
boundaries have been extended where an area for example 
adjoins an urban edge and would leave a small vulnerable 
gap. Likewise, there may be some areas within an LLD 
encapsulated by the boundary that do not meet the criteria but 
are part of a wider ‘whole’.
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B-3

Scenic Quality & Perceptual Aspects 

A landscape that appeals to the senses  – primarily 
visual  

Perceptual and aesthetic qualities such as sense of 
tranquility, remoteness 

 Strong visual character e.g. patterns/composition of
vegetation/ landform

 Memorable, important or distinctive views

 Qualities of expansiveness, openness, enclosure,
seclusion

 Tranquility or perceptions of tranquility – peace,
quietness, birdsong, dark skies, presence of water
– streams, sea

 Uninterrupted tracts of land with few built features

 Relative lack of human influence/absence of
incongruous features

 Special qualities or elements of landscape value
relating to Kent Downs AONB demonstrating
special qualities as outlined in the management
plan.  Note: that this factor is relevant to those
landscapes in proximity to the AONB

Local Distinctiveness and Sense of Place 

A landscape which is rare/unique or special in the local 
Canterbury/Kent context 

A landscape with a strong sense of place derived from its 
combinations of elements  

A landscape which contains character/features or 
elements which are considered to be important typical or 
rare examples 

 A coherent landscape character conferring a
recognisable sense of place

 A distinct landform or topography forming a
discrete or recognisable area

 A distinctive rare or representative land cover

 An area representative of a particular phase in
landscape history/development



B-4 

Cultural and Natural Qualities 

Presence of natural and cultural attributes or 
particular associations that contribute to the value of 
the landscape 

 Visible expression of geology creating distinctive
sense of place

 Presence of wildlife and/or habitats/species that
make a particular contribution to sense of place or
scenic quality

 Presence of settlements, buildings or other
structures that make a particular contribution to
sense of place or scenic quality

 Visible presence of historic landscape types or
specific landscape elements or features that
provide evidence of time depth or historic influence
on the landscape

Recreation Value 

Evidence that the landscape is valued for 
recreational activity where the experience of the 
landscape is important 

 Evidence of recreational activity based on
experience of the landscape (e.g. walking routes,
access opportunities, activities such as
birdwatching)

 Note: needs to be more than just ‘popularity’

Associations 

Landscapes associated with particular people such 
as artists or writers or events in history that 
contribute to their character 

 Associations with written descriptions, artistic
representations, and associations of the landscape
with people places or events

Evaluation 

NOTES 

 Qualify as LLD

 Areas for further desk research

 Boundaries




