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Rationale 

• “……. countries are characterised by a 
valuable cultural, historical and landscape 
heritage” (Benoit and Comeau, 2005) 

 

• “Many natural landscapes are becoming 
cultural landscapes and consequences of 
these changes has led to environmental 
degradation and necessitated 
intervention” (Wascher, 2001) 



Landscape Ecology 

Three main areas: 
 
• Determination of pattern in landscapes 

and of the resources and forces which 
determine it, both natural and 
anthropogenic; 

• Response of species, including humans, to 
this pattern, both in movement and 
population dynamics; 

• Nature of flows between the components 
of the landscape pattern. 

(Green, 1996) 



Threatened Valued Landscapes 

  Based on both objective and value judgements: 

• Is there a threat or likelihood of a threat; 

• Is the landscape worth conserving and why. 

 

 

 Analysis: 

• Social (perception and culture) 

• Environmental (ecological) 

• Economic (sustainable) 

(Bruns and Green, 2001) 



Bio-Geographic Region Nature 

Conservation  

(%) TSA 

       Landscape 

Conservation                            

(%) TSA 

Mediterranean 0.8 4.0 

Alpine 4.1 16.6 

Central-East Europe 1.8 8.7 

North-West Europe 2.6 14.0 

Scandinavia 4.4 2.6 

Landscape Protection compared 
with Nature Conservation 

(Wascher, 2001) 



Location 



Physical Background 

    South-West England 



Boscombe E M                                             Bournemouth E M 

  Church Ope M AONB                                Chesil Beach SSSI SAC AONB 



Durdle Door MCS AONB 

“Landscapes do not have edges, they are 
seamless webs which extend out in all 
directions, constrained only by the 
conceptual horizons of the people for 
whom such spaces mean something”.  
(Darvill, 1998) 



            Durley Chine E M                                     Highcliffe M SSSI 

       Kimmeridge Bay M AONB                             Mudeford M                   



Lulworth Cove M AONB 
„see it, hear it, feel it and perhaps 
even taste it…the experience of the 
environmental object of appreciation 
from which aesthetic appreciation 
must be fashioned, is initially 
intimate…‟ (Light and Rolston III, 
2003)  



Sandbanks E M B                                       Southbourne E M B 

    Studland  M AONB                                      Swanage E M SA  



Weymouth M SA AONB 
Galliano et al (2000) defined scenery 
as „the general appearance of a place 
and the features of its views or 
landscapes – the arrangement of 
predominantly natural features of the 
landscape we see‟.  



  South-West Wales 



Bracelet Bay M SA B                              Broughton Bay M SSSI AONB 

HC  

Caswell M AONB B HC                                             Horton M AONB HC 



Rhossili Bay M AONB HC “The coastal zone is more than just a 
narrow strip of land and sea coveted for 
development. Its ecosystems, with 
great natural value, and the importance 
of its social functions and cultural 
heritage make it a precious resource”. 
(Benoit and Comeau, 2005) 



Langland Bay M SA B                                   Limeslade Bay M SA 

Llangennith M AONB HC                                Mewslade Bay M AONB HC 



Pwll-Du Bay AONB HC 

“The aesthetic „perception‟ of natural 
processes has the potential to make „the 
good life‟ better”.  (Gajendar, 2004)  

 



Oxwich Bay M AONB HC                              Port Eynon M SA AONB HC B 

Port Talbot (Aberavon) M                                Swansea 



Three Cliffs Bay M AONB HC „Studies have shown that the 
public tend to have common 
perceptions of what constitutes 
natural scenic beauty‟ and that 
„landscape settings with high 
degrees of natural-appearing 
character are most desirable‟.  
(Galliano & Loeffler, 2000) 
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Computation Techniques for Interpretation  of the 

Scenic Assessment Data 

 

    Computations carried out on the data were based on the 
membership degrees vs. attributes graphs. 

 
D1) According to                   values. The higher the better.  
 
D2) According to                   values. The higher the better 
 
 
D3) According to                   values. The higher thebetter 
 
D4) According to                                                    values. The   
       higher the                                                         better 
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Results SITE D Value  Class 

Studland 0.87 1 

Mewslade 0.85 1 

Kimmeridge 0.76 2 

Durdle Door 0.74 2 

Broughton 0.71 2 

Llangennith 0.64 3 

Lulworth 0.63 3 

Three Cliffs 0.60 3 

Rhossili 0.54 3 

Pwll-du 0.53 3 

Port Eynon 0.42 3 

Chesil 0.38 4 

Church Ope 0.31 4 

Horton 0.30 4 

Highcliffe 0.25 4 

Oxwich 0.24 4 

Bracelet 0.22 4 

Durley Chine 0.22 4 

Swanage 0.20 4 

Limeslade 0.12 4 

Sandbanks 0.12 4 

Caswell 0.11 4 

Southbourne 0.11 4 

Langland -0.01 5 

Aberavon -0.11 5 

Boscombe -0.15 5 

Mudeford -0.18 5 

Weymouth -0.21 5 

Bournemouth -0.28 5 

Swansea -0.31 5 

Key 

Italics   
MCS  

Bold 
ENCAMS 

GREEN 
Green 
Coast 
Award 

BLUE     
Blue Flag 
Award 
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      Blue Flag

      Non-Blue Flag

 Blue Flag beaches tended to have similar scenic values and this is 

explained by the appraisal process favouring facilities and not 

scenery. Human parameters are more significant in the weighting 

process, but there was no significant difference in D values. 
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      ENCAMS Award

      Non-ENCAMS Award

Beaches with few or no beach awards ranked higher than 
more tourism orientated beaches, but statistically, 

there was no significant difference  



    The scenic quality of Heritage Coast and AONB beaches 
was significantly higher, at the 99% confidence level, 

than beaches outside these designated areas (t = 
4.4113; df = 28; P < 0.01).  
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Conclusions 
• Beaches with few or no beach awards ranked 

higher than more tourism orientated beaches, but 
statistically, there was no significant difference 
between Blue Flag beaches and those without 
this designation; 

• No correlation between Beach Awards and scenic 
ranking; 

• Scenic quality of Heritage Coast and AONB 
beaches was significantly higher, at the 99% 
confidence level, than beaches outside these 
designated areas (t = 4.4113; df = 28; P < 0.01). 

• there was no significant difference between the 
scenic values of SW England and SW Wales 
beaches   

 


