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 INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Croudace Homes Limited commissioned this report to assess the quality 
of agricultural land at Bird in Eye Farm, Uckfield, TN22 5HA (‘the Study 
Area’). 

1.2 The Study Area is located at Bird in Eye Hill, southeast of Uckfield. The grid 
reference at the centre of the Site is TQ484207. The location of the Study 
Area is shown in Appendix A. 

1.3 This assessment involves a desktop review of factors that can affect the 
Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) grading in the Study Area, 
together with a review of relevant Post-1988 ALC mapping on the 
MAGIC website1. 

1.4 The results of a site survey carried out by the former Ministry of 
Agriculture, Fisheries and Food (MAFF)2 are described.  A copy of the 
MAFF Post-1988 ALC report is given in Appendix B. 

1.5 The assessment follows the approach of the ALC system for England and 
Wales3, henceforth referred to as ‘the ALC Guidelines’, as described 
below.  

Methodology 

1.6 This desktop assessment of agricultural land quality has been carried out 
by a Chartered Scientist (CSci), who is a Fellow (F.I. Soil Sci) of the British 
Society of Soil Science (BSSS). The soil surveyor meets the requirements 
of the BSSS Professional Competency Standard (PSC) scheme for ALC 
(see BSSS Document 2 ‘Agricultural Land Classification of England and 
Wales’)4. The BSSS Professional Competency Scheme is endorsed, 
amongst others, by the Department for Environment, Food and Rural 
Affairs (Defra), Natural England, the Science Council, and the Institute of 
Environmental Assessment and Management (IEMA). 

1.7 The ALC system provides a framework for classifying land according to 
the extent to which its physical or chemical characteristics impose long-
term limitations on agricultural use. The ALC system divides agricultural 
land into five grades (Grade 1 ‘Excellent’ to Grade 5 ‘Very Poor’), with 
Grade 3 subdivided into Subgrade 3a ‘Good’ and Subgrade 3b 
‘Moderate’. Agricultural land classified as Grade 1, 2 and Subgrade 3a 

 
1 Source: www.magic.gov.uk Last viewed July 2024  
2 The Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food (MAFF) was incorporated within the Department for 
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra) in June 2001 
3 Natural England (1988) ‘Agricultural Land Classification of England and Wales: Revised criteria for grading 
the quality of agricultural land (ALC011). Available online at 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6257050620264448 Last accessed July 2024 
4 BSSS Document 2 ‘Agricultural Land Classification of England and Wales’https://soils.org.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2021/02/WWS-2-ALC.pdf Last accessed July 2024 

http://www.magic.gov.uk/
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6257050620264448
https://soils.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/WWS-2-ALC.pdf
https://soils.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/WWS-2-ALC.pdf
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falls in the ‘best and most versatile’ category in Paragraphs 180 and 181 
of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) revised on the 19th of 
December 2023. Further details of the ALC system and national planning 
policy implications are set out in Natural England’s ‘Guide to assessing 
development proposals on agricultural land’ online5. 

Structure of the Remainder of this Report 

1.8 The remainder of this report is structured as follows: 

• Section 2 – Planning Policy Context 

• Section 3 – Desktop Agricultural Land Classification 

• Section 4 – Conclusions 

 
5Natural England (2022) ‘Guide to assessing development proposals on agricultural land’. Available online 
at https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/agricultural-land-assess-proposals-for-
development/guide-to-assessing-development-proposals-on-agricultural-land Last accessed July 2024 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/agricultural-land-assess-proposals-for-development/guide-to-assessing-development-proposals-on-agricultural-land
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/agricultural-land-assess-proposals-for-development/guide-to-assessing-development-proposals-on-agricultural-land
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2.0 PLANNING POLICY CONTEXT 

National Planning Context 

2.1 National planning policy guidance on development involving 
agricultural land is set out in the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF)6, which was revised on the 19th of December 2023.  The NPPF 
aims to provide a simplified planning framework that sets out the 
Government’s economic, environmental, and social planning policies 
for England.  The NPPF includes policy guidance on ‘Conserving and 
Enhancing the Natural Environment’ (Section 15).  Paragraphs 180 and 
181 are relevant to this assessment of agricultural land quality and soil, 
as follows: 

‘180…Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and 
enhance the natural and local environment by:  

a) protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, sites of 
biodiversity or geological value and soils (in a manner 
commensurate with their statutory status or identified quality in the 
development plan);  

b) recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, 
and the wider benefits from natural capital and ecosystem services 
– including the economic and other benefits of the best and most 
versatile agricultural land, and of trees and woodland;…’  

2.2 Paragraph 181 of the NPPF (2023) states that ‘181. 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 Framework62…’. 
Footnote number 62 states that ‘Where significant development of 
agricultural land is demonstrated to be necessary, areas of poorer 
quality land should be preferred to those of a higher quality.’ 

Local Policy Context 

2.3 The Study Area falls in the local planning jurisdiction of the Wealden 
Local Plan 1998. The current Development Plan includes a policy 
regarding best and most versatile land under “Chapter 5: Development 
in the Countryside”: 

‘DC10 Within the countryside (outside the development boundaries 
as defined on the Proposals Map), proposals for golf courses and 

 
6 Department for Levelling Up, Housing and Communities (December, 2023).  National Planning Policy 
Framework. Available online at https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework.  Last 
accessed July 2024 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework
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related development may be permitted where they have no adverse 
effect on the character and appearance of the area. In addition, 
they should:-  

 (1) meet the requirements of policies elsewhere in the Plan for the    
protection of landscape, nature conservation, woodland, 
archaeology and the best and most versatile agricultural land…’ 

Best Practice Guidance 
 

2.4 To help safeguard soil resources for reuse, DEFRA has published a ‘Code 
of Practice for the Sustainable Use of Soils on Construction Sites’7.  

  

 
7 Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (2009). Code of Practice for the Sustainable 
Management of Soil on Construction Sites.  Available online @ 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/code-of-practice-for-the-sustainable-use-of-soils-on-
construction-sites Last accessed July 2024 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/code-of-practice-for-the-sustainable-use-of-soils-on-construction-sites
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/code-of-practice-for-the-sustainable-use-of-soils-on-construction-sites
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3.0 DESKTOP AGRICULTURAL LAND QUALITY 

 

Background 
 
3.1 This section of the report details the findings of a desktop assessment of 

agricultural land quality within the Study Area. As described in the ALC 
Guidelines, the main physical factors influencing agricultural land quality 
are: 
 
• Climate 
• Site  
• Soil 
• Interactive limitations 
 

3.2 These factors are considered in turn below. 
 
Climate 
 

3.3 Site-specific, interpolated climate data required to determine the ALC 
grade(s) within the Study Area are given in Table 1 below. 
 
Table 1. Interpolated ALC Climate data for the Site 

Climate Parameter Datum for National 
Grid Ref. TQ484207 

Average Altitude (m) 31 
Average Annual Rainfall (mm) 796 
Accumulated Temperature above 0˚C (January – June) 1493 
Moisture Deficit (mm) – Winter Wheat 110 
Moisture Deficit (mm) – Maincrop Potatoes 105 
Field Capacity Days (FCD) 171 
Best Grade According to Climate 1 

 
4.4 Regarding Figure 1 ‘Grade according to climate’ on page 6 of the ALC 

Guidelines, there is no overall climatic limitation to the quality of 
agricultural land within the Study Area; this means that agricultural 
land within the Study Area could be graded as ALC Grade 1 in overall 
climatic terms, in the absence of any other limiting factor (i.e., site, soil 
and/or interactive limitations).   

 
Site 
 

3.4 The location of the Study Area is shown in Appendix A. Regarding the 
ALC Guidelines, agricultural land quality can be limited by one or more 
of three main site factors as follows: 
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• Gradient 
• Micro-relief (i.e. complex change in slope angle over short 

distances) 
• Risk of flooding 
 
Gradient and Micro-relief 
 

3.5 Regarding Table 1 ‘Grade according to gradient’ of the ALC Guidelines, 
the gently undulating land within the Study Area is not predicted to 
be limited by gradient (i.e., angle of slope less than 7o). The highest point 
of elevation is 52m in the east of the Site, while the lowest altitude is 28m 
in the west/southwest.  
 

3.6 Likewise, from aerial photography online8, there are no signs that the 
quality of agricultural land within the Study Area is limited by micro-relief 
(i.e. where there are complex changes in slope angle over short 
distances).   

 
Risk of Flooding 
 

3.7 From a Government Flood Map9, the agricultural land within the Study 
Area is within Flood Zone 1, i.e.,  low risk of flooding. There is no 
information to indicate that agricultural land quality within the Study 
Area is limited by a risk of flooding in terms of Table 2 ‘Grade according 
to flood risk in summer’ and Table 3 ‘Grade 3 according to flood risk in 
winter’ of the ALC Guidelines.  
 
Geology/Soil Parent Material 
 

3.8 British Geological Survey (BGS) information available online7 has been 
utilised to identify the Bedrock underlying the Study Area and 
to determine whether the bedrock is covered by any Superficial (Drift) 
Deposits. This provides information on soil forming materials.  
 

3.9 The BGS bedrock map (1:50,000) indicates that land over the 
entire Study Area is underlain by Lower Tunbridge Wells Sand 
(Sandstone, Siltstone, and Mudstone). None of the bedrock is covered 
by superficial deposits.     
 
Published Information on Soil 

 
3.10 The Soil Survey of England and Wales (SSEW) soil map of South 

East England (Sheet 6) at a scale of 1:250,000 and accompanying 
Bulletin No. 12 ‘Soils and their Use South East England’ (J.M. Ragg et al, 
Harpenden, 1984) reports that agricultural land within the Study Area is 
covered by soils grouped in Curtisden association. The soils in 
the Curtisden association comprise silty stagnogleyic argillic brown 

 
8 Source: Google Earth 
9 Available online @ https://flood-map-for-planning.service.gov.uk/ Last accessed July 2024  

https://flood-map-for-planning.service.gov.uk/
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earths. This association occurs principally on soft Cretaceous siltstones 
and sandstones, and moderately deep and on gentle or moderate 
slopes. These soils have slowly permeable compact subsoils which cause 
seasonal waterlogging (Wetness Class III and IV, respectively) in 
undrained land.   
 
Interactive Limitations 

 
3.11 Agricultural land at Bird In Eye Farm, which has been classified by MAFF 

as Subgrade 3b, is restricted by soil droughtiness.  
 
Soil Droughtiness 
 

3.12 Where soil droughtiness is limiting, soil profiles typically  comprise  
medium  sandy  loams and  medium  clay loams   These profiles  contain  
significant  amounts of  sandstone in the upper subsoil  and then pass 
into sandstone at  shallow to moderate depths.  
 
MAFF Pre 1988 ALC 
 

3.13 Provisional (i.e. Pre-1988) ALC assessment at a scale of 1:250,000 carried 
out by the former MAFF has determined the quality of agricultural 
land over the whole Study Area is Grade 3 (not differentiated between 
subgrades 3a and 3b). 
 
MAFF Post 1988 ALC 
 

3.14 The entire Study Area is covered by a Post 1988 ALC surveys carried out 
by the former MAFF, determining the agricultural land at Subgrade 3b 
(see Figure 1 below and Appendix B). 
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Figure1: MAFF Post 1988 ALC Information 
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4.0 CONCLUSION 

4.1 The entire Study Area is covered by a Post 1988 ALC survey by the former 
MAFF, who determined that agricultural land in the Study Area is entirely 
Subgrade 3b due to a soil droughtiness limitation. 

4.2 Therefore, developing Subgrade 3b agricultural land in the Study Area 
would not significantly harm national agricultural interests regarding the 
NPPF (2023) or Development Plan policy.  
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MAFF Post 1988 ALC – Bird in Eye Farm, Uckfield  
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Introduction 

AGRICULTURAL LAND CLASSIFICATION REPORT 

RECONNAISSANCE SURVEY 

EAST SUSSEX STRUCTURE PLAN 

LAND AT UCKFIELD 

1 Tins report presents the findmgs of a reconruussance Agricultural Land Classificat1on 
(ALC) survey of308 6 ha ofland around Uckfield East Sussex The survey was earned out 
dunng September and October 1995 

2 The survey was comnuss1oned by the M.Jrustry of Agriculture F1shenes and Food 
(MAFF) Land Use Planrung Urut Read1Dg ID connection with the East Sussex Structure Plan 
The results of tins survey supersede any preVJous ALC 1Dformat1on for tlus land 

3 The work was conducted by members of the Resource Planrung Team ID the Guildford 
Statutory Group of ADAS The land has been graded ID accordance with the published 
MAFF ALC gu1dehnes and cntena (MAFF 1988) A descnptJon of the ALC grades and 
subgrades 1s given ID Appendix I The survey was completed at a reconnaissance level of 
detail on a free survey basis as 1t was undertaken pnmanly to update the 1 63 360 scale 
proV1s10nal ALC maps for tlus area Consequently the results are designed for strategic 
planrung purposes only For site specific proposals further more detailed surveys may be 
required 

4 At the time of survey most of the land was ID permanent grass Some of the land had 
recently been harvested for maize and cereal and other areas had recently been ploughed 
Urban land m the area of search 1Dcludes roads a sewage treatment works and residential 
build1Dgs Horse stables are shown as Agricultural Build1Dgs the Woodland mapped 
compnses mature and deciduous trees 

Summary 

5 The findmgs of the survey are shown on the enclosed ALC map The map has been 
drawn at a scale of 1 50 000 It 1s accurate at tlus scale but any enlargement would be 
rrusleadmg 

6 The area and proportions of the ALC grades and subgrades on the surveyed land are 
summansed m Table 1 overleaf 

7 The fieldwork was conducted at an average density of approximately 1 bonng per 5

hectares of agricultural land A total of 53 bonngs and eight s01l pits were descnbed 

8 Most of the agricultural land around Uckfield has been classified as Subgrade 3b 
(moderate quality) Land to the south-west of Uckfield also mcludes smaller areas of better 
quality land Grade 2 (very good quality) and Subgrade 3a (good quality) A small area to the 
north ofUckfield has been classified as Grade 4 (poor quality) 



Table 1 Area of grades and other land 

Grade/Other land Area (hectares) % surveyed area % agncultural area 

2 56 I 8 2 I 
3a 19 8 64 74 
3b 2407 7 8  0 89 5 

4 27 09 I 0 

Urban JO 2 33 
Woodland 28 4 92 
Agncultural Buildmgs I 2 04 

Total survey area 268 8 1000 

Total site area 308 6 1000 

9 Land classified as Grade 2 1s restncted by a slight sod drought1Dess lurutat1on Deep 
medmm textured sods winch are slightly stony (sandstone) 1Dteract with the prevailing 
climate to slightly linut the amount of m01sture available for crops Land classified as 
Subgrade 3a 1s linuted either by moderate sod drought1Dess or sod wetness Where the former 
occurs comparatively shallow depth over dense sandstone layers results ID a moderate 
linutatlon To the east of Owlsbury Farm the land 1s linuted by sod wetness Tins lurutat1on 
anses from medmm textured topsods winch overlie slowly permeable heavter textured lower 
subsoils The climatic conditions winch prevail at Uckfield means that tins land will be subject 
to some restnct10ns on the fleXIb1lity of cropp1Dg and stockmg 

IO Land classified as Subgrade 3b 1s restncted by either significant sod wetness or sod 
droughtmess linutations To the east of Uckfield these linutat1ons occur extensively ID 
conjunction with slope restnct1ons Gradients witlnn the range of 7-11 ° act to restnct the 
range of agncultural maclnnery that may be safely and efficiently used 

I I Where sod wetness 1s linut1Dg, medium textured topsoils overlie slowly permeable 
subsods The subsods are slowly permeable either directly below the topsod or at shallow 
depths witlnn the sod profile Such sod wetness will act to significantly restnct the fleXIbd1ty 
of cropp1Dg and stockmg 

12 Where soil drought1Dess 1s linut1Dg sod profiles typically compnse medium sandy 
loams and medmm clay loams These profiles contain significant amounts of sandstone m the 
upper subsod and then pass 1Dto sandstone at shallow to moderate depths The sandstone acts 
to restnct crop roots thus lowenng the amount of sod available water Some of the land to 
the south of Btrd-lD-Eye Farm 1s luruted by sod drought1Dess again because of restncted 
root1Dg These profiles pass 1Dto lower subsoils winch are very compact and massively 
structured Land restncted by sod drought1Dess wtll be subject to lower and mcons1stent yield 
potential 



13 A small area of land has been classified as Grade 4 This land 1s subJect to high 
groundwater and seepage as md1cated by the predommance of hydrophilic vegetation This 
land 1s hkely to be permanently waterlogged for much of the year restnctmg agncultural use 
to seasonal grazmg, because of severe soil wetness problems 

Facton Influencmg ALC Grade 

01mate 

14 Chmate affects the gradmg of land through the assessment of an overall chmat1c 
l11rutat1on and also through mteract1ons with soil charactensttcs 

15 The key climatic vanables used for gradmg this site are given m Table 2 and were 
obtamed from the published 5km gnd datasets usmg the standard mterpolatton procedures 
(Met Office 1989) 

Table 2 Chmahc and altitude data 

Factor Uruts Values Values Values 

Gnd reference NIA TQ 470 197 TQ 465 219 TQ 489 212 
Altitude m,AOD 35 40 65 
Accumulated Temperature day°C 1490 1483 1454 

Average Annual Ramfall mm 784 799 815 
Field Capacity Days days 169 171 174 

Moisture Deficit Wheat mm 109 108 106 
Moisture Deficit Potatoes mm 104 102 99 

16 The climatic cntena are considered first when class1fymg land as climate can be 
ovemdmg m the sense that severe lurutatlons will restnct land to low grades 1rrespect1ve of 
favourable site or sod cond1t1ons 

17 The mam parameters used m the assessment of an overall climatic lurutatton are 
average annual ramfall (AAR) as a measure of overall wetness and accumulated temperature 
(AT0 January to June) as a measure of the relative warmth ofa locality 

18 The climatic data was adjusted for each of the survey areas around Uckfield by usmg 
the highest sod moisture deficits and the highest field capacity days (FCD) within each 
md1v1dual survey area Across all survey areas the FCD fall within the 151-175 FCD range 

19 The combmatlon of ramfall and accumulated temperature at this site mean that there 1s 
no overall climatic h1TI1tat1on Local climatic factors such as exposure and frost nsk are not 
believed to adversely affect most of the site though land proX1mate to the sewage works may 
be rather frost prone (Met Office 1980) All of the land around Uckfield 1s chmat1cally 
Grade 1 



20 To the north-west of Ucldield the land occupies a hillside fallmg from 55 m AOD to 
25 m AOD The land typically falls through slopes of 2-5° The land to the south-west of 
Ucldield occupies the broad valley of the Ridgewood Stream Thts land falls from 50 m AOD 
along the eastern site boundary to 15 m AOD along Ridgewood Stream The land then nses 
agam to 35 m AOD along the western Stte boundary The land m tlus area mostly occupies 
slopes of 1-4° though slightly steeper slopes of 4-5° sometimes occur proxtmate to the 
stream 

21 Land to the east ofUckfield 1s comparatively more undulatmg To the north-east of 
B1rd-m-eye Farm the land 1s virtually flat lymg at approximately 55 m AOD From the farm, 
the land falls m both a north-westerly and south-westerly dtrect1on to he at 25m AOD along 
the Rtver Uck and the tnbutary streams to the west and south Next to the Rtver Uck the land 
1s flat However much of the land m tlus area occupies slopes of 2-6° though m parts slopes 
of 7-11 ° occur The latter give nse to gradient l11rutat1ons ansmg from restnct10ns on the safe 
and efficient use of farm maclunery The more southern block of land to the east of Ucldield 
(and south-west of Framfield) typically occupies slopes of 2-3° However the lughest lymg 
land wluch occurs at 50 m AOD 1s virtually flat The northern boundary of tlus most 
southerly block ofland also mcludes gradients of 7-11 ° where the land falls to a stream valley 
Tlus land can thus be classified as no lugher than Subgrade 3b 

Geology and sotls 

22 The published geological mformat1on (BGS 1971 and 1979) maps a number of 
deposits around Uckfield For the survey area to the north-west ofUckfield the northern half 
1s mapped as Ardmgly Sandstone the southern half as Gnnstead Clay The survey area to the 
south-west ofUckfield the land 1s mostly shown as Wadhurst Clay Upper Tunbndge Wells 
Sand 1s mapped m the north-east of tlus area and also around Ridgewood Farm Ashdown 
Beds and head deposits are also shown as less extensive deposits m the north oftlus area For 
the survey area to the east ofUcldield most of the land 1s mapped as the Ashdown Beds (the 
southern half) and Lower Tunbndge Wells Sand Along the northern boundary of tlus area, 
the land 1s mapped as Wadhurst Clay overlam by alluvium along the Rtver Uck A very 
narrow stnp of head occurs between the latter two 

23 The published sotls mformat10n (SSEW 1983) maps two soil types around Uckfield 
Soils of the Curt1sden Association generally occur m COllJunctton with the Upper Tunbndge 
Wells Sand the Ardmgly Sandstone and the Ashdown Beds All of the survey area to the 
north-west ofUckfield 1s shown as Curt1sden soils even though the southern half of the site 1s 
mapped as Gnnstead Clay These sotls are descnbed as stlty soils over siltstone with slowly 
permeable subs01ls and slight seasonal waterlogging Some smular well dramed sotls Some 
well dramed coarse loamy sotls over sandstone Slumpmg locally (SSEW 1983) Sotls of 
the Wickham I Association are generally mapped over the Wadhurst Clay These sotls are 
descnbed as slowly permeable seasonally waterlogged fine stlty over clayey fine loamy over 
clayey and clayey sotls (SSEW 1983) 



Agncultural Land Oasstfication 

24 The details of the classification of the site are shown on the attached ALC map and the 
area statistics of each grade are given m Table I page 2 

25 The locat1on of the auger bonngs and pits 1s shown on the attached sample location 
map and the details of the sods data are presented m AppendlX ill 

Grade 2 

26 A very small area ofland to the south-west ofUckfield has been classified as Grade 2 
Tlus land 1s hnuted by mmor sod droughtlness ansmg from deep well dramed sods beheved to 
be denved from the head deposits Profiles typically compnse non-calcareous medium silty 
clay loam topsmls wluch overlie medium clay loam subsmls Topsmls and upper subsoils are 
vutually stoneless lower subsoils are slightly sterner contairnng 5 15% total sandstone by 
volume Some of the profiles are slightly gleyed but all of the profiles witlun tlus mappmg urnt 
are well drained Wetness Class I (see Appendix II) These profiles are typified by Pit 6 The 
mteractlon between these sml charactenst1cs and the prevailing climate results in the amount 
of sod available water bemg slightly inadequate to meet crop requrrements in some years The 
resultant sod drought1ness )urutatlon means that tlus land will suffer from a slightly lower yield 
potential and less consistent crop yields 

Subgrade 3a 

27 To the east of Owlsbury Farm the land classified as Subgrade Ja, good quality 1s 
generally !muted by sod wetness and workability The lugher flatter land around Ridgewood 
Farm 1s also classified as Subgrade Ja due to sod droughtiness lurutat1ons Where sod wetness 
and workability are linutmg profiles compnse non-calcareous medium clay loam and medium 
silty clay loam topsmls These overlie permeable sinularly textured upper subsoils wluch pass 
mto heavy clay loam and clay lower subsoils at approximately 50 cm depth These heaVIer 
textured subsoils are slowly permeable and act to cause imperfect soil drainage cond1t1ons 
such that Wetness Class III 1s appropnate The interaction between the medium textured 
topsoils and sod drainage status with the prevailmg chmate acts to unpose some restnct1ons 
on the flexibility of cropping stockmg and cultivations 

28 Land !muted by soil droughtmess mairuy occurs on the Upper Tunbndge Wells Sand 
around Ridgewood Farm Non calcareous medium clay loam topsoils over medium clay loam 
upper subsoils Topsoils are very slightly stony contairnng 2% total hard rock by volume 
Subsoils are slightly to moderately stony contairnng 5-20% total sandstone by volume These 
profiles proved impenetrable to an auger at 50 cm, occas1onally 70 cm, depth Using 
information from Pits 2 and 7 dug elsewhere for shallower and sterner sod profiles denved 
from Upper Tunbndge Wells Sand assumptions have been made regarding the profile 
available water of these soils Based upon observations at Pit 2 these profiles may be 
impenetrable at 50 cm due to a shallow very stony (approximately 45% sandstone by volume) 
honzon over dense sandstone Alternatively 1f sirrnlar but deeper sods to those descnbed at 
Pit 7 occur the impenetrable nature may be due to a relatively compact but rootable fine 
sandstone honzon over dense sandstone Assurrung either scenano the mteract1on of the sod 
charactenstlcs (texture stone contents restncted rooting) with the local climatic regime acts 
to impart a moderate sod droughtiness hrrutat1on Tlus may result in the sod available water 



being insufficient to fully meet crop needs in some years Consequently this land may suffer 
from reduced and less consistent crop yields 

Subgrade 3b 

29 The majonty of land around Ucldield has been classified as Subgrade 3b moderate 
quahty Most of this land 1s hnuted by significant soil wetness and workability However to 
the east ofUcldield much of the land 1s hnuted by soil droughtiness sometimes in conjunetlon 
with soil wetness and workability In add1t1on, some of this land 1s subject to gradient 
hnutat1ons Slopes within the range of 7-11 ° act to lunlt the safe and efficient use of 
agncultural machinery 

30 Where the land 1s hnuted by soil wetness and workability the soil profiles tend to vary 
in accordance with the underlying geology Profiles denved from the Wadhurst Clay typically 
compose medium clay loam, occasionally medium silty clay loam topsoils Topsoils tend to 
directly overhe clay or silty clay subsoils but occasionally a shallow and permeable medium 
textured upper subsoil occurs Over the Gnnstead Clay medium clay loam topsoils overhe 
heavy clay loam upper subsoils and clay lower subs01ls To the east of the sewage works 
where the Upper Tunbodge Wells Sand 1s mapped medium silty clay loam topsoils are 
underlain by surularly textured or heaVJer heavy silty clay loam, heavy clay loam and clay 
subs01ls Some of the subs01ls contain approXJmately 10% sandstone by volume To the 
north-west of Ucldield profiles deoved from the Ardingly Sandstone compose medium clay 
loam topsoils over snrularly textured occas1onally heavy clay loam, subsoils Lighter profiles 
also occur over the Ashdown Beds Silt loam and fine sandy silt loam topsoils overhe 
surularly textured upper subsoils and silt loam lower subsoils Topsoils contam approXJmately 
5% siltstone by volume subsoils tend to be somewhat storuer containing 20-35% but are 
dense and massively structured All of the topsoils across this Subgrade 3b mapping umt were 
found to be non-calcareous 

31 As shown by Pits 1 3 4 5 and 8 all of the subsoils are slowly permeable with the 
exception of the medium textured upper subsoils over the Wadhurst Clay However all of the 
profiles within this mapping urut are slowly permeable within 45 cm depth some as the result 
of dense massive silt loam subsoils which occur over the Ashdown Beds This causes poor 
sod drainage as indicated by gleying within the subsoils and often within the tops01ls These 
profiles are thus assigned to Wetness Class IV The interaction between the tops01I textures 
and drainage characteostlcs with the prevailing climate means that this land 1s most 
appropoately classified as Subgrade 3b This land will be subject to s1gruficant restoct1ons on 
the fleXJb1hty of cropping stocking and cult1vat1ons 

32 Land within the floodplain zone of the River Ude, to the east of Ucldield 1s likely to 
be prone to flooding due to its flat and low-lying nature At certain times of the year flooding 
can have a detomental effect on yield and may give ose to wetness and associated sod 
management problems Consequently flood osk may restoct the range of crops which can be 
grown Although the duration, frequency and llmmg of flooding for this area 1s unknown 1t 1s 
considered that Subgrade 3b 1s the most appropoate class1ficallon 

33 Land hrruted by sod droughtmess 1s deoved from the Upper Tunbodge Wells Sand 
Such land prevails to the east of Ucldield around Bird-m-eye Farm This land also occurs 
though to a lesser extent to the south-west ofUcldield on the slightly higher land between the 



convent and Ridgewood Fann Topsotls compnse non-calcareous medmm clay loams and 
medium sandy loams These overlie slmtlarly textured and occas1onally loamy medium sand 
upper subsotls Where the latter occur these typically pass mto fine sandstone lower subsotls 
Topsoils are slightly stony generally contammg 5-10% total sandstone by volume Subsotls 
are moderately or very stony typically contanung 20-50% total sandstone by volume Most 
of these profiles proved unpenetrable to an auger at approxunately 40-50 cm depth 
Consequently Pit 2 was dug to investigate lower subsoil conditions (see para 33) Profiles 
wluch pass mto sandstone lower subsotls proved unpenetrable (to a spade) at greater depths 
typically 65 cm depth Pit 7 typifies such profiles (see para 34) 

34 From Pit 2 1t could be seen that the upper subsoil compnses a moderately stony 
approXImately 30% total sandstone by volume medmm sandy loam The lower subsoil 
compnses a shallow and very stony approXImately 45% total sandstone by volume medium 
clay loam over dense sandstone Although not excessively stony both subsoils were found to 
be relatively compact and have thus been assumed to be poorly structured The extremely 
compact nature of the underlying sandstone made 1t 1mposs1ble to dig beyond a depth of 70 
cm Consequently 1t 1s considered unlikely that roots would be able to penetrate below tlus 
depth in order to extract water The interaction of the sod properties (texture stone content 
structure restncted rooting) and the prevailing climate results in the amount of sod available 
water being inadequate to meet crop requ1rements in most years The resultant sot! 
droughtiness linutatlon means that tlus land will suffer from lower and less consistent yield 
potential 

35 The loamy medmm sand upper subsoil of Pit 7 was assessed as moderately structured 
contairung just 15% total sandstone by volume The lower subsoil compnsing relatively 
compact but rootable fine sandstone was assessed as poorly structured It was 1mposs1ble to 
dig beyond 65 cm depth due to the underlying dense sandstone It 1s thus likely that rooting 
would once again be restncted As before tlus land 1s lirruted by sod droughtiness 

36 Some of the land to the east of Uckfield over the Ashdown Beds 1s also lirruted by 
sod droughtiness in combination with sod wetness (see para 30) Fine sandy silt loam topsoils 
overlie s1rruJarly textured upper subsotls wluch pass into a stlt loam honzon at approXImately 
40 cm depth Topsoils are very slightly stony contairung 5% total silt rock by volume upper 
subsoils moderately stony 20% total silt rock wluch then become stoneless at 40 cm depth 
Pit 4 wluch typifies such profiles found the subsoils to be compact massive and poorly 
structured At approXJmately 50 cm these profiles become extremely dense and compact and 
thus considered both impenetrable to crop roots and slowly permeable Although fine sandy 
silt loams and silt loams have a !ugh available water capacity the restncted rooting and poor 
subsoil structures means that tlus land 1s also subject to sod droughtiness lirrutat1ons 

Grade 4 

37 A small area of land to the north-west ofUckfield has been classified as Grade 4 poor 
quality Tlus land 1s subject to severe sod wetness and workab1hty lirrutatlons The 
predorrunance of hydroplulic vegetation, such as rushes across tlus land 1s indicative of long 
penods of waterloggmg caused by the seepage of groundwater at the junction of two 



geological deposits G1Ven the extreme saturation of the land for much of the year such 
profiles are assigned to Wetness Class V Such land 1s unhkely to benefit significantly from 
art1fic1al dramage As such, 1t will present severe d1fficult1es m terms of croppmg and 
culuvallons and will be best suited to seasonal grazmg 

Gtlhan Iles 
Resource Plannmg Team 
ADASReadmg 
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APPENDIX I 

DESCRIPTIONS OF THE GRADES AND SUBGRADES 

Grade 1 Excellent Quality Agncultural Land 

Land with no or very m1Dor htn1tat1ons to agncultural use A very wide range of agncultural 
and horticultural crops can be grown and commonly 1Dcludes top fhut soft fhnt salad crops 
and Winter harvested vegetables Yields are !ugh and less vanable than on land of lower 
quality 

Grade 2 Very Good Quality Agncultural Land 

Land with mmor htn1tat1ons which affect crop yield cultivations or harvest1Dg A wide range 
of agncultural or horticultural crops can usually be grown but on some land of tlus grade there 
may be reduced fleX1b1hty due to difficulties with the production of the more demand1Dg crops 
such as wmter harvested vegetables and arable root crops The level of yield 1s generally !ugh 
but may be lower or more vanable than Grade I land 

Grade 3 Good to Moderate Quality Land 

Land with moderate htn1tat1ons which affect the ch01ce of crops the t1tn1ng and type of 
cult1vat1on, harvest1Dg or the level of yield When more demand1Dg crops are grown, yields 
are generally lower or more variable than on land ID Grades I and 2 

Subgrade 3a Good Quality Agncultural Land 

Land capable of consistently produc1Dg moderate to !ugh yields of a narrow range of arable 
crops especially cereals or moderate yields of a wide range of crops 1Dclud1Dg cereals grass 
oilseed rape potatoes sugar beet and the less demand1Dg horticultural crops 

Subgrade 3b Moderate Quality Agncultural Land 

Land capable of produc1Dg moderate yields of a narrow range of crops prmc1pally cereals and 
grass or lower yields of a wider range of crops or !ugh yields of grass which can be grazed or 
harvested over most of the year 

Grade 4 Poor Quality Agricultural Land 

Land with severe htn1tat1ons which s1gruficantly restnct the range of crops and/or the level of 
yields It 1s ma1Dly suited to grass with occas1onal arable crops ( e g cereals and forage crops) 
the yields of which are vanable In m01st climates yields of grass may be moderate to !ugh 
but there may be difficulties ID utlhsatlon The grade also 1Dcludes very droughty arable land 

Grade 5 Very Poor Quality Agncultural Land 

Land with severe htn1tat10ns which restnct use to permanent pasture or rough grazmg, except 
for occasional pioneer forage crops 



Urban 

Built-up or 'hard' uses with relatively httle potential for a return to agnculture mcludmg 
housmg mdustry commerce eoucatlon transport rehgous bmldmgs cemetnes Also hard­
surfaced sports fac1ht1es permanent caravan sites and vacant land all types of derelict land 
mcludmg mmeral workmgs wluch are only hkely to be reclaimed usmg derelict land grants 

Non-agricultural 

'Soft' uses where most of the land could be returned relatively easily to agnculture mcludmg 
pnvate parkland pubhc open spaces sports fields allotments and soft surfaced areas on 
airports Also active nuneral workmgs and refuse tips where restoration conditions to soft 
after-uses may applv 

Woodland 

Includes commercial and non-commercial woodland A d1stmct1on may be made as necessary 
between farm and non-farm woodland 

Agricultural Bmldmgs 

Includes the normal range of agncultural butldmgs as well as other relatively permanent 
structures such as glasshouses Temporary structures ( eg polythene tunnels erected for 
lambmg) may be ignored 

Open Water 

Includes lakes ponds and nvers as map scale pemuts 

Land Not Surveyed 

Agncultural land which has not been surveyed 

Where the land use mcludes more than one of the above eg bu1ldmgs m large grounds and 
where map scale pemuts the cover types may be shown separately Otherwise the most 
extensive cover type will be shown 

05 94 



APPENDIX II 

SOIL WETNESS CLASSIFICATION 

Defimtions of Soil Wetness Classes 

Soil wetness 1s classified accordmg to the depth and duration of waterloggmg m the soil 
profile Suc soil wetness classes are identified and are defined m the table below 

Wetness Class Duration ofwaterloggmg1 

I The s01I profile 1s not wet witlun 70 cm depth for more than 30 days ID most 
years 2 

Il The s01I profile 1s wet witlun 70 cm depth for 31 90 days ID most years or 1f there 
1s no slowly permeable layer witlun 80 cm depth, 1t 1s wet witlun 70 cm for more 
than 90 days but only wet witlun 40 cm depth for 30 days ID most years 

Ill The s01I profile 1s wet witlun 70 cm depth for 91 I 80 days ID most years or 1f 
there 1s no slowly permeable layer present witlun 80 cm depth, 1t 1s wet witlun 70

cm for more than 180 days but only wet witlun 40 cm depth for between 31-90

days ID most years 

N The s01J profile IS wet witlun 70 cm depth for more than 180 days but not wet 
witlun 40 cm depth for more than 2 IO days ID most years or 1f there 1s no slowly 
permeable layer present witlun 80 cm depth, 1t 1s wet witlun 40 cm depth for 91-

210 days ID most years 

V The soil profile 1s wet witlun 40 cm depth for 211 335 days ID most years 

VI The soil profile 1s wet witlun 40 cm depth for more than 335 days ID most years 

Assessment of Wetness Class 

Soils have been allocated to wetness classes by the mterpretat1on of so11 profile charactenst1cs 
and chmatlc factors usmg the methodology descnbed m Agncultural Land Classificatwn of 
England and Wales Revised guuklmes and cntena for grading the quahty of agr1cu/tural 
land (MAFF I 988) 

1 The number of days 1s nol necessanly a conllnuous penod 
2 In most years 1s defined as more than IO oul of 20 years 
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SOIL PROFILE DESCRIPTIONS EXPLANATORY NOTE 

Soil pit and auger bonng mfonnat1on collected dunng ALC fieldwork 1s held on a computer 
database Tlus uses notations and abbreV1at1ons as set out below 

Bormg Header Information 

I GRID REF national JOO km gnd square and 8 figure gnd reference 

2 USE Land use at the time of survey The follow1Dg abbreVlatlons are used 

ARA Arable WHT Wheat BAR Barley 
CER Cereals OAT Oats MZE Maize 
OSR Oilseed rape BEN Field Beans BRA Brass1cae 
POT Potatoes SBT Sugar Beet FCD Fodder Crops 
LIN LIDseed FRT Soft and Top Fruit FLW Fallow 
PGR Permanent PastureLEY Ley Grass RGR Rough Graz1Dg 
SCR Scrub CFW Coruferous Woodland DCW Deciduous Wood 
HTH Heathland BOG Bog or Marsh FLW Fallow 
PLO Ploughed SAS Set aside OTB Other 
HRT Horticultural Crops 

3 GRDNT Gradient as estimated or measured by a hand-held optical chnometer 

4 GLEY/SPL Depth ID centimetres (cm) to gley1Dg and/or slowly permeable layers 

5 AP (WHEAT/POTS) Crop-adjusted available water capacity 

6 MB (WHEAT/POTS) M01sture Balance (Crop adjusted AP - crop adjusted MD) 

7 DRT Best grade accord1Dg to s011 drought1Dess 

8 If any of the follow1Dg factors are considered s1gruficant 'Y' will be entered ID the 
relevant column 

MREL 
EXP 
CHEM 

Microrehef hrrutat1on 
Exposure hrrutatlon 
Cherrucal hrrutatwn 

FLOOD Flood nsk EROSN 
FROST Frost prone DIST 

Sod erosion nsk 
Disturbed land 

9 LIMIT The ma1D hrrutatlon to land quality The follow1Dg abbreV1at1ons are used 

oc Overall Climate AE Aspect EX Exposure 
FR Frost Risk GR Gradient MR Microrehef 
FL Flood Risk TX Topsoil Texture DP Sod Depth 
CH Cherrucal WE Wetness WK Workab1hty 
DR Drought ER Eroswn Risk WD Sod Wetness/Drought1Dess 
ST Topsoil Storuness 



Soil Pits and Auger Bonngs 

1 TEXTURE soil texture classes are denoted by the following abbreV1at1ons 

s 

SZL 
ZL 
SC 
p 
PL 

Sand 
Sandy Silt Loam 
Silt Loam 
Sandy Clay 
Peat 
Peaty Loam 

LS 
CL 
SCL 
zc 

SP 
PS 

Loamy Sand SL Sandy Loam 
Clay Loam ZCL Silty Clay Loam 
Sandy Clay Loam C Clay 
Silty Clay OL Organic Loam 
Sandy Peat LP Loamy Peat 
Peaty Sand MZ Manne Light Silts 

For the sand loamy sand sandy loam and sandy silt loam classes the predominant size of 
sand fraction wtll be indicated by the use of the following prefixes 

F Fine (more than 66% of the sand less than O 2mm) 
M Medium (less than 66% fine sand and less than 33% coarse sand) 
C Coarse (more than 33% of the sand larger than O 6mm) 

The clay loam and silty clay loam classes wtll be sub-d1V1ded according to the clay 
content M Medium (<27% clay) H Heavy (27-35% clay) 

2 MOTILE COL Mottle colour using Munsell notation 

3 MOTILE ABUN Mottle abundance expressed as a percentage of the matnx or surface 
descnbed 

F few <2% C common 2-20% M many 20-40% VM very many 40"/o + 

4 MOTILE CONT Mottle contrast 

F faint - md1stmct mottles eVJdent ortly on close inspection 
D d1stmct - mottles are readtly seen 
P protn1nent - mottling 1s conspicuous and one of the outstandmg features of the 

horizon 

5 PED COL Ped face colour using Munsell notation 

6 GLEY If the soil horizon ts gleyed a Y wtll appear m tlus column Ifshghtly gleyed 
an S wtll appear 

7 STONE LITH Stone Lithology- One of the following ts used 

HR 

CH 

ZR 
MSST 
SI 

all hard rocks and stones SLST soft ooht1c or dol11rut1c hmestone 
chalk FSST soft fine gramed sandstone 
soft argillaceous or silty rocks GB gravel with non-porous (hard) stones 
soft medium grained sandstone GS gravel with porous (soft) stones 
soft weathered 1gneous/metamorpluc rock 

Stone contents (>2cm, >6cm and total) are given m percentages (by volume) 



8 STRUCT the degree of development size and shape of soil peds are descnbed usmg the 
followmg notation 

degree of development WK weakly developed 
ST strongly developed 

ped size 

ped shape 

F fine 
C coarse 

S smglegram 
GR granular 
SAB sub-angular blocky 
PL platy 

MD moderately developed 

M medium 
VC very coarse 

M massive 
AB angular blocky 
PR pnsmattc 

9 CONSIST Sot! consistence 1s descnbed usmg the followmg notation 

L loose VF very frtable FR frtable FM firm VM veryfirm 
EM extremely firm EB extremely hard 

IO SUBS STR Subsoil structural cond1t1on recorded for the purpose of calculatmg 
profile droughtmess G good M moderate P poor 

11 POR Soil porosity If a sot! honzon has less than O 5% b1opores >O 5 mm a 'Y' will 
appear m tlus column 

12 IMP If the profile 1s impenetrable to rootmg a 'Y' will appear m tlus column at the 
appropnate honzon 

13 SPL Slowly permeable layer If the sot! honzon 1s slowly permeable a 'Y' will appear m 
tlus column 

14 CALC If the sot! honzon 1s calcareous a 'Y' wtll appear m tlus column 

15 Other notations 
APW avatlable water capacity (m mm) adjusted for wheat 
APP avatlable water capacity (m mm) adjusted for potatoes 
MBW m01sture balance wheat 
MBP m01sture balance potatoes 



SOIL PIT DESCRIPTION 

Site Name EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD Pit Number 

Grid Reference TQ46932235 Average Annual Rainfall 

Accuna.,lated Temperature 

Field Capacity Level 

Land Use 

Slope and Aspect 

1P 

793 nm 

1489 degree days 

173 days 

Permanent Grass 

02 degrees W 

HORIZON 

0- 29

29- 53 

53- 68

TEXTURE 

MCL 

MCL 

HZCL 

COLCXJR 

10YR53 00 

25V 74 00 

25V 72 00 

STONES >2 TOT STONE LITH t«JTTLES STRUCTURE CONSIST SUBSTRUCTURE CALC 

Wetness Grade 3B 

Drought Grade 

FINAL ALC GRADE 38 

MAIN LIMITATION Wetness 

0 1 HR C 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wetness Class IV 

Gleying 0 "" 

SPL 029 on 

APW nm MBW 0 nm 

APP nm MBP 0 nm 

MOCAB 

MOCAB 

FM 

FM 

p 

p 



SOIL PIT DESCRIPTION 

Site Name EAST SIJSSEX SP UCKFIELD Pit Number 

Grid Reference TQ48542070 Average Annual Rainfall 

Accunulated Temperature 

Field Capacity Level 

Land Use 

Slope and Aspect 

2P 

793 nm 

1489 degree days 

173 days 

Permanent Gt-ass 

03 degrees SW 

HORIZON TEXTURE COLOUR STONES >2 TOT STONE LITH P«JTTLES STRUCTURE CONSIST SUBSTRUCTURE CALC 

0- 28 MSL l OYR43 00 l 5 MSST 

28- 50

50- 70

MSL 

tn 

Wetness Grade 

Drought Grade 3B 

FINAL ALC GRADE 3B 

10YR54 00 

10YR64 00 

0 

0 

Wetness Class 

Gleying 

SPL 

APW 084nm 

APP D9lnm 

MAIN LIMITATION Oroughtiness 

30 

45 

MBW 

MBP 

MSST 

MSST 

an 

No SPL 

-26 nm

-14 nm

p 

p 



SOIL PIT DESCRIPTION 

Site Name EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD Pit Number 3P 

793 mn Grid Reference TQ48702032 Average Annual Rainfall 

Ac:cum..i 1 ated Temperature 

Field Capacity Level 

Land Use 

1489 degree days 

173 days 

Ploughed 

HORIZON 

0- 28

28- 45

45- 55

TEXTURE 

ZL 

ZL 

ZL 

Wetness Grade 38 

Drought Grade 3A 

FINAL ALC GRADE 3B 

Slope and Aspect degrees 

COLOUR 

10YRS3 00 

1DYRS3 00 

10YR72 00 

STONES >2 TOT STONE LITH l«lTTLES STRUCTURE CONSIST SUBSTRUCTURE CALC 

0 5 ZR 

0 30 ZR C MASS IV VM P 

0 SO ZR C MASS IV VM P 

Wetness Class IV 

Gleying 028 en 

SPL 028 en 

APW 09:lmn MSW -16 mn

APP 096mn HBP -7 mn

HAIN LIMITATION Wetness 



SOIL PIT DESCRIPTION 

Site Name �AST SUSS£X SP UCKFIELD Pit Number 

Gcid Refenm<:e TQ49072000 Ave,age Annual Rainfall 

Accunulated Temperature 

Field Capacity Level 

Land Use 

SloPO and Aspect 

4P 

793 rrm 

1489 deg,ee days 

173 days 

Permanent Grass 

02 degn,es SW 

f()RIZON 

0- 25

25- 40

40- 50

TOOURE 

rszL 

rszL 

ZL 

COLOUR 

10YR53 00 

10YR63 00 

l0YRBl 00 

STONES >2 

0 

TOT STONE LITH r«JTTLES STRUCTURE CXJNSIST SUBSTRUCTURE CALC 

0 

0 

Wetness GradE! 3A Wetness Class 

Gleying 

SPL 

Drought GradE! 38 APW 089rrm 

APP 089rrm 

FINAL ALC GRADE 3A 

MAIN LIMITATlON Wetness 

5 ZR C 

20 ZR M MASS IV VII P 

0 11 MASSIV VII p 

IV 

0 011 

025 011 

118W -20 rrm

118P -14 am



SOIL PIT DESCRIPTION 

Site Name EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD Pit Number 

Grid Reference TQ47682054 Average Annual Rainfall 

Aco.mlJ lated Temperature 

Field Capacity Level 

Land Use 

Slope and Aspect 

SP 

793 nm 

1489 degree days 

173 days 

03 degrees SW 

HORIZON 

0- 28

26- 40

40- 60

TEXTURE 

HZCL 

HZCL 

zc 

COLOUR 

10YR53 00 

10YR53 63 

10YR72 00 

STONES >2 

0 

TOT STONE LITH t«JTTLES STRUCTURE CONSIST SUBSTRUCTURE CALC 

Wetness Grade 3B 

Drought Grade 

FINAL ALC GRADE 3B 

HAIN LIMITATION Wetness 

0 

D 

Wetness Class 

Gleying 

SPL 

APW nm 

APP nm 

0 

0 

0 

HBW 

MBP 

IV 

000 an 

028 an 

0 nm 

0 nm 

C 

H 

H 

HDCPL 

HDVCPR 

VH 

VH 

p 

p 



SOIL PIT DESCRIPTION 

Site Name EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD Pit Number 

Grid Reference TQ46352030 Average Annual Rainfall 

Accurru lated Temperature 

Field Capacity Level 

Land Use 

Slope and Aspect 

6P 

793 nm 

1489 degree days 

173 days 

02 degrees NE 

HORIZON 

0- 25

25- 37

37- 70

70-120

TEXTURE 

ICL 

tel 

ICL 

ICL 

COLOUR 

10YR42 00

10YR43 00

10YRS4 00

10YR64 00

STONES >2 TOT STONE LITH P«lTTLES STRUCTURE CONSIST SUBSTRUCTURE CALC 

Wetness Grade 

Drought Grade 2 

FINAL ALC GRADE 2 

0 HR 

0 

0 

0 

Wetness Class 

Gleying 

SPL 

10 

15 

APW 146nm HBW 

I 

HSST 

FSST 

FSST 

an 

No SPL 

36 nm 

APP 113nm MBP B nm 

MAIN LIMITATION Droughtiness 

F HDCSAB 

HDCSAB 

FR 

FM 

H 

H 

H 



SOIL PIT DESCRIPTION 

Site Name EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD Pit Number 7P 

Grid Reference TQ46772035 Average Annual Rainfall 793 nm 

Accun>.,lated r.,_rature 1489 degree days 

Field Capacity Level 173 days 

Land Use 

Slope and Aspect degrees 

HORIZON 

D- 31

31- 43

43- 65

TEXTURE 

MSL 

LMS 

FSST 

COLOUR STONES >2 TOT STONE LITH t«JTTLES STRUCTURE CONSIST SUBSTRUCTURE CALC 

Wetness Grade 

Drought Grade 38 

FINAL ALC GRADE 3B 

1DYR43 DD D 5 MSST 

1DYR56 58 0 

10YR64 72 0 

15 

0 

MSST 

Wetness Class 

Gleying 

SPL 

APW 066nm MBW 

APP 069nm MBP 

I 

on 

No SPL 

-44 nm

-36 nm

MAIN LIMITATION Draughtiness 

WKCSAB 

M 

VF M 

p 



SOIL PIT DESCRIPTION 

Site Name EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD Pit Number 

Grid Reference TQ,46751975 Average Annual Rainfall 

Accuna.ilated Temperature 

Field Capacity Level 

Land Use 

Slope and Aspect 

SP 

793 nm 

1489 degree days 

173 days 

Pennanent Grass 

04 degrees 51,1 

HORIZON 

0- 23

23- 36

36- 55

TEXTURE 

tel 

tel 

zc 

COi.WR 

10YR42 00 

10YR53 00 

25Y 53 00 

STONES >2 TOT STONE LITH l'OTTLES STRUCTURE CONSIST SUBSTRUCTURE CALC 

Wetness Grade 3B 

Drought G,-ade 

FINAL ALC GRADE 3B 

MAIN LIMITATION Wetness 

0 2 HR C 

0 

0 

1 

0 

HSST M 

M 

Wetness Class IV 

G1eying 0 an 

SPL 036 an 

APW nm MBW 0 nm 

APP nm MBP 0 nm 

MDCSAB 

STCPR 

FM 

Vl1 

M 

p 



progr-am ALC012 LIST OF BORINGS HEADERS 12/01/96 EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD page 1 

SAMPLE ASPECT --WETNESS-- -lflEAT- -POTS- P1 REL EROSN FROST OlEH ALC 
NO GRID REF USE GRDNT GLEY SPL CLASS GRADE AP P1B AP P1B DRT FLOOD EXP DIST LIHIT C01P1ENTS 

1 TQ46872250 PGR NW 06 0 028 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Re Pit 1 

1P TQ46932235 PGR w 02 0 029 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Imp70 siltstn 

2 TQ46552235 CER 030 030 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Re Pit 1 

2P TQ48542070 PGR SW 03 1 084 -26 091 -14 3B DR 3B Imp70 han::I sst 

3 TQ46932235 PGR NW 05 028 028 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Re Pit 1 

3P TQ48702032 PLO 028 028 4 3B 093 -16 096 -7 3A WE 3B Massive s/soil 

4 TQ47032225 RGR NE 02 0 020 5 4 0 0 WE 4 Wet flush 

4P TQ49072000 PGR SW 02 0 025 4 3A 089 -20 089 -14 3B WE 3A Bor-drl1ne 3b d 

5 TQ46622223 CER NW 05 030 030 4 3B 0 0 WE 3B Re Pit 1 

SP TQ47682054 P1AZ SW 03 000 028 4 38 0 0 WE 38 

6 TQ46932220 RGR NE 02 045 055 3 3A 0 0 WE 3A 

6P TQ46352030 ST8 NE 02 146 36 113 8 2 DR 2 Pol"'OUS 70 

7 TQ46472217 ARA NW 04 030 030 4 3A 0 0 WE 3A fszl topsoil 

7P TQ46772035 P1AZ 066 -44 069 -36 38 OR 38 Imp65 sst Q WC 
8 TQ46972214 RGR NE 02 060 100 -10 110 5 3A OR 3A Imp68 sst Q WC 

SP TQ46751975 PGR SW 04 0 036 4 38 0 0 WE 3B 
9 TQ46752213 CER SW 03 030 030 4 38 0 0 WE 3B 

10 TQ46452205 RGR w 04 028 028 4 38 0 0 WE 3B 

11 TQ466321B6 RGR w OS 030 034 4 38 0 0 WE 3B 

12 TQ48512136 ST8 NW 03 0 030 4 38 0 0 WE 38 Plastic 40 

13 TQ48402124 PGR NW 02 0 030 4 38 0 0 WE 38 

14 TQ48932121 ST8 NW 03 030 2 1 068 -42 068 -37 38 OR 3B Imp45 sst Re2P 

15 TQ48152117 PGR 030 060 3 3A 0 0 WE 3A Q 3b flood ris 

16 TQ48S62117 ST8 NW 06 1 1 076 -34 076 -29 38 OR 38 Imp50 sst Q WC 
17 TQ48302115 PGR N 02 1 1 072 -38 072 -33 38 OR 38 Imp50 sst Q WC 

18 TQ48252100 PGR NW OS 060 130 20 098 -7 3A OR 2 

19 TQ48682090 PGR 074 -36 077 -28 38 OR 38 Imp65 sst Q WC 

20 TQ48542070 PGR SW 01 062 -48 062 -43 38 OR 3B Imp45 sst Q WC 

21 TQ46752065 PGR SW 02 084 -26 088 -17 38 OR 3B Imp65 sst Q WC 

22 TQ48S02040 PLO N 04 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Compact28 Re4P 

23 TQ48S62037 PLO 025 030 4 38 0 0 WE 38 Compact30 Re4P 

24 TQ48752020 PGR SW 02 025 030 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Compact30 Re4P 

25 TQ48752007 PGR SW 02 025 025 4 38 0 0 WE 3B CompactSO Re4P 

26 TQ49072000 PGR SW 02 025 025 4 3A 0 0 WO 3A fszl topsoil 

27 TQ48971984 PGR SW 02 028 028 4 38 0 0 WE 38 CompactSO Re3P 

28 TQ48931973 PGR SW 03 025 025 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Compact43 Re3P 

29 TQ46752065 ST8 025 025 4 3B 0 0 WE 38 

30 TQ47652054 P1AZ w 01 023 023 4 38 0 0 WE 38 

31 TQ47002043 ST8 SW 02 025 025 4 38 0 0 WE 38 S1 gleyed 0 

32 TQ46202030 ST8 NE 02 153 43 117 12 Sl gley 20-50 

33 TQ46352030 ST8 NE 02 109 -1 118 13 3A OR 2 lmp72dry Re6P 

34 TQ47582025 LEV SW 02 085 -25 085 -20 38 OR 3A lmpSOsst Q WC 



program ALC012 LIST OF BORINGS HEADERS 12/01/96 EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD page 2 

SAMPLE ASPECT --WETNESS-- -EAT- -POTS- M REL EROSN FROST OiEM ALC 

NO GRID REF USE GRDNT GLEY SPL CLASS GRADE AP MB AP MB ORT FLOOD EXP DIST LIMIT COMMENTS 

35 TQ46772017 PGR Ml 03 070 -40 070 -35 38 DR 38 lmp43 sst Q WC 

36 TQ46432015 PGR NE 01 1 1 097 -13 107 2 3A DR 3A lmp70sst Q WC 

37 TQ46402003 PGR NE 03 0 050 3 3A 0 0 WE 3A 

38 TQ46572005 PGR 0 023 4 38 0 0 WE 38 

39 TQ46902005 PGR 0 035 4 38 0 0 WE 38 Sane sst 

40 TQ47001996 PGR SW 03 1 081 -29 081 -24 3B DR 38 lmpSO sst Q WC 

41 TQ47231997 PLO SW 03 2 2 153 43 115 10 WE 2 Sl 9leyed 25 

42 TQ46281981 ARA NE 02 025 050 3 3A 0 0 WE 3A 

43 TQ46751975 PGR SW 04 0 035 4 3B 0 0 WE 3B Re Pit 8 

44 TQ47301970 PGR s 03 028 2 2 082 -28 082 -23 3B DR 3A lmp50 sst Q WC 

45 TQ46311966 ARA NE 01 018 030 4 38 0 0 WE 38 

46 TQ47071965 PGR SW 05 015 025 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Sl gleyed 0 

47 TQ46381955 MAZ NE 01 028 045 4 38 0 0 WE 3B Sl gleyed D 

48 TQ47931950 PGR SW 03 020 030 4 3B 0 0 WE 38 

49 TQ57253954 PGR SW 02 0 028 4 38 0 0 WE 38 Very hard c 1 ay 

50 TQ46751943 CER NE 05 020 030 4 38 0 0 WE 3B 

51 TQ46751923 PGR NE 02 025 035 4 38 0 0 WE 38 Sl gleyed 0 

52 TQ47201920 CER NE 03 028 038 4 3B 0 0 WE 3B 

53 TQ46751897 PGR SW 02 030 038 4 38 0 0 WE 38 



program ALC011 aJlp(.ETE LIST OF PROFILES 12/01/96 EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELO page 1 

-----lfJTTLES----- PED ----STONES---- STRUCT/ SUBS 

SAMPLE DEPTH TEXTURE COLOUR COL ABUN CONT COL GLEY >2 >6 LITH TOT CllNSIST STR POR !HP SPL CALC 

0-28 me 1 10YR42 00 10YR56 52 C y 0 0 0 

28-55 mcl 10YR53 00 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

55-90 mcl 10YR63 00 75YR68 81 II y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

90-120 zl 10YR81 00 75YR68 00 II y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

1P 0-29 mc:1 10YR53 00 1DYR56 00 C y 0 0 HR 

29-53 mcl 2SY 74 00 10YR68 00 11 y 0 0 D IIDCAB FIi p y y Border 11 ne mzc 1 

53-68 hzcl 2SY 72 00 10YR66 00 11 y 0 0 0 IIDCAB FIi p y y Platy siltstn 68 

2 0-30 mcl 10YR43 OD 0 0 0 

30-65 hcl 2SY 53 00 10YR58 00 11 - 00 y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

65-85 hc:1 DSY 610075YR580011 y 0 0 0 p y 

2P 0-28 msl 10YR43 00 0 IISST 5

28-50 msl 10YR54 00 0 0 IISST 30 p 

50-70 mcl 10YR64 00 0 0 IISST 45 p !70sst Qroots 70

3 0-28 mc:1 10YR43 00 0 0 0 

28-55 mc:1 10YR53 00 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

55-68 mzcl 10YR64 00 75YR68 72 M y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

68-80 mzcl 10YR71 00 75YR68 00 11 y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 Q siltstn 

3P 0-28 zl 10YR53 00 0 0 ZR 5 

28-45 zl 10YR53 00 10YR58 00 C OCfflOO 00 Y 0 0 ZR 30 MASSIV VII P y y Compact 

45-55 zl 10YR72 00 10YR66 00 C y 0 0 ZR 50 MASSIV VII P y y V compact 55 

4 0-20 mcl 2SY 52 00 75YR46 00 M y 0 0 0 

20-35 mcl 10YR72 00 10YR74 68 II y 0 0 0 p y 

35-80 zc 10YR72 00 10YR74 68 M y 0 0 0 p y Water seepage area 

4P 0-25 fszl 10YR53 00 75YR46 00 C y 0 0 ZR 5 

25-40 fszl 10YR63 00 75YR46 00 II y 0 0 ZR 20 MASSIV VII P y y 

40-50 zl 10YR81 00 10YR66 68 M y 0 0 0 MASSIV VII P y y 

5 0-30 mc:1 10YR43 00 0 0 0 

30-50 mc:1 25Y 53 52 75YR58 00 11 OCfflOO 00 Y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

50-80 C OSY 61 71 10YR68 00 M y 0 0 0 p y 

SP 0-2B mzcl 10YR53 00 75YR58 00 C y 0 0 0 

28-40 mzcl 10YR53 63 75YR46 00 M y 0 0 0 MOCPL VII p y y Plough Pan 

40-60 zc 10YR72 00 10YR58 00 M y 0 0 0 MDVCPR VII P y y 

6 0-25 mcl 10YR42 00 0 0 0 

25-45 mcl 10YR42 00 10YR66 00 F 0 0 0 M 

45-55 mcl 10YR54 53 10YR66 00 C y 0 0 0 M Browner - Q sp 1 

55-80 zl 10YR72 00 10YR74 68 M y 0 0 0 p y 

6P 0-25 mc:1 10YR42 00 0 0 HR 

25-37 mc:1 10YR43 00 10YR56 00 F 0 0 IISST 1 IIOCSAB FR M 

37-70 mcl 10YR54 00 0 0 FSST 10 IIOCSAB FM M 

70-120 mc:1 10YR64 00 0 0 FSST 15 M 



progr-am ALC011 C01PLETE LIST OF PROFILES 12/01/96 EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELO page 2 

----KlTTLES----- PED ----STONES---- STRUCT/ SUBS

SAHPLE DEPTH TEXTURE COLOUR COL ABUN CONT COL GLEY 2 >6 LITH TOT CllNSIST STR POR IMP SPL CALC 

7 0-30 fszl 10YR43 00 0 0 0 

30-75 mc:1 10YR64 00 75YR58 00 H y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

75-110 mcl 10YR63 00 75YR58 00 H y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

7P 0-31 msl 10YR43 00 0 0 HSST 5 

31-43 lms 10YR56 58 0 0 HSST 15 WKCSAB VF H 

43-65 fsst 10YR64 72 10YR68 00 H 0 0 0 p Compact - Q spl 65 

8 0-30 mcl 10YR32 00 5 0 HSST 5 

30-60 mcl 10YR42 00 10YR44 00 F 0 0 HSST 5 H 

60-68 mcl 1 OYR42 53 1 OYR44 00 C y 0 0 HSST 5 H Compact - Q spl 68 

SP 0-23 mcl 10YR42 00 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 HR 2 

23-36 mcl 10YR53 00 10YR56 00 H OCM,100 00 Y 0 0 HSST HOCSAB FH H 

36-55 zc 25Y 53 00 10YR68 56 H OCK\100 00 Y 0 0 0 STCPR VH p y y 

9 0-30 mcl 10YR42 00 0 0 0 

30-55 hcl 10YR52 00 10YR56 00 C OCM,100 00 Y 0 0 0 p y Re P,t 1 

55-90 C OSY 61 71 10YR68 00 H y 0 0 0 p y 

10 0-28 mcl 10YR53 00 10YR58 00 F 0 0 HR 1 

28-45 hcl 25V 63 00 10YR58 00 C y 0 0 0 p y Re Pit 1 

45-60 C 05Y 72 00 75YR58 00 H y 0 0 0 p y 

11 0-30 mcl 10YR53 00 10YR58 00 F 0 0 HR 1 

30-40 hcl 25Y 63 00 10YR68 00 C y 0 0 HR 5 p y Re Pit 1 

40-60 C 25Y 72 00 75YR58 00 H y 0 0 0 p y 

12 0-30 mcl 10YR53 00 75YR58 00 C y 0 0 0 

30-40 C 10YR63 00 75YR58 51 H y 0 0 HSST 10 p y 

40-60 C 10YR72 00 75YR58 00 M y 0 0 0 p y 

13 0-30 mzcl 10YR53 00 10YR56 52 C y 0 0 0 

30-60 C 10YR73 00 75YR58 00 M y 0 0 0 p y 

14 0-30 msl 10YR43 00 0 0 HSST 10 

30-45 msl 10YR64 00 10YR66 62 M y 0 0 HSST 10 H Canpact - Q spl 45 

15 0-30 mzcl 10YR53 00 10YR56 00 F 0 0 0 ) Flat and low 

30 60 mzcl 10YR53 00 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 0 M ) lying land -

60-80 hzcl 10YR63 00 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 0 p y ) Q 3b flood risk 

16 0-30 mcl 10YR43 00 0 0 HSST 5 

30-40 mcl 10YR54 00 0 0 HSST 25 M 

40-50 mcl 10YR54 00 0 0 HSST 35 p Impen SO sst 

17 0-25 mcl 10YR43 00 0 0 HSST 5 

25-40 mcl 10YR54 00 0 0 HSST 30 p 

40-50 mcl 10YR54 00 0 0 HSST 40 p Impen 50 sst 



program ALC011 ro1PLETE LIST OF PROFILES 12/01/96 EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELO page 3 

----lt)TTLES----- PED ----STONES---- STRUCT/ SUBS

SAl1PLE OEPTH TEXTURE COLOUR COL ABUN CONT COL GI.EV >2 >6 LITH TOT CONSIST STR POR !HP SPL CALC 

18 0-28 mcl 10YR43 00 0 0 MSST 5 

28-45 mcl 10YR54 00 0 0 MSST 30 p 

45-60 mcl 10YR64 56 0 0 MSST 30 p 

60-85 msl 10YR64 00 10YR68 00 C y 0 0 MSST 30 p 

85-120 scl 10YR64 00 10YR68 00 M y 0 0 MSST 30 p 

19 0-30 msl 10YR43 00 0 0 MSST 10 

30-50 msl 10YR54 00 0 0 MSST 30 p 

S0-60 lms 10YR64 00 0 0 MSST 50 p 

60-65 fsst 10YR73 00 0 0 0 p Compact 65 

20 0-30 mcl 10YR43 00 0 0 MSST 20 

30-45 rncl 10YR54 00 0 0 MSST 35 H Imp 45 sst 

21 0-30 mcl 10YR43 00 0 0 MSST 10 

30-50 rncl 10YR54 00 0 0 MSST 20 H 

50-58 mcl 10YR54 00 0 0 HSST 30 p 

58-65 msst 10YR63 00 0 0 0 p Compact 65 

22 0-25 zl 10YR53 00 0 0 ZR 5 

25-28 zl 10YR64 00 0 0 ZR 30 H l28canpact Re4P 

23 0-25 zl 10YR53 00 0 0 ZR 5 

25-30 zl 10YR63 00 75YR68 00 H y 0 0 ZR 30 p y !30compact Re4P

24 0-25 zl 10YR53 00 0 0 ZR 5 

25-30 zl 10YR64 00 10YR56 00 C OOMNOO 00 Y 0 0 ZR 30 p y !30compact Re4P

25 0-25 zl 10YR53 00 0 0 ZR 10 

25-45 zl 10YR63 72 10YR56 00 C OOMNOO 00 Y 0 0 ZR 35 p y 

45-50 zl 10YR72 00 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 0 p y I SOcompact Re4P 

26 0-25 fszl 10YR53 00 0 0 ZR 10 

25-40 fszl 10YR81 72 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 ZR 30 p y 

40-45 zl 10YR81 72 10YR58 00 H y 0 0 0 p y l45compact Re3P 

27 0-28 zl 10YR53 00 0 0 ZR 5 

28-50 zl 10YR81 72 10YR66 68 M y 0 0 ZR 30 p y !SOcompact Re3P

28 0-25 zl 10YR53 00 0 0 ZR 10 

25-38 zl 10YR81 72 10YR66 68 M y 0 0 ZR 35 p y 

38-43 zl 10YR75 00 10YR66 00 C y 0 0 0 p y 143compact Re3P 

29 0-25 rncl 10YR43 00 0 0 0 

25-30 hcl 10YR53 00 75YR58 46 M y 0 0 HSST 10 p y 

30-60 C 10YR71 00 75YR46 00 M y 0 0 HSST 10 p y 

30 0-23 mzcl 10YR53 00 10YR56 00 F 0 0 0 

23-40 hzcl 25Y 74 66 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 0 p y 

40-70 hzcl 10YR71 00 10YR56 58 M y 0 0 0 p y 



program ALC011 C01PLETE LIST OF PROFILES 12/01/96 EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD page 4 

----KlTTLES----- PED ----STONES---- STRUCT/ SUBS

SAMPLE DEPTH TEXTURE COLOUR COL ASUN CONT COL GLEY >2 >6 LITH TOT CONSIST STR POR IMP SPL CALC 

31 0-25 mcl 10YR43 00 75YR58 00 C s 0 0 0 Sl gle� 

25-40 he1 10YR64 00 75VR46 58 M y 0 0 0 p y 

40-60 C 10YR71 00 75YR58 46 M y 0 0 0 p y 

32 0-20 mzcl 10YR42 DO 0 0 HR 1 

20-50 mc:1 10YR54 DO 10YR58 00 C �00 DOS 0 0 0 M S1 g1e� 

50-70 mcl 10YR54 DO 10YR58 00 F 0 0 MSST 2 M 

70-120 mel 10YR64 DO 0 0 MSST 5 M 

33 0-25 mzc1 10YR53 00 0 0 HR 1 

25-45 mel 10YR54 00 0 0 0 M 

45-70 mel 10YR54 00 10YR58 00 F 0 0 MSST 2 M 

70-72 mel 10YR64 00 0 0 MSST 5 M Imp 72 hard/dry 

34 0-25 mel 10YR53 DO 0 0 0 

25-50 mel 10YR54 00 0 0 0 M Impen SO sst 

35 0-23 mel 10YR53 00 2 0 MSST 2 

23-38 me1 10YR43 00 0 0 MSST 2 M 

38-43 fszl 10YR43 00 0 0 MSST 50 p Impen 43 sst 

36 0-25 mel 10YR43 00 0 0 0 

25-55 mel 10YR54 00 0 0 MSST 20 M 

55-70 mel 10YR56 00 0 0 MSST 10 M Impen 70 sst 

37 D-28 mel 10YR53 00 1DYR58 00 C y 0 0 0 

28-50 mel 25Y 63 00 75YR58 00 C OOMNOO 00 Y 0 0 0 M Q spl 

50-68 he] 10YR72 00 75YR58 DOM OOMNOO 00 Y 0 0 0 p y 

68-85 C 10YR61 00 75YR58 00 M y 0 0 0 p y 

38 0-23 hel 10YR53 00 75YR56 00 C y 0 0 0 

23-40 hel 10YR51 00 75YR56 00 M y 0 0 0 p y 

40-80 zc 10YR61 00 10YR58 00 C y 0 0 0 p y 

39 0-15 mcl 75YR53 DO 75YR56 00 C y 0 0 HR 2 

15-35 he] 75YR53 00 75YR56 00 M y 0 0 0 p Q sp1 

35-60 C 10YR61 00 10VR68 00 M OOMNOO 00 Y 0 0 0 p y 

40 0-25 mcl 10YR43 00 0 0 HR 2 

25-40 mel 10YR53 00 0 0 MSST 5 M 

40-50 mcl 10YR53 00 0 0 MSST 20 M Imp 50 sst 

41 0-25 hel 10YR53 00 1DYR58 00 F 0 0 HR 2 

25-70 hel 10YR54 00 10YR58 00 C s 0 0 HR 2 M S1 gle� 

70-120 hel 10YR54 00 10VR58 00 C s 0 0 0 M Sl gle� 

42 0-25 mzcl 10VR43 00 0 0 MSST 2 

25-50 mcl 10YR53 00 10YR56 00 C y 0 0 MSST 5 M Re Pit 8 

50-80 C 10YR72 00 75YR56 00 M V 0 0 MSST 10 p y 



program ALC011 

SAMPLE DEPTH TEXlURE 

43 0-20 mzcl 

20-35 mzcl 

35-60 zc 

44 0-28 mcl 

28-50 mcl 

45 0-18 mzcl 

18-30 mcl 

30-60 C 

46 0-15 mzcl 

15-25 mzcl 

25-60 zc 

47 0-28 mzcl 

28-45 mzcl 

45-65 zc 

48 0-20 mzcl 

20-30 mzcl 

30-60 zc 

49 0-28 mzcl 

28-60 zc 

so 0-20 mzcl 

20-30 mzcl 

30-60 zc 

51 0-25 mzcl 

25-35 mzcl 

35-60 C 

52 0-28 mzcl 

28-38 hcl 

38-60 C 

53 0-30 mzcl 

30-38 mzcl 

38-50 C 

50-70 C 

�LETE LIST OF PROFILES 12/01/96 EAST SUSSEX SP UCKFIELD 

----KlTTLES-----

COLOUR COL ABUN CONT 

10YR42 00 75YR58 00 C 

10YR53 00 10YR56 00 C 

25Y 63 61 75YR46 00 H 

10YR53 43 

1 OYR63 00 1 OVR58 00 H 

10VR43 00 

10VR63 00 10VR56 00 C 

10VR73 00 75YR56 00 H 

10VR44 00 10VR58 00 C 

10YR53 00 10VR56 00 C 

25Y 63 61 75VR46 00 H 

10VR44 00 10VR58 00 C 

10VR53 00 10VR56 00 C 

25V 63 61 75VR46 00 M 

25V 43 00 10VR58 00 C 

10VR53 00 10VR56 00 C 

25V 63 61 75VR46 00 M 

10VR53 00 10VR56 00 C 

10VR53 00 75VR58 52 M 

10VR44 00 10VR58 00 C 

10VR53 00 10VR56 00 C 

25Y 63 61 75YR46 00 M 

10VR44 00 10VR58 00 C 

10VR53 00 10VR56 00 C 

25Y 63 61 75YR46 00 M 

10VR42 00 

25V 63 00 10VR58 00 M 

25V 73 00 10VR58 00 M 

10VR44 00 

10VR53 00 10YR56 00 C 

25V 72 00 75YR68 00 M 

25V 63 61 75YR58 00 M 

PED ----STONES---- STRUCT/ 

COL GI.EV >2 >6 LITH TOT CONSIST 

y 

()()'H()() 00 y 

y 

Cla'HOO 00 V 

OQl9jOO 00 V 

OCMIOO 00 V 

s 

OCMIOO 00 V 

V 

s 

OOHNOO 00 V 

V 

s 

OOHNOO 00 V 

V 

V 

OOl'NOO 00 V 

s 

OQl9j00 00 V 

y 

s 

OOHNOO 00 V 

V 

OOHNOO 00 V 

OOHNOO 00 V 

OOl1NOO 00 Y 

OQl9j00 00 y 

y 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o o 

o o 

o o 

0 HR 2 

0 HSST 10 

o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 

0 HSST 2 

o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 

0 HSST 2 

0 HR 2 

o o 

0 HR 1 

o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 

0 HR 2 

0 HR 2 

0 HR 2 

o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 

SUBS 

STR POR IMP SPL CALC 

H 

p y 

H 

H 

p V 

H 

p V 

M 

p V 

M 

p V 

p V 

H 

p y 

M 

p V 

M 

p V 

M 

p V 

p V 

page 5 

Re P1t 8 

Impen SO sst 

Sl gle� 

Re Pit 8 

Sl gle� 

Re P1t 8 

Sl gle� 

Re Pit 8 

Sl gle� 

Re Pit 8 

Sl gle� 

Re Pit 8 

Q spl 

Re P1t 8 
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Agricultural Land Classification 
East Sussex Structure Plan 

Land at Uckfield 
Reconnaissance Survey 

Agricultural Land 
Grade 

2 H 

3a ^ 

3b H 

Quality • 

I Excellent 

I Very Good 

• Goocj 

I Moderate 

J Poor 

I Very Poor 

Area(ha) 

nil 

5.6 

19.8 

240.7 

2.7 

nil 

Other Land Categories 

w 

ym:i: 

Urban 

Non-Agricultural 

Wootdland 

Agricultural Buildings 

Open Water 

Not Surveyed 

Area (tia) 
10.2 

nil 

2 8 . 4 

1.2 

ni l 

nil 

Total agricultural land a r e a 2 6 8 . 8 
Total survey a r e a 3 0 8 . 6 

*Grade/category not present within survey area 

Scale 1:50,000 

Further details contained in MAFF (1988) Agricultural Land 
Classification of England and Wales - Revised guidelines 
and criteria for grading the quality of agricultural land, 
MAFF (Publications), London SE99 7TP. 
The information is accurate at the base map scale but any 
enlargement would be misleading. 

Reproduction m whole or part by any means is prohibited 
without the prior permission of MAFF. 
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	1.0 Introduction
	1.1 Croudace Homes Limited commissioned this report to assess the quality of agricultural land at Bird in Eye Farm, Uckfield, TN22 5HA (‘the Study Area’).
	1.2 The Study Area is located at Bird in Eye Hill, southeast of Uckfield. The grid reference at the centre of the Site is TQ484207. The location of the Study Area is shown in Appendix A.
	1.3 This assessment involves a desktop review of factors that can affect the Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) grading in the Study Area, together with a review of relevant Post-1988 ALC mapping on the MAGIC website0F .
	1.4 The results of a site survey carried out by the former Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food (MAFF)1F  are described.  A copy of the MAFF Post-1988 ALC report is given in Appendix B.
	1.5 The assessment follows the approach of the ALC system for England and Wales2F , henceforth referred to as ‘the ALC Guidelines’, as described below.
	Methodology

	1.6 This desktop assessment of agricultural land quality has been carried out by a Chartered Scientist (CSci), who is a Fellow (F.I. Soil Sci) of the British Society of Soil Science (BSSS). The soil surveyor meets the requirements of the BSSS Professi...
	1.7 The ALC system provides a framework for classifying land according to the extent to which its physical or chemical characteristics impose long-term limitations on agricultural use. The ALC system divides agricultural land into five grades (Grade 1...
	1.8 The remainder of this report is structured as follows:
	 Section 2 – Planning Policy Context
	 Section 3 – Desktop Agricultural Land Classification
	 Section 4 – Conclusions
	2.0 Planning Policy Context
	2.1 National planning policy guidance on development involving agricultural land is set out in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)5F , which was revised on the 19th of December 2023.  The NPPF aims to provide a simplified planning framework ...
	‘180…Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by:
	a) protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, sites of biodiversity or geological value and soils (in a manner commensurate with their statutory status or identified quality in the development plan);
	b) recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, and the wider benefits from natural capital and ecosystem services – including the economic and other benefits of the best and most versatile agricultural land, and of trees and woo...
	2.2 Paragraph 181 of the NPPF (2023) states that ‘181. 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 p...
	2.3 The Study Area falls in the local planning jurisdiction of the Wealden Local Plan 1998. The current Development Plan includes a policy regarding best and most versatile land under “Chapter 5: Development in the Countryside”:
	‘DC10 Within the countryside (outside the development boundaries as defined on the Proposals Map), proposals for golf courses and related development may be permitted where they have no adverse effect on the character and appearance of the area. In ad...
	(1) meet the requirements of policies elsewhere in the Plan for the    protection of landscape, nature conservation, woodland, archaeology and the best and most versatile agricultural land…’
	Best Practice Guidance

	3.0 Desktop Agricultural Land Quality
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	MAFF Post 1988 ALC

	4.0 Conclusion
	4.1 The entire Study Area is covered by a Post 1988 ALC survey by the former MAFF, who determined that agricultural land in the Study Area is entirely Subgrade 3b due to a soil droughtiness limitation.
	4.2 Therefore, developing Subgrade 3b agricultural land in the Study Area would not significantly harm national agricultural interests regarding the NPPF (2023) or Development Plan policy.



