
Friends of Latchmore 
 

Report of meeting with Forestry Commission: 6 June 2013 
 
Present:  
Forestry Commission (Mike Seddon, Marianne Bergin, Jane Smith) 
Friends of Latchmore (John Shepherd, Fiona McDonald, Ailsa Farrand)  
 
This was a very useful and constructive meeting, primarily concerned with FC preparations for 
planning applications for their wetland restoration projects. Mike Seddon welcomed participants and 
introduced Marianne Bergin, who has recently been appointed as Senior Ecologist (?) 
 

1) Planning Applications: Structure & Timing 
a. Jane Smith stated that the FC expected to appoint planning consultants to assist with 

preparing the applications very shortly, and confirmed that they did not expect any to be 
submitted until the end of this year at the earliest 

b. The structure and timing of the applications has not yet been decided (the consultants 
will provide advice). The merits of a catchment-based approach were mentioned, but it 
is likely that work  will need to be phased even within catchments. They will be 
consulting with the NPA as well re requirements. 

c. The FC confirmed that it has commissioned further hydrological modelling work to be 
carried out over the next few months on the upstream inclosures from JBA Consulting 
(which FoL representatives welcomed). 

d. FC confirmed that there will be no further work on site (including tree felling) until 
planning applications have been submitted and decided. 

e. FC also informed us that HLS funding can be applied within forested inclosures, 
provided that these have been thrown open to stock (e.g. Amberwood & Island Thorns). 
Alderhill is the only closed inclosure (i.e. fences actively maintained) in the Latchmore 
catchment. 
 

2) Supporting Information for the Latchmore Application 
a. Jane Smith distributed copies of a recently prepared draft scoping document listing the 

topics that the FC intended to address (scanned copy attached), and invited comments. 
b. Based on a quick reading of the document, FoL representatives noted that it mentioned 

many issues that were regarded as very important by FoL, including 
i. Hydrological modelling of upstream areas in addition to Latchmore 

ii. Review of (and possible revisions to) the restoration proposals 
iii. Provision for pre & post-operational monitoring 
iv. Justification for & objectives of scheme 
v. Consideration of alternative options (including doing nothing) 

vi. Analysis of effects on key species & habitats, and grazing 
vii. Hydrogeological aspects including flooding regime and water quality 

viii. Archaeological impacts 
ix. Traffic & access aspects 

c. FoL commended the constructive and professional approach now being applied, and 
noted that efforts to quantify objectives, effects and monitoring targets would be highly 
desirable. Suggestions included soil moisture measurements and studies on what degree 
of wetness is appropriate for which species. 

d. FoL will submit further comments after closer inspection of the scoping document, and 



the FC said it would welcome further involvement in its development.  
 

3) FoL Commissioned work 
a. In response to a question from the FC, JGS stated that FoL has not actually 

commissioned any work, but had been introduced to independent herpetologist and 
ecologist Tom Langton by our lawyers. He has been taking an interest in the scheme 
(and some wider New Forest management issues) and has drafted an independent 
report. This should be finalised very soon and a copies would be made available to the 
FC and other interested parties. 

 
4) Other Issues 

a. FoL stated that we still consider that a formal EIA is a legal requirement under both the 
EIA (Agriculture) Regulations and the Habitats Regulations, and that we are still 
waiting for a response to a solicitors’ letter to Natural England sent in January… 

b. JGS stressed that FoL is not opposed to wetland restoration in principle, only to major 
engineering works being undertaken without adequate assessment, evaluation and 
monitoring. 

c. It was agreed that the meeting had been very useful, and that further meetings should be 
arranged as & when appropriate. FoL would welcome an opportunity to discuss the 
planning application with the consultants when they have been appointed. 

 
 

John Shepherd for FoL 
8 June 2013 

 


