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Background 
 
The Friends of Latchmore (FoL) is an informal organisation, formed at a public meeting early in 
2012, to challenge the proposed “restoration” project for the Latchmore Brook, which involved 
importing some 10 000 tonnes of gravel, to fill in much of the existing stream-bed and force it to 
follow a presumed earlier and more meandering course. 
 
The primary reasons for this opposition were that:- 
 

a) It would be excessively damaging to the existing ecological and amenity value of the stream 
& valley floor 

b) The purpose of the “restoration” had not been clearly or specifically stated 
c) No site-specific environmental assessment of the potential benefits, costs and risks of the 

scheme (or any alternatives) had been undertaken, contrary to UK and European 
environmental law  

d) It was futile to attempt “restoration” of the Brook downstream of the inclosures, since there 
is extensive enhanced drainage in the upper part of the catchment: a whole catchment 
approach was required 

e) There was evidence from previous “restorations” that the method proposed would fail (the 
infill would be swept away by floods after heavy rain). 

 
The reasoning behind these objections has been amplified in a number of Presentments to the Court 
of Verderers (copies are available on request, and on the FoL website at 
http://friendsoflatchmore.org/reports/presentments-to-the-verderers-court ) 
 
Current Position 
 
The objections stated above still stand, and they will apply to any new or revised proposals unless 
and until they have been addressed adequately. 
 
Following representations from specialist solicitors engaged by FoL, and threats of legal action, the 
Forestry Commission has agreed to submit an application for Planning Permission, and to carry out 
an Environmental Impact Assessment, as required under the UK Town & Country Planning Act and 
related legislation. FoL maintain that the requirements of the EU Habitats Regulations also apply 
but this has not yet been determined. 
 
FoL maintains that the EIA must include clear statements and assessments, based on quantitative 
analysis of appropriate survey and monitoring observations (usually multi-annual) of:- 
 
1) The present condition and status of the site, including 

a) geology, morphology, hydrology and soils 
b) vegetation 



c) vertebrates (including mammals, reptiles, birds & fish) 
d) invertebrates (terrestrial & aquatic)  

 
2) The nature and extent of any deficiencies in the condition of the site that can be identified and 

quantified, and may need to be addressed 
 

3) Quantitative targets for any changes to site conditions that may be desirable to alleviate such 
deficiencies 

 
4) Possible options for restoration and/or future management that may assist in achieving these 

targets, generally aiming for maximum benefit with minimum intervention 
 

5) Comparative Assessment of the environmental (and other) risks, benefits and costs of all 
options identified, including the “no change” option as a baseline for comparison 

 
6) Recommendations for preferred options, based on the Comparative Assessment 
 
7) Statement of (quantitative) criteria for evaluating the success of the project 
 
8) Statement of post-operational survey & monitoring required, to acquire data to enable post-

project evaluation to be undertaken 
 
 
Concluding Observations 
 
FoL is in favour of environmental protection and conservation, and is not opposed to wetland 
restoration projects in principle.  However, it is opposed to heavy-handed and ill-considered 
projects that are unlikely to achieve any clear benefits, especially where the methodology proposed 
has clearly failed elsewhere. 
 
FoL hopes that it will be possible for the Forestry Commission and its HLS partners to come 
forward with carefully planned and much less damaging alternative proposals, to achieve clearly 
articulated and quantifiable benefits for the ecology and amenity of the whole of the Latchmore 
catchment. FoL is willing to collaborate to help to achieve that objective, and looks forward to 
continuing consultation throughout the process.  
 
If it proves impossible to develop and agree upon any less damaging alternative proposals, FoL 
maintains that the status quo is acceptable, despite the damage already done by the Forestry 
Commission in the preparatory stages of the project, and that the “do nothing” option should be 
adopted. 
 
 
 


