
Latchmore Brook Wetland Restoration Project: 
Responses from Public Exhibition Event 

A second Public Exhibition on the Latchmore Brook Wetland Restoration Project was held on Tuesday 6th 
October 2015 at Hyde Church Community Centre.  Attendees were invited to make comments about the 
proposed planning application for the restoration project by completing a feedback form.  The feedback 
included the following questions: 

• Do you have any comments you would like to make about the proposed application? 

• Would you like to be informed by e-mail when the planning application is submitted? 

Attendees were also given the opportunity to submit their feedback form via the Forestry Commission’s 
email address1 up until Monday 26th October.  The information from the exhibition boards was also 
posted on the Latchmore Wetland Restoration Website2.   

A total of 80 responses were received. 25 feedback forms were completed at the public exhibition, 55 
were submitted via the Forestry Commission’s email address/posted after the public exhibition. 

The following table provides a summary of the key issues raised from the total of 80 responses received.  
An accompanying response is also provided from the Forestry Commission and Environmental Impact 
Assessment team.   

Summary of public consultation responses  

Responses from public consultation event FC and EIA Team Response 

Water Environment  

Seven people stated that they were worried about 
the effects of the restoration works on water quality, 
water flow in the area and how the issue of flood risk 
would be addressed. 

Chapter 6: Water Environment of the 
Environmental Statement (ES) which will be 
submitted with the planning application will set out 
all the potential effects of the restoration works on 
water quality and water flow. A detailed Flood Risk 
Assessment will also be included.  

Several members of the public noted that there 
should be a requirement to monitor effects of work 
on the catchment downstream (over a period of a 
number of years) before progressing with the 
proposal.  There were concerns that the timing of the 
works are being dictated by the project instead of a 
practical approach which could minimise potential for 
damage. 

The works will be undertaken over a four year 
period and monitoring will be undertaken 
throughout this period to assess the effects of the 
works.  Sufficient evidence of the baseline situation 
has been obtained as part of the EIA process to 
enable a robust assessment of the potential effects 
of the proposed works to be undertaken.  

Several respondents raised concerns that the Brook 
may return to its current course even if works do 
take place, given the unpredictability of the 
watercourse. 

There is no evidence from the modelling work 
undertaken as part of the EIA to suggest that this 
will occur.   

A respondent noted concern that although the 
floodplain in the area was to be extended, no 
boundary for this extension was provided at the 
exhibition. 

The detailed findings of the Flood Risk Assessment 
(FRA) will be included in the ES.  

1 enquiries.latchmore@forestry.gsi.gov.uk 
2 http://www.hlsnewforest.org.uk/hls/info/100/latchmore 
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Another member of the public was concerned that 
the EIA had inappropriately mapped the crossings 
across the Brook.  It was also recorded that the 
crossings could potentially become dangerous once 
the works had finished due to erosion.  Related to 
this, another member of the public queried what 
crossings would be proposed in the scheme and how 
the raising of the stream bed would affect the 
crossings in general. 

We are not aware of any inaccuracies on the maps 
in relation to the location of the crossings/access 
structures. All the maps have been checked with 
the FC to ensure that the crossings/access 
structures have been accurately located.  

The proposed scheme will involve the replacement 
of:  

• Two vehicle fords.  

• Nine culverts (two collapsed). 

• One collapsed vehicle bridge. 

• One collapsed pedestrian bridge. 

• One footbridge. 

• One vehicle bridge. 

These structures will be replaced with: 

• 12 pedestrian fords. 

• Three vehicle fords. 

This will result in improvements to the condition of 
the crossings/access structures thereby improving 
access in the catchment. 

The reduced bed level of the stream will also make 
crossing possible (for example by horse) in many 
more locations than at present.  

A person noted that the year-round supply of stream 
water which is required to support grazing animals 
should be continued. 

A year round supply of water for grazing animals 
will be maintained. 

Three respondents expressed concern that the EIA 
did not accurately present the current locations of 
streams in the area and where they would be 
repositioned to in terms of contours, levels and 
location.  As such it is suggested that recreating the 
natural course of the stream would come down to 
‘guess work’. 

The maps provided at the public exhibition are 
considered to be accurate. The proposed 
watercourse routes are all based on LiDAR digital 
mapping. 
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A number of people stated that they have concerns 
regarding what measurements have been used to 
record the erosion in the Brook which is stated as a 
reason for the works.  It was unclear if an accurate 
benchmark has been used. 

Information on erosion within the catchment, used 
to inform the assessment which will be presented in 
the ES Water chapter, was provided by the JBA and 
FC site walkover, as reported in the JBA 2014 
report3.  The walkover recorded evidence of erosion 
and the local geomorphological processes that were 
present identified the likely causes.  

The JBA report modelled the catchment for baseline 
conditions and restoration scenarios, and used 
velocity outputs from the baseline scenario to 
compare against model outputs for the restoration 
scenarios.  The velocity outputs were then used to 
estimate the probability of lateral channel 
movement based on a velocity threshold for clay 
dominated cohesive sediment erosion of 1.3m/s, 
which was determined from the Hjulström curve.  

The Hjulström curve is a graph widely used by 
geomorphologists to determine the critical velocity 
thresholds at which a river will erode, deposit or 
transport sediment. It is a useful tool to 'predict' 
the potential for erosion and deposition.  

Two respondents stated that the benefits of the 
works would be outweighed by the length of time and 
the amount of energy required to carry out the 
works. 

Five respondents stated that they supported the 
project due to the positive impact it would have on 
the flow of the water and the subsequent benefits for 
the surrounding habitats and improvement in terms 
of flood risk in the area.  It was also noted that 
returning wetland areas to their former condition 
would benefit not only local flora and fauna but also 
the local human population.  

Comments noted. 

3 JBA (2014) Latchmore Catchment: Assessment of the Hydromorphic Impact of Potential Restoration Options. 
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Ecology   

Plants  

Five people expressed concern about the loss of trees 
(in particular mature trees), shrubs, scrub and gorse 
in the area.  These concerns related to a loss of trees 
through felling and also as a result of the raising of 
the water table which might occur as a result of the 
works.   

One respondent noted that in parts of Latchmore 
Brook shrubs currently display signs of overgrazing 
and stated that mitigation measures to prevent this 
from reoccurring should be included as part of the 
proposal. 

Chapter 7 of the ES on ecology will set out in detail 
the assessment of the proposed works on habitats 
and a separate tree survey will set out detailed 
information on which trees will be removed within 
the open forest.  

The potential issue of overgrazing lies outwith the 
scope of the ES.  The Verderers and Natural 
England are of the opinion that whilst some areas 
of the Forest may have more grazing, there are 
other areas that have fewer animals and as such 
there is diversity across the Forest, which is what 
has created the variety of habitats. Numbers of 
animals will always go up and down. 

Three members of public were concerned that 
protected areas are being used for stockpiling 
materials and as access routes for work vehicles.  In 
particular it was highlighted that two priority ponds 
are to be used.  It was also noted that these areas 
are not highlighted on the appropriate maps. 

No access tracks or stockpile areas will be located 
on priority ponds. 

Insects  

Seven people referred to the potential for adverse 
impacts on damselflies.  Others expressed concern 
that the insect population in general would be 
affected by the works, the dragonfly being specific 
mentioned. 

A full assessment of the effects of the proposed 
works on Southern Damselflies has been 
undertaken by Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife 
trust and will be included in the ES in Chapter 7: 
Ecology.  

Fish  

Six people stated that they are concerned that the 
fish population within the area may be detrimentally 
affected by the restoration works themselves, or by 
the changes to the local environment that the works 
cause.  According to respondents, key species which 
might be affected are sea trout and salmon. It was 
cited that the potential negative effects might arise 
as a result of impacts on spawning patterns, 
potential for pollution and habitat loss or damage. 

A full assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works on fish has been undertaken by 
Turnpenny Horsfield Associates Ltd and will be 
included in the ES in Chapter 7: Ecology.  

Birds  

Seven people who responded expressed concern 
about the potential for negative effects on birds.  A 
loss of habitat and potential for direct damage in 
terms of injury or death caused by the works were 
highlighted by a number of respondents.  Several 
members of the public highlighted the kingfisher as a 
species which might be most affected by the 

A full assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works on birds has been undertaken by 
LUC and will be included in the ES in Chapter 7: 
Ecology.  Careful consideration has been given to 
the timing of the proposed works to avoid the bird 
breeding season where possible.  Where works are 
proposed to be undertaken within the bird breeding 
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proposal.  It was also highlighted that the timing of 
the works might adversely affect some breeding 
birds. 

season, an ecological clerk of works will search 
each work area for nesting sites.  Where nests are 
identified, a buffer area of at least 10m will be 
established and no works will take place within that 
area until the nest is fledged.   

Bats  

Two respondents stated that they were worried about 
the effects on bats.  Ogdens Mire was highlighted as 
an important bat roost which might be lost as a 
result of the restoration works. 

A full assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works on bats has been undertaken by 
RPS and LUC and will be included in the ES in 
Chapter 7: Ecology.  No works will be undertaken at 
Ogdens Mire that has the potential to affect bat 
roosts. 

Commoners’ stock  

Eight respondents made reference to the potential 
effects on commoners’ livestock (including ponies, 
donkeys and cattle).  It was stated that: 

• The EIA does not appropriately address the 
importance of these animals in the area. 

• That the works proposed may affect animal 
grazing in the area as a result of the 
realignment of streams and increase in traffic 
in the area. 

• That Latchmore Shade which is of particular 
importance to livestock in the area may be 
adversely affected by the proposals. 

• The potential for more boggy areas to be 
created might cause animals to become 
trapped in them. 

 

The EIA does consider the potential effects on 
commoning, of which no significant effects are 
predicted. Further information will be included in 
Chapter 11 of the ES or ‘Land Use and Recreation’.  

The scheme has the support of the Verderers and 
the New Forest Commoners Defence Association. 
The Verderers consider that on the whole the 
wetland restoration works will improve grazing, as 
when other grazing has become burnt off in the 
summer, the wetter areas still have grass growing 
for the animals. Evidence from other wetland 
restoration schemes indicates that ponies make use 
of these wetter areas.  

Several respondents raised concerns regarding the 
classification of the SSSI as being in ‘unfavourable’ 
condition.  These concerns related to: 

• the methodology used by Natural England to 
classify the area as ‘unfavourable’; 

• whether or not works would improve the area 
or lead to further damage which would result 
in it remain in ‘unfavourable’ condition; and 

• querying whether or not the EIA statement 
that the works would return the SSSI to a 
‘favourable’ condition was correct or that it 
would merely result in a transition to an 
‘unfavourable improving’ condition. 

The condition assessments undertaken by Natural 
England use a standard agreed methodology.   The 
Latchmore Wetland Restoration is required as SSSI 
Units 30, 44, 48, 49, 50, 58, 66, 540 and 541 are 
currently classed by Natural England as being in 
‘unfavourable recovering condition’, as mentioned 
above.  Units classed as ‘recovering’ are defined by 
Natural England as ‘not yet being fully conserved 
but all the necessary management mechanisms are 
in place.  At least one of the designated feature(s) 
mandatory attributes are not meeting their targets 
(as set out in the site specific Favourable Condition 
Table).  Provided that the recovery work is 
sustained, the unit will reach favourable condition 
in time.’  

NE has identified the SSSI Units in the Latchmore 
Brook catchment as being ‘recovering’ due to the 
Latchmore Wetland Restoration project which is 
proposed by FEE.  If the restoration is not 
implemented the SSSI Units will revert to being 
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classed as ‘unfavourable no change’ or 
‘unfavourable declining’.   

Archaeology  

Two people expressed concern that inappropriate 
levels of consideration had been given to the 
historical context and archaeological value of the 
area.  It was highlighted that the area shows 
evidence of early human activity which would be at 
risk as a result of the proposal. 

A full assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works on archaeology has been 
undertaken by Oxford Archaeology and will be 
included in the ES in Chapter 8: Historic 
Environment.   

One respondent stated that they were happy that the 
EIA gives substantial consideration to the cultural 
and historical significance of the area. 

Comment noted. 

Traffic and Transportation  

Six respondents expressed concern about the 
potential effect of the increased traffic on the local 
environment.  The potential for negative effects on 
the SSSI verges due to the narrow roads in the area 
was specifically highlighted. 

A detailed assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works on traffic has been undertaken by 
Transport Planning Associates and will be included 
in the ES in Chapter 9: Traffic and Transport.   

The existing access tracks within the site are wide 
enough to accommodate the work vehicles and as 
such the verges will not be affected.  

Eleven people stated concerns about the overall 
increase in the volume of traffic.  Concerns related to 
the increase use of roads by HGVs and the potential 
for detrimental effects on local road safety (local 
people and cyclists in particular) given the limited 
capacity of the local road network, and the current 
condition of road surfaces in the area. 

A detailed assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works on traffic will be included in the ES 
in Chapter 9: Traffic and Transport.  There will be a 
significant increase in HGV vehicle along the local 
roads when the restoration works are being 
undertaken but the numbers involved will not 
exceed the estimated capacity of the road network.  
A condition survey will be undertaken before and 
after the works and full liaison with Hampshire 
Highways will be undertaken. . 

Vibration  

One respondent raised concerns about a potential 
increase in vibration levels due to HGV traffic 
associated with the proposed works.  Particular 
concern was expressed as the respondent’s property 
is very close to the road. 

A detailed assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works in relation to vibration on 
properties along the access routes has been 
undertaken by Hoare Lea Acoustics and will be 
documented in the ES. The assessment indicated 
that vibration may be perceptible by residents but it 
will not cause building damage, even for buildings 
of cob construction.   
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Landscape  

Six people stated that they were concerned about the 
potential adverse effects on the landscape.  It was 
also stated that any detrimental effects on the 
landscape would take longer to reverse than were 
reported. 

A detailed assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works on both the landscape and view 
has been undertaken by LUC and will be included in 
the ES in Chapter 10: Landscape and Visual Effects.  

A number of respondents questioned the visual and 
recreational amenity effect of the proposal 
particularly in relation to Latchmore Shade.  It was 
requested that a visual impression of the proposal 
should be prepared. 

As outlined above, a detailed assessment of the 
landscape and visual effects will be included in the 
ES. Photomontages (visual representations) are 
typically used as a tool to assist with understanding 
how specific new elements – usually built structures 
– will appear in the context of an existing 
landscape. The nature of the proposed works at 
Latchmore, involving alterations to existing 
landscape features, and subsequent ongoing 
change as natural processes affect the development 
and integration of those altered landscape 
elements, does not lend itself to objective visual 
representation.  

Five respondents queried whether the landscape in 
particular would recover from the works proposed in 
a short period of time and whether evidence would 
be supplied to support any claims that it would.  
Reference was made to the potential for ‘unnatural 
residue’s’ such as sunken terrain to be left behind 
following the works. 

It is estimated the landscape will recover within a 
period of approximately 24 months. This is based 
on the experience of wetland restoration schemes 
completed elsewhere in the New Forest.  

Land use  

One respondent stated that soil may be loose around 
the weir in Latchmore and that a soil sample should 
be taken at this location given that contamination 
may have occurred at this point due to the presence 
of a gunpowder factory upstream. 

As part of the water quality (WQ) sampling 
programme supporting the Water Framework 
Directive (WFD) scoping assessment, a WQ spot 
sample was taken at the weir in February and May 
2014 to indicate the physico-chemical and nutrient 
conditions of the brook.  Water quality results from 
samples taken by Cascade Consulting in 2014 
suggest that the Latchmore Brook appears to be a 
low pH, oligotrophic stream that is also low in 
dissolved inorganic solids such as minerals, salts, 
metals, cations and anions (as indicated by the low 
conductivity readings). Of possible relevance to the 
mobilisation of sediment is that suspended solid 
results showed 6mg/l at the site, which is well 
below the former Freshwater Fish Directive 
threshold of 25mg/l.  However, it was noted from 
the Environment Agency’s long term monitoring 
point that suspended solids levels were strongly 
influenced by flow conditions, meaning that levels 
of suspended solids are likely to be higher at times 
of higher flow. 

However, the monitoring programme and results 
outlined above were not designed to investigate 
contamination levels and the potential mobilisation 
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of soils around the weir or the site of a former 
gunpowder factory.  Therefore, the results provide 
little insight into this issue due to the design of the 
suite of analysis to support the criteria required by 
the WFD assessment.      

Recreation  

Two respondents stated that the restoration works 
would limit the potential for recreation in the forest in 
the short term. 

Recreation activity will be restricted in the 
immediate areas where the works will be taken 
place but in the context of the Latchmore 
Catchment, this will be very limited in extent. A full 
assessment of the effects of the restoration works 
on recreational activity will be provided in Chapter 
11 of the ES. 

Six respondents stated that they were worried that 
recreation uses would be lost in the long term as a 
result of the restoration works. 

It is not anticipated that there will be any long 
terms effects on recreation uses. As outlined above, 
a full assessment of the effects of the restoration 
works on recreational activity will be provided in 
Chapter 11 of the ES. 

Several respondents made reference to specific forms 
of recreational use which would be lost or affected by 
the restoration works.  These mainly included 
walking and horse riding but some respondents 
referred to cycling and bird watching. 

As outlined above, it is not anticipated that there 
will be any long terms effects on recreation uses. A 
detailed assessment of the potential effects of the 
proposed works on both recreation has been 
undertaken by LUC and will be included in the ES in 
Chapter 11. 

Miscellaneous  

Eleven people were concerned that similar 
restoration works within the New Forest and 
elsewhere (including Ditchend and Amberslade) had 
poor results and questioned whether the results of 
the Latchmore Brook project would be similar. 

An independent assessment of a selected number 
of wetland restoration schemes within the New 
Forest was undertaken by the River Restoration 
Centre and Jonathan Cox Associates.  This report 
shows that many of the wetland restoration 
schemes within the New Forest have been 
successful and met their aims. 

Eight respondents raised concerns relating to the 
public funds which were used to support the 
programme of works.  These concerns related to: 

• the scheduling of the works in terms of the 
use of European money which is including the 
project programme; 

• the future of the scheme, if the UK was to 
withdraw from the EU; and 

• issues of transparency particularly in relation 
to a lack of assessment of the economic 
impact the scheme -  given that the scheme 
will make use of public money. 

The current programme of restorations is funded 
under a Higher Level Stewardship (HLS) Agreement 
with the Verderers of the New Forest. This 
agreement provides funding to the Verderers to 
support the management of the habitats and 
species within the New Forest until 2020; the 
wetland restorations being one of many projects 
and management practices being funded through 
this scheme.  

Natural England set up the HLS with the Verderers 
in 2010, on behalf of DEFRA. The Verderers have 
signed up to carrying out this management, 
receiving HLS funds to do this.  

The implementation of this management is carried 
out by the Verderers. The FC delivers the works on 
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behalf of the Verderers.   

The HLS agreement is effective until the 29th 
February 2020; therefore funding is guaranteed 
until then. 

With regard to the concern about transparency, 
HLS Board Meetings are published on the HLS 
website: http://www.hlsnewforest.org.uk 

One respondent expressed concern about the levels 
of noise pollution which might result from the works 
and associated works vehicles. 

Some noise will be generated by the work vehicles 
but this will not be significant. An assessment of 
the noise effects associated from additional traffic 
generation will be set out in Chapter 9: Traffic and 
Transport of the ES. This assessment was carried 
out by Hoare Lea Acoustics.  

Several people stated that they were concerned that 
the decision on the proposals was a forgone 
conclusion as a schedule of works had already been 
produced.  Some were concerned that the National 
Park Authority is a partner of the scheme and yet 
they would be making the planning decision on it.   

Comment noted. 

Eight respondents were worried that there would be 
negative impacts on the local economy particularly in 
relation to tourism, small business such as pubs and 
visitor numbers.  These concerns related to: 

• the impact of the increased number of HGVs 
and appearance of works in the short term in 
relation to visitor numbers; 

• the final outcome of the works in relation to 
future visitor experience in the area; and 

• the start of works at an important time of the 
tourist season. 

It is not anticipated that the proposed works will 
have any significant effect on tourism activity with 
in the local area.  There will be an increase in HGV 
vehicles on the local roads for the period of time 
within the works take place but it not believed that 
this will lead to a reduction in tourism activity in the 
area.  

Fourteen people responded to the consultation event 
stating that they had concerns over the materials to 
be used in the works for the restoration proposal.  
These concerns related to the use of clay, gravel and 
heather bales in particular.  Members of the public 
were concerned that: 

• the importation of foreign materials by HGV 
would cause damage to the area in terms of 
pollution and impacts on visitors and wildlife; 

• the routes that HGVs would take and 
tonnages required were not included in the 
public exhibition; 

• the use of foreign gravel could bring disease 
into the area; 

• the clay used may take the form of clay plugs 
which gained poor reviews in the Wetlands 
Restoration Review; and 

• the movement of gravel during and after the 
works could cause scarring downstream. 

Careful consideration has been given by the FC to 
the most appropriate materials and techniques to 
use in the scheme. This has been based on the 
experience of completing almost 150 wetland 
restoration schemes within the New Forest. All 
imported substrate material will be washed prior to 
use to minimise any risk of contamination.  

A map showing the routes used by HGV vehicles 
was included at the public exhibition and full details 
will also be provided in Chapter 4 of the ES. 

http://www.hlsnewforest.org.uk/
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A number of respondents made comments in relation 
to the EIA.  These related to:  

• the depth of information  - in particular the 
need for more ecological input and water 
environment information to support its 
findings; 

• the perceived inadequacy of the baseline 
surveys in relation to hydrological changes; 
and 

• concerns that the public exhibition boards 
only identified one significant short term 
negative effect.  It is suggested that any 
knowledge of both the Latchmore catchment 
and the similar works employed elsewhere in 
the New Forest HLS Scheme makes this 
optimistic conclusion of great concern 
regarding the depth and completeness of the 
assessments. 

A full assessment of the effects of the proposed 
works on ecology and hydrology will be included in 
the ES. It is not possible within the scope of a 
public exhibition to disseminate all of the 
information gathered in undertaking the EIA and it 
would have been inappropriate to do so. As part of 
the planning application process, all members of 
the public and statutory consultees will be given the 
opportunity to review the ES and make comments 
on its findings.  

The ES has been compiled by specialist experts in 
their representative fields and in accordance with 
good practice. 

Ten respondents stated that they were in support of 
the restoration project.  Comments in support of the 
project highlighted that: 

• the display was well researched and helpful 
in terms of highlighting the key points and 
potential effects of the restoration; 

• previous examples of similar restoration 
works had had an overall long term positive 
impact on the local environment. 

It was requested that works should be carried out to 
a high standard when implemented. 

Comments noted. 

 

LUC, December 2015 


