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Dear Secretary of State 

 New Forest National Park Authority planning application 16/00571 

 I write to ask you to call in the planning application above, for the wetland 

restoration at Latchmore Brook.  

This is the latest and by far the largest such restoration and is proving deeply 

controversial and divisive. It involves years of disruption, the destruction of habitats, 

amenity, and the importation to the Forest of thousands of tons of 'alien' hoggin and 

clay. Of course, there is a proper argument to be had with respect to the proposed 

mitigation and the expected benefit once the restoration is complete and the 

landscape has recovered. The record of such interventions however, is instructive: 

there is abundant evidence available that recent smaller interventions of the same 

type have done great damage and failed to achieve their stated objectives. 

My preference is always for such controversial matters to be determined locally by 

councillors elected for that purpose. The New Forest National Park Authority that 

will determine this application is however, not an elected and accountable body. 

Furthermore, I believe that it would be improper for National Park Authority to 

determine the application for the reasons I will set out.  

I was alarmed at the lack of scrutiny given to a recent similar (though smaller) 

restoration scheme at Wooton Bridge, notwithstanding the objections from the 

public and Burley Parish Council, and I believe that this lack of scrutiny is a 

consequence of the vested interests involved. These restorations are principally 

funded by the Higher Level Stewardship scheme. The New Forest will receive some 

£16 million in funding from this source. Natural England agreed this astonishing 

amount on the basis that it would be a partnership between the New Forest National 

Park Authority, The Verderers, and the Forestry Commission, with the three 

organisations dividing up the funding between them. The influence of the Official 

Verderer and the Forestry Commission over the deliberations of the planning 

committee, together Park Authority's own share of the Higher Level Stewardship 

funds, render the committee an inappropriate forum for the determination of the 

application. 

  
Conflict of Interest 

To conclude, the planning authority is the New Forest National Park Authority, 

which has a major and irreconcilable conflict of interest as it is itself one of the 

three sponsoring partners of the Higher Level Stewardship scheme that would fund 



the project, and receives significant funding from that scheme. This conflict of 

interest therefore goes well beyond that which is normally handled by a local 

planning authority so that public confidence in any decision requires that it be 

taken by you as the Secretary of State. 

National Interest 

Moreover there is a national interest:  The application proposes major and 

potentially very damaging engineering works (involving the importation and 

emplacement of almost    100,000 tonnes of hoggin and clay etc) in a location that 

is within a National Park, in an area that is also an SSSI, an SAC, a SPA and a 

RAMSAR site. It is therefore of national interest and should not be determined 

solely by the local planning authority. 

Disproportionate Response 

Finally there is a question of disproportionate response. The declared purpose of 

the scheme is to discharge the responsibility of the landowner (the Forestry 

Commission) to improve the ecological condition of a small stream (and its 

margins) that has been assessed as "unfavourable recovering" by Natural England.  

That assessment is however contested and based mainly on minor visible evidence 

of historic works undertaken to enhance land drainage.  There is therefore an issue 

of principle to be decided i.e. whether a landowner is required to take 

disproportionate action involving a very large expenditure of public funds,that is 

not guaranteed to succeed. in order to ameliorate a minor (and essentially 

technical) failure to meet Natural England's requirements for "favourable" 

condition.  

 

I hope you will agree that, in the interests of public confidence in the robustness of 

the planning system, this planning application should be called in. 

 Yours 

 DS 

 


