
MIDGHAM FARM “QUARRY” PLANNING APPLICATION 

HCC/2024/0755 

 

Planning Application Information 

To view the planning application please click on the above reference number which 

will take you to Hampshire Council’s planning website.  To comment you will need to 

click on the link at the top of the details page.  This is how it will appear after you 

have agreed to the Copyright Information and Disclaimer: 

Planning application: 25/10023 

Back to results – Start a new search – Comment on this application 

 

Planning Committee Meeting  

At our Planning Committee Meeting held on Monday 20th January members of the 

public spoke to voice their concerns and reasons why they would be objecting to the 

application.  You can view the list of objections raised by viewing the minutes using 

this link: 

192300-Draft_Minutes_250120.pdf 

 

Hampshire Minerals and Waste Plan Partial Update Regulation 18 Consultation 

To view our response to the Hampshire Minerals and Waste Plan Partial Update 

Regulation 18 Consultation and our comments specific to the Midgham Farm site, 

please click on the following link: 

Reg18-022.pdf 

 

Hampshire Minerals and Waste Plan Partial Update Regulation 19 Consultation 

Please find attached below our response to the Hampshire Minerals and Waste Plan 

Partial Update Regulation 19 Consultation which again contains our comments 

specifically about the Midgham Farm site. 

 

Report of the Hampshire County Council Planning Officer In Response to the 

Original Planning Application Submitted in 1992 

Please find attached below the Planning Officer’s report giving reasons why he 

recommended refusal to the original application for a sand and gravel extraction site 

at Midgham Farm.  This report is referred to in our responses to both of the above 

mentioned consultations. 

https://planning.hants.gov.uk/Disclaimer?returnUrl=%2FPlanning%2FDisplay%2FHCC%2F2024%2F0755
https://planning.hants.gov.uk/Disclaimer?returnUrl=%2FPlanning%2FDisplay%2FHCC%2F2024%2F0755
https://www.alderholtparishcouncil.gov.uk/_UserFiles/Files/_Minutes/192300-Draft_Minutes_250120.pdf
https://documents.hants.gov.uk/mineralsandwaste/Reg18-022.pdf


RESPONSE FROM ALDERHOLT PARISH COUNCIL 

HMWP Partial Update: Proposed Submission Plan  - Regulation 19 Consultation  

Response from Alderholt Parish Council (APC)  –  February 2024 

To be sent to hmwp.consult@hants.gov.uk 

 

Note an X in the relevant box indicates that is the option selected 

HMWP text is in black 

APC comments in blue 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Appendix A – Site allocations 
 
Midgham Farm 
Location: Off Hillbury Road, Alderholt, Fordingbridge  
Grid reference: SU 133 122 
Map p179 
 

Legally compliant (prepared in accordance with legislation)  ☐ Yes ☒ No 

Sound (fit for purpose)      ☐ Yes ☒ No 

Complies with the Duty to Co-operate     ☐ Yes ☒ No 

 
ALDERHOLT PARISH COUNCIL STRONGLY OBJECTS to the inclusion of this site.  What has 
changed since 1995 when application 92/NFDC/050721 recommended for refusal was 
withdrawn prior to its determination?  Evidence shows that this site would not be deliverable, 
through its failure to comply with National and Plan policies.  There is no evidence to show 
that the issues of 1995 existing today can be resolved. 
This rural area on the extreme edge of the HCC authority area abuts the village of Alderholt 
and is very close to important biodiversity sites, all of which would be adversely impacted 
should this site be developed.  
 
Alderholt Parish Council (APC) strongly recommends that this site should not be considered for 
mineral extraction and infill until all the current permissions relating to the ongoing Hamer 
Warren/Bleak Hill workings have been fully complied with including land restoration to the required 
standards. 
 
Hydrology 
We included with our Regulation 18 submission a number of photos taken in December 2022 and 
January 2023 which clearly demonstrated not only the flooding, surface water and high water table 
issues in the areas of Harbridge Drove, Hillbury Road and Ringwood Road, but also evidenced how 
the “restoration to agriculture at Bleak Hill is unachievable”, with the area now being utilised as a 
solar farm!   
 
The area comprises clay soils and has excessive groundwater issues as shown by the flooding of 
past winters 2022/23 and 2023/4.  Standing water occurs in the fields on both sides of Hillbury Rd 
and Ringwood Rd, with footpath E34/7 from Hillbury Rd to Midgham Farm flooding every winter.  
With climate change resulting in greater amounts of rainfall occurring more frequently, with increased 
intensity the situation of flooding is only going to worsen, as the water has nowhere to go.  Evidence 
must be provided to demonstrate compliance with Policy C2 b) which requires reducing vulnerability 
and providing resilience to the impacts of climate change… . 
 
In the 1995 withdrawn application 057021, the officer’s report majors on the ecology in para 

10.11.1&2 and the extensive hydrology issues under section 10.13 where the numerable springs are 

mentioned alongside the potential removal of water storage within the gravel aquifer.  This is of a 

concern considering the increasing pressure on water supplies with global warming and climate 

change as per summer 2022.   

There is also the ongoing flooding issue in the area as shown by the Dorset Council flooding checker 

accessed by the following link: - 



There is also the ongoing flooding issue in the area as shown by the Dorset Council flooding checker 

accessed by the following link: - 

https://check-for-flooding.service.gov.uk/location?q=BH31%207PH&v=map&lyr=mv,ts,tw,ta,gr&ext=-

1.888694,50.894664,-1.769451,50.938335 

 
This other link from the Dorset Council Dorset Explorer shows the levels of ground water in Alderholt 
– these levels don’t change at the county boundary and show the extent of the hydrology issues. 
 
https://explorer.geowessex.com/?layers=24185&basemap=26&x=378008.83&y=99630.73&epsg=27
700&zoom=10 
 
Flooding doesn’t stop at the County boundary 
 
A number of springs rise in Midgham Long Copse, which borders the site to the east, and any 
disruption to the hydrology here has the potential to adversely impact both this ancient woodland and 
the Avon Valley.  There are problems with hydrology in this whole area, covering the proposed site at 
Midgham as well as the ongoing extraction at Hamer Warren and Bleak Hill.  These are brought to 
the fore in paras 143 -148 of the Officer Report on Planning Application 19/11326 (to extend the 
permission for extraction, restoration and aftercare of Hamer Warren Quarry - Bleak Hill 111 site to 
2025) which identifies the following concerns: 
 
Para 145 states: - 
The concerns raised in representations relating to impact on the groundwater are noted. The EA 
conclude that overall, the effects of the proposed extension on water resources is insignificant, and 
although there could be significant impacts on water quality, these can be mitigated for. Long term 
impacts on groundwater levels and stream flows are also ruled as not considered to be significant, 
but all the same it is proposed that monitoring will be undertaken, and mitigation measures 
implemented if required. However, given the scale and duration of the proposed extension any 
dewatering raises concerns that adequate monitoring and mitigation measures may not be in place 
for the protection of groundwater, surface water and private wells. The Applicant will need to apply for 
a Water Resources Abstraction Licence for the proposed Transfer for any dewatering is to be carried 
out from the excavation void(s) and conditions will be imposed to require review of the ground water 
monitoring data and a Monitoring Strategy based on that review. 
 
Para 165 states: - 
Restoration for Bleak Hill I and II is to agriculture land with nature conservation and biodiversity 
enhancements. The proposed restoration scheme delivers a balance of agricultural land with features 
for nature conservation together with public access extended across the site, including the existing 
landholding. 
 
 
Para 174 (the report conclusions) state, 
It is considered that the proposal would:  
• contribute to maintaining an adequate and steady supply of sand and gravel for Hampshire though 
the development of an extension to an existing mineral extraction site identified in the adopted 
Hampshire Minerals and Waste Plan (2013);  
• be a time limited mineral extraction in the countryside which is subject to a requirement for 
restoration and aftercare and not cause an unacceptable visual impact;  
• protect soils;  
• not adversely affect local archaeology and cultural heritage;  
• not have a significant adverse effect on designated or important ecology and biodiversity;  
• be acceptable in terms of highway capacity and safety and cumulative impacts;  
• not cause any additional flood risk and protect the quality of groundwater and surface water; 
and  
• not cause unacceptable adverse amenity or other cumulative impacts. 
 
The assumption is that it is only hydrology affecting the R Avon needs to be considered. The 
Development Considerations must consider hydrology throughout the development and restoration 
period, which take into account not only total rainfall but the frequency and intensity of storm events 



and impact of drought on an altered ecosystem.  The proposal does not comply with Policy 8 Water 
resources. 
 
Environment 
With regard to the environment, the SA/SEA has justified the inclusion of this site by reference only to 
the R Avon floodplain complex of habitats and Ringwood Forest.  It has not identified the ancient 
woodland or ancient/species rich hedgerows where the risks to these formed the basis for Natural 
England’s objection to development of the site in 1995.  Because of the extent and proximity of the 
ancient woodlands, a survey is essential.   
 
An ecological survey of land adjacent to the nearby Alderholt Recreation ground (PA3/17/0596 – East 
Dorset District Council) identified nine species of bat across the site: of these two, Greater 
Horseshoe and Barbastelle, are Annex II species.  The Greater Horseshoe bats (GHBs) are reliant on 
continuous habitat/hedge features to connect their roosts to their foraging areas. 
 
The ancient woodland and hedgerows cannot be recreated.  The suggested replacement with new 
planting is wholly inappropriate and inadequate.  
 
Please be aware that The HRA Appropriate Assessment is not consistent in its reporting of 
“Development Plan planned development”:  It unclear if any development identified for Alderholt has 
been included, or if it only refers to Hampshire and NFDC. 
 
Quality of resource and viability  
The viability of this site is problematic/doubtful with 4.2Mt extraction envisaged as opposed to the 
5.9Mt anticipated in 1995.  The NFDC Officer report, (PA92/NFDC/050721) states the gravel has an 
average depth of c 4.1m but has a high silt content, and also refers to the plasticity of the material to 
be extracted, presumably due to clay content.  Both the silt and clay would need on-site processing 
to remove them.  The volume, suitability and availability of the resource must be established together 
with details of how the waste water would be disposed of.   
 
Loss of agricultural land  
The Development Considerations confirm that the land is:  Best and Most Versatile (Grade 3a and 
3b). Soil handling and management is required and restoration to original (or improved) agricultural 
land classification 
 
In the current climate emergency and the requirement for food security the loss of such agricultural 
land is disconcerting.  It is therefore necessary for HCC to establish that restoration to this level is 
feasible.  In 1995 MAFF raised concerns about the potential for water to back-up into the low-lying 
agricultural land during winter periods, and/or after heavy rainfall).  
 
Impact on residents and amenity 
There is a long list of Development Considerations – 19 in all, which of itself must question the 
viability of this site.  
 
The Development Considerations include the need for a buffer in the NW corner of the site to protect 

the amenity and well-being of local residents.  However, there will undoubtedly be a high negative 

impact on Alderholt Dorset residents who are outside the accountable HCC area, with respect 

to excessive increased noise brought about by the extraction, processing and transportation, 

together with associated vibration, dust and air pollution.  EDDC clearly objected to the 1992 

application on the grounds of the “likely detriment to amenity that will be caused to the adjacent 

residential neighbourhood and outlying individual dwellings” at para 5.6 of the officer’s report on PA 

050721.  HCC have failed to recognise adequately these objections.   

The map from the HCC Officer report of 12.6.95 reproduced below shows not only Alderholt, but the 
other outlying rural properties that will all suffer an increase in background noise levels and vibration 
due to extraction and processing equipment as a result of their proximity to the site, and those that 
will be affected by HGV movements.  

 



 
 
Other impacts on residents’ amenity include: - 

 Dust and impact on health and amenity even with damping down. 

 Environmental impact of increased HGV movements to and from the site including physical 
damage to edges of Hillbury Road (C102).  There is damage to the verges on both sides of 
Harbridge Drove (C102) south of the Hamer Warren entrance because it is inadequate to 
cope with the width of two HGVs travelling in opposite directions.  See photo below.  

 

  
These verges are important wildlife corridors.   

 Other road users especially pedestrians, horse riders and cyclists will be at increased risk.   

 Any traffic assessment must include consideration of the risks and ecological damage due to:  

 - increase in HGV movements on Dorset roads and the cost to Dorset Council; 

      - increase in HGV movements at the notorious Bakers Hanging junction (B3081); 

 - increase in HGV movements through Alderholt and onwards through Fordingbridge; 

 - the reduced safety at the junction of Hillbury Road and Ringwood Road 

- the reduced safety at the junction of Harbridge Drove and Kent Lane, as turning right out of  

- Kent Lane due to poor visibility is difficult. 

- Harbridge Drove and Hillbury Road must be assessed fully with regard to the need for 
        speed restrictions and other road safety measures.  
 

Suggested changes: 
Correct the figures in the HRA Appropriate Assessment “Development Plan planned development” so 
that there is consistency in the document. 



 
ALDERHOLT PARISH COUNCIL STRONGLY OBJECTS to this site allocation and recommends 
that it is REMOVED. 
In the event that the Inspector is minded to support its inclusion in the Plan, we recommend 
the following changes are made to the text: 
 
Development considerations: 
It would be helpful if these could be rearranged and grouped under the various topics (eg transport, 
hydrology, flooding, biodiversity)  
 
However, our comments relate to the bullet points as listed on pages 176 & 177 of the Proposed 
Submission Plan Document. 
 
An additional point at the top of the list: - 
 
• Evidence of satisfactory restoration to agriculture of other mineral sites in the Alderholt area, 
including hydrology and nutrient enrichment assessment, prior to any new development to give 
weight to assumptions regarding restoration of this site. 
 
• Protection of the Avon Valley SPA/Ramsar, River Avon SAC, Dorset Heaths SAC and the Dorset 
Heathlands SPA/Ramsar*. 
 
• The impact on the offsite roosting, foraging and breeding areas of the qualifying bird species of 
nearbySPAs/Ramsars, and on their functional linkage*. 
 
• A Hydrological assessment is required to consider whether proposed works will affect nearby 
National Site Network sites, Ramsars and SSSIs, including the issue of nutrient enrichment* 
 
• A Hydrological assessment is required to consider the impact on the parish of Alderholt. 
 
• Buffering and linkage of the offsite woodlands and ancient/species rich hedgerows are required. 
 
• Pre-commencement planting and restoration proposals require phasing and development design to 
ensure connectivity is retained or replaced as a priority, most notably in the southern boundary. 
 
• Restoration proposals will need to relate to the wider landscape and enhance ecological networks 
including provision of deciduous woodland along the boundaries of the site*. 
 
• Protection of water quality and quantity of the River Avon*. 
 
• A buffer is required in the north-west corner and western edge of the site to protect the amenity and 
wellbeing of Alderholt Village and any urban expansion. Buffers are also required to protect the 
adjacent residential properties along the site boundary. 
 
• Replacement of hedgerows, where removed, and additional native tree planting along Hillbury 
Road. 
 
• Dust, noise, vibration and lighting management plan and monitoring is required* to avoid adverse 
impact on residents and wildlife. 
 
• Restoration should include no large open water bodies, for to landscape and airport safeguarding 
reasons. However, small ponds may be acceptable to contribute towards biodiversity. 
 
• Archaeological issues are likely to be significant at this site. Archaeological surveys are required, 
and the presence of the historic settlement may (on balance of archaeological merit or on balance of 
value of deposits compared to cost of mitigation) require preservation and possible exclusion from 
development, which may reduce capacity. 
 
• The site is Best and Most Versatile (Grade 3a and 3b). Soil handling and management is required 
and restoration to original (or improved) agricultural land classification. Evidence will be required that 
this is achievable without adverse impact elsewhere. 



 
• A new priority junction will be required onto Hillbury Road and a conveyor belt to cross Lomer Lane 
for the second phase of extraction. 
 
• A Transport Assessment is required. This should consider cumulative traffic impacts taking into 
account  

i) the possible expansion of development in Alderholt village  
ii) the increase in traffic from Fordingbridge due to current and planned development 
iii) that the site is a continuation of existing extraction operations at Bleak Hill which would 

cease prior to commencement at Midgham Farm.  
iv) that the proposed site access is further north in Hillbury Road, and the C102 is too narrow 

for the current HGV movements. 
v) The safety of other road users (walkers, cyclists and horse riders) will also need to be 

considered on Hillbury Road and Harbridge Drove (due to the lack of footpath) 
vi) Increased traffic on the B3081 and the high accident rate at its junction with Harbridge 

Drove at Bakers Hanging. 
vii) Increase in HGV movements on Dorset Roads and the cost to Dorset Council 

 
• A Routeing Agreement is required. Routeing to the SRN (A31) will be south along Hillbury 
Road/Harbridge Drove before joining briefly the B3081 at Bakers Hanging and then to its junction 
with the A31.  An assessment of the current and predicted suitability of the entire route including the 
Bakers Hanging junction (outward and return journeys) for HGV traffic is required. .and the B3081 
are suitable routes for HGV traffic. The SRN is located some 5.5 miles south from the site. 
 
• Protection and enhancement of rights of way (Fordingbridge footpath 090/8a, Fordingbridge 
footpath 090/2, Fordingbridge footpath 090/3) and connectivity to the wider network. 
 
• Flood Risk Assessment required. Site must be designed and constructed to remain operational and 
safe for users in times of flood, result in no net loss of floodplain storage, not impede waterflows and 
not increase flood risk elsewhere. 
 
• Hydrogeological/Hydrological Assessment required to ensure that any impacts on groundwater 
flows, surface water flood risk and water quality are considered and avoided or mitigated where 
needed.  This is essential to ensure the safety of road users, minimise road damage and protect the 
amenity of residents including those of Alderholt.  Risks to woodlands and ancient/species rich 
hedgerows and off-site habitats and residential properties must be avoided. 
 
• To comply with Minerals Guidance para 017, detailed assessment required of the cumulative impact 
of this further development (that is even closer to homes) on the amenity of all local residents given 
that they have suffered for decades.   
 

 
Please note: anonymous or confidential representations cannot be accepted. 

The full name of your organisation or 
group (required) 

Alderholt Parish Council  

The full address of your organisation 
or group (required) 

1 Station Road, Alderholt, Fordingbridge, 
Hampshire, SP6 3RB 

Your full name (required) Cllr Gina Logan (Mrs) 

Your position in the organisation or 
group (required) 

Chairman of Alderholt Parish Council Planning 
Committee  

Contact email address (optional) CouncillorGLogan@alderholtparishcouncil.gov.uk 
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