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HMWP Partial Update Proposed Modifications Consultation
Response

Main, Additional, and/or Policies Map Modification(s) that you are responding
to:

Hampshire Minerals and Waste Plan: Partial Update -
Submission Plan

Hampshire Mineral and Waste Plan 2024 — Regulation 24 Consultation

1. Do you consider this/these modification(s):
Legally compliant (prepared in accordance with legislation) [ Yes No

Sound (fit for purpose) ] Yes No

2. If you do or do not consider the above modification(s) to be legally compliant
and/or sound, please explain your reasons for this:

Midgham Farm Site overview- Page 195 of revised Plan

| do not believe that the modification(s) are legally compliant or sound for the
following reasons:

1. Theroads around the immediate are of Harbridge Drove and the B3081 are NOT suitable
routes for HGV traffic.

2. |believe the Transport Assessment should assess the suitability of the route effectively.
The safety of other road users (walkers, cyclists and horse riders) must be taken into
account on Hillbury Road and Harbridge Drove (due to the lack of footpath).

3. The priority junction should not be for mineral traffic movements onto Hillbury Road.
Significant protection and enhancement of rights of way is required (Fordingbridge
footpath 090/8a, Fordingbridge footpath 090/2, Fordingbridge footpath 090/3) and
connectivity to the wider network.

4. The significant adverse impact on the integrity of the Avon Valley SPA/Ramsar, River
Avon SAC, Dorset Heaths SAC and the Dorset Heathlands SPA/Ramsar*.

5. The significant adverse impact on the offsite roosting, foraging and breeding areas of the
qualifying bird species of nearby SPAs/Ramsars, and on their functional linkage.

6. The impacts excessive dust, noise and lighting that will result from the mineral working
for residents and nature.
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3. Please set out the changes you think are needed to make this modification(s)
legally compliant and sound, in respect to the issues you have raised in
Question 2. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording. Please be as precise as possible.

For the reasons given above | believe the whole plan should be reassessed on the
grounds of need versus environmental impact over the benefit to, and for the local
area and the local communities.
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About You

Is this your own personal response or on behalf of an organisation or group?

This is a personal response
[0 This response is on behalf of an organisation or group

If this is a personal response, your name and postal address must be provided for
your comments to be accepted. Please include these below.

Please note: anonymous or confidential representations cannot be accepted.
Your full name (required) Michael John Ratcliffe

Your full postal address
(required)

Your full postcode (required)

Contact email address
(optional)

If this response is on behalf of an organisation or group, please tell us a little more
about yourself and the organisation you are responding on behalf of:

Please note: anonymous or confidential representations cannot be accepted.

The full name of your organisation or
group (required)

The full address of your organisation
or group (required)

Your full name (required)

Your position in the organisation or
group (required)

Contact email address (optional)

Do you wish to be informed:
When the examination recommendations are published Yes (1 No
When the Plan has been adopted Yes (1 No

Of future minerals and waste policy work Yes (1 No




