
The Stop Bengeo Quarry campaign needs your support again. As you are aware we
are currently campaigning against two quarry applications in the Bengeo Field:

1.   The first application was refused by HCC Development Control Committee in
March 2017. The applicants have appealed against this decision and the
Planning Inspectorate will hold a public hearing (currently planned for 1-4 and
9-11 May 2018) before making a recommendation to the Secretary of State to
make the final decision.

2.   The second revised and smaller application was submitted by the same applicants
in October 2017 and HCC Development Control Committee is expected to
consider this proposal on 26 April 2018. However, before this takes place we
have another opportunity to comment on it – the deadline is 7 April.

The current consultation – have your say
The applicants have been asked to provide further information by The Planning
Inspectorate for the appeal on the first quarry application. They have also chosen to add
this additional information to the smaller application. This means that the public needs
to be consulted again so we have another chance to comment. Some of you may have
received a letter from Hertfordshire County Council recently advising you of this.

How you can help?
Please send your comments by email or post and provide HCC with your views on
the additional information that has been submitted by the applicants. We hope the
summary on the other side will be helpful.

YOUR CHANCE TO SAY NO
TO BENGEO QUARRY 
An urgent call for action 

Stop Bengeo Quarry - we say NO again
1. Fundraising cake, coffee, and raffle
On Sunday 15 April at 11.30am-1.30pm, parents and children will be holding
a cake and coffee morning at Bengeo Club. Come to find out more about the
campaign, the next steps and how you can help to stop the quarry. 

2. Photo and film publicity event
On Tuesday 17 April at 3.30pm, children and parents will be holding a
demonstration in the school playground against the proposed excavation of 1.25
million tonnes of sand and gravel from Bengeo Field. We wish to encourage
residents to come along and express their disapproval of the application. (In
March last year, the HCC Committee universally rejected a similar application.
So the children will be spelling out AGAIN - last year it was NO.) We will be
photographing and filming the demo, and will use a drone camera to show how
very near the school is to the proposed excavation site. The school would be
bound to be affected by noise, dangerous dust and heavy lorries on the road
leading from the school to the north. 

3. Poems and posters competition
Children are encouraged to design a Stop the Quarry poster or write a poem
about the field, the beauty of it and the skylarks. Children are asked to bring their
posters and poems to one of the above events or to email them to
info@stopbengeoquarry.org.uk by the end of 18 April.

info@stopbengeoquarry.org.uk • www.stopbengeoquarry.org.uk

AGAIN

SBQ - A4 Leaflet for Consultation_Final  28/03/2018  07:56  Page 1



In our opinion the submitted desk-based study does not sufficiently cover the risk of soil contamination from external sources. This is because
Bengeo Field is a sensitive water catchment zone and therefore a full survey of the surface chalk is required in order to protect Hertford’s water
supply. A precautionary approach would also seek further survey work and protective measures across the area most at risk of contamination due
to possible fuel spills etc. from trucks moving across the site.

info@stopbengeoquarry.org.uk • www.stopbengeoquarry.org.uk

The applicants submitted the following 3 additional points of information - In our view the submitted information is not
sufficient for the following reasons:

Additionally, the following points of objections
still apply to the second application and have not
been addressed by the additional information
submitted:
• Threat to Hertford’s water supply due to
proximity of boreholes

• Concern for local residents’ health
• Concern for local children due to proximity to
Bengeo school

• Unacceptable nuisance of noise, dust, and air
pollution

• Unacceptable road safety and traffic concerns
• Concerns for negative impact on the
environment and countryside

• Loss of natural habitat for wildlife 
• Loss of amenity for Hertford’s community
• Current land bank is double legal requirements
so no need to quarry

How to comment
Send your comments and objections by 7 April quoting ref 3/2352-17 to:
Ms Felicity Hart, Spatial Planning & Economy Unit CHN216, County Hall, Pegs Lane, Hertford
SG13 8DN or email: spatialplanning@hertfordshire.gov.uk

The second application will be decided at 10am on Thursday 26 April 2018 at County
Hall. We hope you will join us to show that we continue to oppose Bengeo Field becoming a
quarry (coaches from Bengeo will be arranged from the Avenue). 

For updates and more information, please visit our Facebook page or our website
http://stopbengeoquarry.org.uk/news and scroll down for all updates. You can also sign up
for the newsletter updates.

You can donate and support the Stop Bengeo Quarry campaign (to pay for professional advice
for the campaign) by making payments to:
• NatWest bank account: Stop Bengeo Quarry Group, 
sort code 60-10-39, account number 14189135

• www.justgiving.com/crowdfunding/stopbengeoquarry (5% charge applies)

Thank you for your continued support.

1. A ground and soil survey to assess the risk of soil contamination within the site area and adjacent land

The new Visual Impact Assessment acknowledges that the eastern boundary of the site would be significantly altered as a result of the new residential
development, which would limit views. However, the developer still claims that the landscape character overall would be enhanced. These arguments are
inconsistent and contradictory. In Appendix A it says extraction “would not only result in a change in the landscape but restoration could lead to a differing
profile with lower related land levels. This would allow significant appropriate screening of any development”. The developer is essentially arguing that by
ruining the landscape they are making it suitable for housing.

The truth is that the impact on the landscape would be devastating and affect the area for a generation. Even after that the existing unique character of
Bengeo Field could never be fully restored. The study contains no reassessment of the views of the first study in the light of a housing development. The
existing right of way is hardly discussed apart from saying that it will be enhanced after restoration. There has been no attempt at all to engage with the
community or to answer the previous criticisms of the development.

The cumulative study does not properly address the significant threat of water pollution. The developer has also not taken account of the negative
impacts on the landscape or green belt by HERT4. We believe that the housing development of HERT4 and the quarry should never have been linked.
The developer has used HERT4 as a justification for quarrying rather than focussing on the real issues of the quarry. 

2. A cumulative impact assessment to take account of the anticipated impacts 

The section on the cumulative impacts on the landscape acknowledge that there are likely to be
some adverse impacts. 

The new Visual Impact Assessment attempts to couple the changes in the landscape with possible
future development of Rickneys. This is entirely inappropriate as the two cases are completely
different. It seems like the developer is trying to mitigate a situation where both quarries are active
simultaneously. The document appears to hint that the Hansen development (should it happen) in
some way justifies the Ware Park development. 

Overall the new documents are confused and in places contradictory. They certainly do not
represent either a credible cumulative impact assessment or a way forward for our much loved
green belt land. We should vigorously oppose this new Visual Impact Assessment – as poor and
totally inadequate.

The section on the cumulative impacts on traffic acknowledge that there could be an extra 10%
of traffic on the roads to the site. It says that this is ‘not unacceptable’ as it is at (not below) the
threshold for the need for an Environmental Impact Assessment. It does not say that it is acceptable
in congestion and road safety terms. The second response of the highway authority was written in
November, 3 months before this material was published. We believe that HCC Highways’ views
should be sought again.

3. A revised Non-Technical Summary (NTS) incorporating elements referred to above
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