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Sabrina Robinson 
Planning, Monitoring and Compliance Officer 
South Downs National Park Authority 
South Downs Centre 
Midhurst, GU29 9DH 
 
Dear Ms Robinson 
 
SDNP/20/01535/FUL: The extraction of 343,670 tonnes of chalk (156,214 cubic metres x 2.2 tonnes per 
cubic metre) and the importation of 1,149,000 tonnes (633,333 cubic metres x1.8 tonnes per cubic metre) of 
clean inert waste/soils and clays and the importation of approximately 31,000 tonnes of top soil (21,000 
cubic metres x 1.4 tonnes per cubic metre) with the continuation of ancillary recycling operations until 31st 
December 2028 at Butser Hill Lime Works, GU31 5SP.  
 

The Parish Council has considered this very large and complex application as best as it can because it is felt 
that it could have significant effects in the parish.  
 
Our comments are grouped under the follow headings: 

 potential adverse effects (including suggestions to ameliorate);  

 the significant opportunities provided by the restoration phase; and  

 plans for community engagement and local benefits. 

 
It is our understanding that the applicant is applying to consolidate all existing permissions (and new 
proposals) into this one application. Although the applicant already has permission for chalk extraction 
(under SDNP/18/03798/CND), that permission did not specify the tonnage to be removed, and the 
proposals to import inert waste, clays and top soils contain new elements – and all the ‘restoration’ 
proposals are also new. The ancillary recycling is already permitted under SDNP/18/03168/CND. We focus 
our comments on the new parts of the application and welcome the fact that all works on the site will be 
completely finished by December 2028. 
 
Potential adverse effects (including suggestions to ameliorate) 
 

The Parish Council feels that potential adverse effects could include noise, dust, smells, air pollution, 
vibrations, lighting, extra traffic, highways safety, mud on roads, groundwater pollution, drainage, 
tranquillity and landscapes.  
 
Given the complexity of this application, the local community is completely dependent on a wide range of 

technical specialists scrutinising these proposals carefully, thoroughly and independently on our behalf so 

as to protect, conserve and enhance our local environment (an area in which our parishioners live). These 

will include officers at East Hampshire District Council, Hampshire County Council and the South Downs 

National Park Authority as well as others at organisations such as the Environment Agency, Natural 

England, Historic England, Highways England and the relevant Water Companies. 
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We note the following issues, in particular, and ask that each is considered carefully: 
 

 The applicant’s analysis of the potential numbers of lorry movements suggests one every 10 

minutes for five years. This represents a huge number of heavy vehicles with all the adverse effects 

on local amenity and safety that they would bring. It should be borne in mind that all vehicles 

leaving the site to travel southbound on the A3 will firstly travel north to the roundabout at 

Greenway Lane so as to turn round and travel back along the same slip-road. Thousands of these 

‘double movements’ will need to be taken into account. 
 

 What size of vehicles is envisaged (14 tonnes or 20 tonnes) and what would be the advantages and 

disadvantages of each with regard to amelioration? 
 

 The relatively new ‘shared use’ cycle and pedestrian route between Greenway Lane and the Queen 

Elizabeth Country Park uses the same access as all the vehicles travelling to and from the Quarry 

site. This is part of a National Route and the proposals will inevitably bring conflicts and increase 

the existing dangers. Clear segregation to separate walkers from cyclists as well as segregating 

walkers and cyclists from all the heavy lorries will be vital. 
 

 The change in operating hours is also likely to bring adverse amenity effects for parishioners. Our 

understanding is that the current permission (SDNP/18/03168/CND) allows vehicles to enter or 

leave the site between 7am and 6pm Monday to Friday (7am-1pm Saturdays) whilst the operating 

hours in the site are restricted to 8am to 6pm Monday to Friday (8am-1pm on Saturdays). The 

proposals appear to be seeking to allow operations from 7am to 6pm Monday to Friday and from 

7am to 1pm on Saturdays. The adverse effects of these changes will need to be gauged very 

carefully. 
 

 There does not seem to be any reference to lighting proposals – but, during the winter months, 

many hours of operation will be taking place during the hours of darkness. This site is in a very 

sensitive location in a narrow, ‘pinch-point’ part of the Core Area of the South Downs International 

Dark Skies Reserve and not far from the renowned Clanfield Observatory. It will be important that 

there is no upward glow from the site at any time of year and that all opportunities to reduce light 

pollution are taken. The Strategic Policy SD8 in the new South Downs Local Plan is very clear on this 

matter.    
 

Two other matters, the amounts of waste / soils that are proposed to be imported and the potential loss of 
important heritage assets, are raised in the next part of this submission as they relate to the opportunities 
that should be required in the restoration phase. 
 
Opportunities provided by the restoration phase  
 

The Parish Council believes that there are huge opportunities to be grasped in terms of the landscape, 
biodiversity, cultural heritage, recreation and learning – and an exemplary scheme should be required as 
befits a National Park.  
 

There will be opportunities to meet both National Park purposes, and no aspects should be overlooked or 
ignored: 

 Conserving and enhancing natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage 

 Promoting opportunities for the understanding and enjoyment of the special qualities of the 

National Park by the public. 
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We have a number of comments about the restoration and ask that each is considered carefully: 
 

 With regard to the landscapes: if permission were to be granted to import the specific tonnes of 

waste, clays and soils, would this, in effect, determine the sort of landforms that can be included in 

the restoration phase?  Are these two parts of the proposal inextricably linked? By permitting the 

amounts of materials being brought to the site (as well as the amounts of chalk yet to be extracted) 

would this rule out some potential landforms / landscapes?  

 

 The Parish Council feels that the whole application (the combination of extraction and importation 

of materials) should be ‘landscape-led’ – and not determined by the availability or otherwise of 

waste materials etc. 

 

 Following on from the points above: would it be possible to leave some exposed examples of the 

chalk quarry face (both as an ‘educational / interpretive’ feature for visitors and as a nesting ledge 

sites for peregrines as recommended by the County Ecologist in 2018?  

 

 By way of further support for the above idea, the Parish Council notes that the Landscape 

Character Assessment for this area points out that chalk pits are identified as characterising this 

landscape. Any proposal to remove all trace of this heritage should not be accepted 

 

 An area of exposed chalk face would also provide the potential for geological interest: a defining 

aspect of this particular National Park 

 

 Allied to the above is the retention and restoration of at least some parts of the old lime kilns. 

These kilns are a locally recognised asset and are felt, by the National Park Authority, to merit 

Listing. Retaining at least parts of these kilns (even just a façade) would give an opportunity to 

inform and educate visitors to the area about the cultural and industrial heritage of the area – 

linked to the underlying geology (something which should be important in a National Park) 

 

 It is very clear in some places in the application documentation that these kilns are to be kept, but 

in one other place it is suggested that they might be removed. Policies in the Hampshire Minerals & 

Waste Plan (2013) are, however, very clear on the matter: Policy 7 deals explicitly with conserving 

the historic environment and heritage assets and states that such assets “will be protected” and 

that “minerals and waste developments should preserve or enhance the character or appearance 

of historical assets” and Policy 9, which deals with restoration, also refers to “opportunities to 

enhance areas of the historic environment” 

 

 The Pre-Application advice from the South Downs National Park Authority (SDNPA), dated 21st 

November 2018, was also very clear on this matter: that the Lime Kilns are a locally recognised 

asset and that they should be preserved or at least partially preserved in accordance with the 

Minerals & Waste Plan Policy 7 

 

 It would be a tragic loss to the history and heritage of this area if these lime kilns were to be lost at 

this late stage of the quarry’s life. They are important structures that reveal part of the early history 

of the quarry and should be preserved or at least partially preserved 
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 The restoration of the site provides an excellent opportunity to provide large-scale biodiversity 

enhancements, potentially including the creation of a variety of habitats including new woodland 

or chalk grassland to link and extend existing habitats and also to connect species to the wider 

landscape 

 

 Consideration could also be given to providing some sort of water feature, perhaps a pond, to add 

to the range of biodiversity that the site could support and to provide links / corridors with other 

ponds in the area, both in the Country Park and elsewhere in Buriton parish 

 

 There are also significant opportunities to extend the recreation offered by the adjacent Queen 

Elizabeth Country Park – including walking and cycling – by improving footpath links and 

accessibility 

 

 The Parish Council recognises that some of the more detailed aspects of the restoration scheme 

could also be very important, including: 

 How deep will the topsoil be (31,000 tonnes are specifically proposed)? 

 Will the topsoil come from an appropriate source so as to produce the calcareous grassland 

(and other planting) desired? 

 How will the quality of the infill and top soil be judged – and by whom?  

 Will the topsoil have been sterilised so as to remove any unwanted seeds, ragwort etc. 

 We note that it is proposed to store topsoil on site for a number of years: could this cause any 

unwanted deterioration? 

 
Community engagement and local benefits. 
 
The Parish Council has noted that, according to the Hampshire Minerals & Waste Plan (Policy 14, paragraph 
5.57), there should have been engagement with the local community during the pre-application stage of 
these proposals but the Parish Council has never been approached by TJ Waste Ltd nor had any other 
involvement at all.  
 
It is felt that it will be particularly important for there to be adequate liaison from now on, through to the 
completion of the restoration and after-care phase, involving local residents and other interested parties as 
well as the Parish Council.  
 
The Parish Council would like to see the establishment of a Liaison Panel to help ensure better 
communications and cooperation between the applicants, SDNPA, HCC, the Parish Council and others for 
all the forthcoming operations, restoration and after-use issues. As paragraph 5.50 of the plan explains: 
“local knowledge is considered to be vital” in such proposals.  
 
Policy 14 of the Hampshire Minerals & Waste Plan is also very explicit about expecting an agreement 
between the applicants and the local community “as a source of funding for local benefits”. The supporting 
text (paragraphs 5.53 – 5.55) explain why and  how such contributions to community funds (“local funding 
benefits”) are expected – with Parish Councils explicitly cited as appropriate local bodies. 
 
The Parish Council believes that there is a small reference somewhere amongst the hundreds of pages of, 
mostly technical, information in the application to some funding having been provided for Butser Ancient 
Farm which, whilst being a very worthy cause, is rather remote from the quarry site and in a completely 
different parish. We trust that this matter can be addressed in the future. 
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Concluding remarks 
 
Due to the number of uncertainties and concerns in the comments summarised above, the Parish Council’s 
submission takes the form of an objection at this stage. 
 

If planning permission were to be granted, the Parish Council would wish to be reassured that there would 
be no further extensions to the timescale beyond December 2028. A number of extensions have been 
permitted on this site in the past with continuing adverse effects on parishioners and visitors to this part of 
the National Park but it is now felt that it is very important for all work and disturbance to be completed by 
the 2028 date being specified.  
 
Finally, and for clarity, we note that the applicant does not own the entire site and that they may need to 

work with other owners to implement the proposals. But we understand that other owners do not have 

any quarrying (or waste) rights or permissions. Consideration of these factors should be taken into account 

in the decision-making processes. 

 

Yours sincerely  

 

 

Petra Norris  

Clerk to Buriton Parish Council 


