


As a walker and cyclist I also concerned about the safety of pedestrians, dog walkers and cyclists and also wildlife. 
There are no pavements in Newton in Bowland and surrounding areas and the narrow roads are already dangerous 
enough without the massive increase in traffic. 
Regarding cyclists, having looked on Strava there have been 180 cyclists on Hallgate Hill, Newton in Bowland from 1 
January 2023 to 28 February 2023. That just the cyclists who are on Strava so you can add to that cyclists who do 
not post on Strava. 
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This is a joke and will have no impact on removing congestion from the road or improving travel time from Newton 
to Clitheroe. 
A fully loaded HGV leaving the B6478 access at Newton Bridge heading up hill to the WFQ site is unlikely to achieve 
anywhere near this speed, and this is happening every 2 minutes at peak, creating severe congestion. 
The plan to remove spoils from the Newton and Marl Hill compounds via the B6478 is severely flawed and 
unworkable. It will result in an untenable situation for the residents and visitors to the Hodder Valley not to mention 
the life-threatening impact on emergency service access to the area. 
Environmental Impact. 
The Hodder Valley sits in an AONB. At night there is no sound except for a few sheep and an occasional owl hooting. 
There is no artificial light in the valley except for that which comes from the residential properties. The area has 

sky status. 
The propose projects will therefore have a significant impact on the area both through the excessive vehicle 
movements and the siting of the Marl Hill and Newton HARP compounds. 
We will see 
A significant reduction in air quality and a huge increase in pollution from HGV and other vehicle exhaust 

emissions, emissions from proposed diesel generators in the working compounds and the dust created by the 
tunnelling and movement of spoils between the sites. All this in an enclosed valley. 
Significant noise from the vehicle movements, proposed generators and works undertaken in the two compounds 

some of which will be outside the proposed working times as the compounds will be operating 24/7. 
Light pollution from the compound sites. 
Damage to the River Hodder water course and surrounding banks etc. 
Impact on wildlife. The area around the proposed 

for the endangered wild Atlantic Salmon and Sea Trout that live in the river. There are also otters and other 
mammals to be found in this area adjacent to the water treatment works. There are many species of aquatic birds in 
the area affected. 
Permanent damage and disruption to the grassland, pasture, heather moors, fencing and field boundaries caused 

bridge over the River Hodder is a spawning ground 

by the project sites and the works on the B6478. 
Overall impact on the AONB both during and after the project. 

Other considerations 
There are other more general considerations to be taken into account. 
Damage to the water supply to dozens of properties in the valley who rely on natural boreholes for their water. 

They have no mains connections and any damage to this supply caused by the project will have a catastrophic 
impact on the farmers, their livestock and the residents affected. Bowsers and bottled water will be grossly 
inadequate in the event of losing their natural water supply. 
Loss of agricultural land. 
Lack of any form of compensation, particularly to the farming community whose livelihoods are being affected by 

these projects 
No consideration for the mental health and wellbeing issues of the residents of the valley who will be affected as a 

direct consequence of these projects. This represents a dramatic and significant change to the lifestyles of the 
communities of the Hodder Valley for at least the next 6 years. 
Effectively a 6 year plus blight on property in the area. Anyone wishing to move will be financially devastated by 

the proposed works and the effect on property valuation as the project makes the area totally undesirable. 
CONCLUSION 
These projects have been proposed to guarantee a water supply (from Haweswater) to areas of the Northwest for 
the coming years. 
Haweswater was created in 1929 to provide water to the Northwest. However, whilst Haweswater and the 
aqueduct already exist, they are not the sole supply of water to the Northwest. 
Just because they are there and formed part of a solution almost 100 years ago is not a reason to construct a new 
pipeline along the existing route. 
There are many other assets available to supply the area with water, more so than there were when the original 
aqueduct was constructed. Why then are United Utilities not considering alternative supplies instead of this costly 
and hugely impactive project? 
HARP is unnecessary and an anachronism given other solutions available to them. 
The project will cause unnecessary harm and suffering both to the residents and the area that it effects. 
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It should not be given permission and United Utilities should be told to seek alternate sources of supply closer the 
the area where the water is to be 
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REVIEW OF PLANNING APPLICATION 
? Ribble Valley Borough Council. Application 3/2021/0660 

The planning application listed above is intrinsically linked with the LCC planning Application 
(LCC/2021/0015) to develop Waddington Fell Quarry, both requiring each other to happen. 
However, it is the planning application to RVBC 3/2021/0660 that I am raising an objection 
to. 
The objections to the project fall into 3 distinct categories: - 

? Transport and highways 
? Environmental 
? Other considerations 

Transport. 
Covering the access to the HARP compound sites of Fober Farm and Marl Hill, access to the 
B6478 Slaidburn Road at Newton, the B6478 Slaidburn Road up to WFQ and access to the 
WFQ site. 
The B6478 Slaidburn Road is the only direct route into Clitheroe from the Hodder Valley and 
as such is critical for access for emergency services responding to incidents in the valley. 
The road is in constant use by residents, farmers, agricultural vehicles and the thousands of 
cyclists and other visitors to the valley and is already a busy road. 
The proposals envisage an additional 675000 vehicle movements along this road during the 
6-year lifetime of this project. Over 50% of these additional movements are expected to be 
HGVs moving spoil from the Newton and Marl Hill HARP compounds to the WFQ. 
It is suggested that at peak there will be 175 visits to the WFQ site each day with an average 
of 105 site visits each day during the project. 
To put this into context, each site entry also means that a vehicle leaves. 
On that basis, 175 site visits per day equates to 350 HGV movements and given the 
proposed 12-hour operating day means that there will be an HGV on the B6478 every 2 
minutes. 
Even using the average estimate of 105 site visits per day which equates to 210 HGV 
movements per day there will be an HGV on the road every 3 minutes. 
These figures relate only to HGVs which supposedly represent 50% of proposed vehicle 
movements during this project. 
This is in addition to the existing traffic and can only be described as a catastrophe for the 
residents of the Hodder Valley whose journeys over the B6478 will be severely impacted for 
at least 6 years. 
This is not acceptable.



The mitigation for this increase in traffic is based upon road widening and passing places 
being established on the B6478 together with a 30-mph speed limit. 
This is a joke and will have no impact on removing congestion from the road or improving 
travel time from Newton to Clitheroe. 
A fully loaded HGV leaving the B6478 access at Newton Bridge heading up hill to the WFQ 
site is unlikely to achieve anywhere near this speed, and this is happening every 2 minutes 
at peak, creating severe congestion. 
The plan to remove spoils from the Newton and Marl Hill compounds via the B6478 is 
severely flawed and unworkable. It will result in an untenable situation for the residents 
and visitors to the Hodder Valley not to mention the life-threatening impact on 
emergency service access to the area. 

Environmental Impact. 
The Hodder Valley sits in an AONB. At night there is no sound except for a few sheep and an 
occasional owl hooting. 
There is no artificial light in the valley except for that which comes from the residential 
properties. The area has sky status. 
The propose projects will therefore have a significant impact on the area both through the 
excessive vehicle movements and the siting of the Marl Hill and Newton HARP compounds. 
We will see 

? A significant reduction in air quality and a huge increase in pollution from HGV and 
other vehicle exhaust emissions, emissions from proposed diesel generators in the 
working compounds and the dust created by the tunnelling and movement of spoils 
between the sites. All this in an enclosed valley. 

? Significant noise from the vehicle movements, proposed generators and works 
undertaken in the two compounds some of which will be outside the proposed 
working times as the compounds will be operating 24/7. 

? Light pollution from the compound sites. 
? Damage to the River Hodder water course and surrounding banks etc. 
? Impact on wildlife. The area around the proposed bridge over the River 

Hodder is a spawning ground for the endangered wild Atlantic Salmon and Sea Trout 
that live in the river. There are also otters and other mammals to be found in this 
area adjacent to the water treatment works. There are many species of aquatic birds 
in the area affected. 

? Permanent damage and disruption to the grassland, pasture, heather moors, fencing 
and field boundaries caused by the project sites and the works on the B6478. 

? Overall impact on the AONB both during and after the project.



Other considerations 
There are other more general considerations to be taken into account. 

? Damage to the water supply to dozens of properties in the valley who rely on natural 
boreholes for their water. They have no mains connections and any damage to this 
supply caused by the project will have a catastrophic impact on the farmers, their 
livestock and the residents affected. Bowsers and bottled water will be grossly 
inadequate in the event of losing their natural water supply. 

? Loss of agricultural land. 
? Lack of any form of compensation, particularly to the farming community whose 

livelihoods are being affected by these projects 
? No consideration for the mental health and wellbeing issues of the residents of the 

valley who will be affected as a direct consequence of these projects. This represents 
a dramatic and significant change to the lifestyles of the communities of the Hodder 
Valley for at least the next 6 years. 

? Effectively a 6 year plus blight on property in the area. Anyone wishing to move will 
be financially devastated by the proposed works and the effect on property 
valuation as the project makes the area totally undesirable. 

CONCLUSION 
These projects have been proposed to guarantee a water supply (from Haweswater) to 
areas of the Northwest for the coming years. 
Haweswater was created in 1929 to provide water to the Northwest. However, whilst 
Haweswater and the aqueduct already exist, they are not the sole supply of water to the 
Northwest. 
Just because they are there and formed part of a solution almost 100 years ago is not a 
reason to construct a new pipeline along the existing route. 
There are many other assets available to supply the area with water, more so than there 
were when the original aqueduct was constructed. Why then are United Utilities not 
considering alternative supplies instead of this costly and hugely impactive project? 
HARP is unnecessary and an anachronism given other solutions available to them. 
The project will cause unnecessary harm and suffering both to the residents and the area 
that it effects. 
It should not be given permission and United Utilities should be told to seek alternate 
sources of supply closer the the area where the water is to be used.






