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Honouring the Ancient Dead (HAD) 
Part 2: The scheme proposals 
1 Western section: Please provide us with any comments you may have on our proposals for the viaduct crossing of the River Till valley. 
Q1: 
No comments 
2 Western section: Please provide us with any comments you may have on our proposals for the A303/A360 Longbarrow junction. 
Q2: 
Whilst moving the A303/A360 Longbarrow junction removes it from the line of sight to the winter solstice as viewed from Stonehenge and removes 
the junction 
from the WHS we remain concerned that there is potential for light pollution. We note that steps to 'minimise' this are contained within the 
consultation booklet: 
these steps need to be such that any lighting required is of an absolute minimum, and cannot be changed in any way at a later date that will harm the 
dark sky 
environment. 
See second paragraph of our answer to Question 3. 
3 Western section: Do you have any other comments about our proposals for the western section of the scheme (Winterbourne Stoke 
bypass to Longbarrow junction)? 
Q3: 
Whilst the earthworks for this section of the proposed road are outside the designated WHS, HAD remains concerned at the amount of excavation 
work required 
in construction. There is a strong possibility that ancestors (generally referred to as 'human remains' by archaeologists) and other archaeological 
artefacts may be 
discovered or damaged. 
We note with disappointment that throughout the documentation there is no specific discussion or proposal as to how ancestors will be treated. We 
remain 
strongly opposed to any construction that will result in ancestors being disturbed. However, we also recognise that there may be a need for the 
ancestors to be 
disinterred should the construction go ahead. In such circumstances, and as stated in our initial response to the consultation, we would ask that, in 
consultation 
with HAD and any other interested and appropriate parties, ancestors be reburied with due dignity and ceremony as soon as possible and as close to 
where they 
were found as is practical. 
In addition, given that disturbance of ancestors is a strong possibility, we would like to see a plan drawn up in advance of the excavations, setting out 
how such 
ancestors will be treated, so that agreement can be reached by all parties before any activities take place. 
4 Central section: Please provide us with any comments you may have on our proposals for the green bridge (No.4) at or near the western 
boundary of the World Heritage Site. 
Q4: 
It would be the preference of HAD that any new bridge be constructed outside of the WHS in order that disruption and visibility issues are 
minimised. 
See second paragraph of our answer to Question 3. 
5 Central section: Please provide us with any comments you may have on our proposals for the cutting on the western approach to the 
tunnel. 
Q5: 
We note that the need for earthworks within the WHS in this section in the form of an 8 metre deep cutting. As with all comments regarding such 
extensive 
earthworks we remain deeply concerned that ancestors and archaeological material will be discovered and/or destroyed. 
See second paragraph of our answer to Question 3. 
6 Central section: Please provide us with any comments you may have on our proposals for the western entrance to the tunnel. 
Q6: 
In line with our objections to the overall proposed scheme, we cannot support either option for the western tunnel. Both will intrude on the landscape. 
Though far 
less intrusive than the current A303 they involve huge amounts of destructive earthworks while still leaving blemishes on the overall visual 
landscape. 
See second paragraph of our answer to Question 3. 
7 Central section: Do you have any other comments about our proposals for the central section of the scheme within the World Heritage 
Site? 
Q7: 
The use of a boring machine to carve the tunnels though the WHS is certain to destroy any archaeology and any ancestors who are in its path. Whilst 
recognising 
that the tunnel may well pass below these, there is a distinct possibility that any that are in-situ above the tunnel could still be damaged during such 
vast 
construction work. 
The eastern tunnel being constructed so close to the Avenue and the King's Barrows leaves HAD to believe this section may be more vulnerable to 
the loss of 
ancestors and of archaeological remains than any other section of the proposals. 
See second paragraph of our answer to Question 3. 
8 Eastern section: Please provide us with any comments you may have on our proposals for the A303 flyover at Countess roundabout. 
Q8: 
As with the western section, HAD remains concerned at the amount of excavation work required in construction. There is a strong possibility that 
ancestors (often 
referred to as 'human remains' by archaeologists) and other archaeological artefacts may be discovered or damaged. The intrusive nature of the plans 
within the 
WHS and extremely close to Blick Mead are of huge concern to HAD. 
See second paragraph of our answer to Question 3. 
9 Eastern section: Do you have any other comments about our proposals for the eastern section of the scheme (Countess junction to just 



beyond the Solstice Park junction)? 
Q9: 
No specific comments. 
See second paragraph of our answer to Question 3. 
Part 3: The environmental effects of the scheme 
10 Do you have any comments on the preliminary environmental information provided for the scheme? 
Q10: 
No specific comments at this stage. 
Part 4: Additional comments 
11 Do you have any other comments you would like to make about the scheme? 
Q11: 
We note with disappointment that throughout the documentation there is no specific discussion or proposal as to how ancestors will be treated. We 
remain 
strongly opposed to any construction that will result in ancestors being disturbed. However, we also recognise that there may be a need for the 
ancestors to be 
disinterred should the construction go ahead. In such circumstances, and as stated in our initial response to the consultation, we would ask that, in 
consultation 
with HAD and any other interested and appropriate parties, ancestors be reburied with due dignity and ceremony as soon as possible and as close to 
where they 
were found as is practical. 
In addition, given that disturbance of ancestors is a strong possibility, we would like to see a plan drawn up in advance of the excavations, setting out 
how such 
ancestors will be treated, so that agreement can be reached by all parties before any activities take place. 
Part 5: About this consultation 
12 How did you hear about this consultation? 
Online* 
* Please specify:: 
From your website 
13a To help us understand who has taken part in this consultation, please tell us your gender (optional) 
Q13a: 
13b To help us understand who has taken part in this consultation, please tell us your age (optional) 
Q13b: 
13c To help us understand who has taken part in this consultation, please tell us if you consider yourself to have a disability? (optional) 
Q13c: 


