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Jane Parry

From: planning_admin@redcar-cleveland.gov.uk
Sent: 13 August 2026 18:30
To: Planning Admin
Subject: New comments for application R/2026/0532/FFM

WARNING: This email came from outside of the organisaƟon. Do not provide login or password details. Always be 
cauƟous opening links and aƩachments wherever the email appears to come from. If you have any doubts about this 
email, contact ICT. 
 
 
New comments have been received for applicaƟon R/2026/0532/FFM at site address: HIGHFIELDS FARM SOUTH 
TOWN LANE LOFTUS SALTBURN BY THE SEA 
TS13 4UG 
 
from Emma Craggs  
 
Address: 
Dam Street,,LoŌus,,Ts134hg 
 
Comment type: 
 ObjecƟon 
 
Comments: 
 
I currently wish to object the proposed expansion of the pig farm at Highfields Farm, parƟcularly in relaƟon to the 
potenƟal risks to local watercourses, the surrounding ecosystem and the addiƟonal traffic generated by the 
development. 
 
The proposal would increase the site to approximately 2,700 weaner pig places and operate using a fully slaƩed 
slurry system, with slurry stored beneath the buildings for up to six months before being spread on agricultural land. 
While the applicant states that this will be appropriately managed, the potenƟal consequences of any failure, 
overflow, leakage or inappropriate spreading should not be underesƟmated. I'm curious as to how this will be 
monitored? 
 
Agricultural polluƟon is a recognised and ongoing environmental problem. The Environment Agency reported 74 
serious polluƟon incidents caused by farming in 2024 and idenƟfied 139 slurry stores that were causing polluƟon 
during its inspecƟons. The Environment Agency has also highlighted that agriculture is a significant source of 
nutrients, phosphorus, nitrates, faecal bacteria and pathogens entering the water environment. I believe this has 
been a challenge in LoŌus in the past. 
 
In a recent Environment Agency case, slurry entering a watercourse resulted in an unpleasant odour, sewage fungus 
and significant deterioraƟon in ecology extending approximately 800 metres downstream. Another Environment 
Agency prosecuƟon found sewage fungus extending for more than two kilometres downstream following slurry and 
silage polluƟon. These examples demonstrate that the consequences of a single failure can extend considerably 
beyond the immediate farm boundary. 
 
This is parƟcularly concerning given the rural and environmentally sensiƟve seƫng around LoŌus. I would therefore 
ask the Council and Environment Agency to ensure that the applicaƟon has fully assessed all potenƟal pathways by 
which slurry, contaminated surface water or nutrients could reach local streams, drainage systems, groundwater and 
surrounding habitats. ParƟcular consideraƟon should be given to extreme rainfall, flooding, storage failure and slurry 
spreading on saturated or unsuitable land. 
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I am also concerned about the addiƟonal HGV movement. The applicant esƟmates 113 wagon movements each year, 
including feed deliveries and movements of pigs, averaging 2.2 wagons per week. While the applicant describes this 
as minimal, these are addiƟonal large commercial vehicles using the local rural road network. The Council should 
consider the suitability, width, condiƟon and safety of South Town Lane and the routes used by these vehicles, as 
well as noise, road safety, road damage and the cumulaƟve impact of traffic from the exisƟng operaƟon and other 
recent agricultural development. 
 
Given the scale of the proposed expansion, I believe the potenƟal environmental and highway impacts require 
considerably more scruƟny than simply relying on the applicant's asserƟon that the addiƟonal traffic will be minimal 
and that slurry will be appropriately managed. Of course they're going to say that - I would be interested to 
understand specifically how they will manage this to ensure responsibility. Has the EA inspected the slurry system? I 
think this would need to be done immediately and prior to any decision, if not already done, and to ensure it stays 
inline these could be done on a 6 monthly basis. I believe this may reassure some concerned individuals, such as 
myself. 
 
Relevant informaƟon: 19,000+ farm inspecƟons were carried out; 48% of inspecƟons iniƟally found non-compliance; 
more than 27,000 improvement acƟons were issued; 
 
I therefore respecƞully ask the Council to refuse the applicaƟon, or at minimum require further detailed assessment 
of water polluƟon, slurry storage and spreading, drainage, ecological impacts and HGV movements before any 
decision is made. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Emma 
 
 
 
 
Case Officer: 
Mrs H ConƟ 
 


