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From: Deborah Lowson 
Sent: 21 August 2026 14:43
To: Planning Admin
Subject: Objection to application R/2026/0532/FFM - Highfields Farm
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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. 
 
 
Dear Planning CommiƩee, 
 
As a local resident living in close proximity to the proposed development, I am wriƟng to express my profound 
objecƟons regarding its potenƟal impact on our community and environment. My concerns are primarily focused on 
the significant risk of polluƟon, the inherent cruelty to pigs that this development could facilitate, and the resulƟng 
environmental damage that would inevitably be inflicted upon our local area. 
 
I object to applicaƟon R/2026/0532/FFM for two new pig sheds at Highfields Farm. The applicant has argued that 
this development does not trigger a requirement for Environmental Impact Assessment, but the proposed buildings 
total 971.5 square metres of new floorspace, well above the 500 square metre threshold at which intensive livestock 
installaƟons must be treated as Schedule 2 development under the EIA RegulaƟons. 
 
An independent 2025 report commissioned by The Wildlife Trust found that North Yorkshire is already among the 
ten council areas in England producing the highest volume of pig excreta, and that manure applied to land in this 
way rouƟnely exceeds the phosphorus demands of the crops it's spread on, leaving farms in significant phosphorus 
surplus and contribuƟng to phosphate polluƟon. This has knock-on effects for soil quality, water quality and local 
biodiversity that the applicant has not disclosed. 
 
AddiƟonally, the Supreme Court in R (Finch) v Surrey County Council confirmed that indirect environmental effects 
cannot be excluded from assessment merely because they occur off-site. Greenhouse gas emissions cannot be 
ignored where they are integral to the development and have such a significant impact on climate change. 
 
As the Supreme Court set out in R (Finch) v Surrey County Council, the purpose of the environmental impact 
assessment is to make sure that the environmental effects of a project are idenƟfied so decision-makers have full 
knowledge of the environmental cost. However, the current applicaƟon provides insufficient informaƟon regarding 
greenhouse gas emissions, both upstream and downstream, and water use. Without this informaƟon, the planning 
authority cannot make a fully informed decision. 
 
Given the scale of this development and its likely significant environmental effects, I ask the council to formally 
screen this applicaƟon and require a full Environmental Impact Assessment before it is determined. Given the 
cumulaƟve impacts of factory farming in this region, I urge the council to require a full environmental impact 
assessment. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Deborah Lowson 
50 Cromwell avenue ts134jw 
 
Sent from my iPhone 


