
Submission to Planning Committee on 21 July 2022 by Councillor Dave Mansell, ward 

member for Wiveliscombe and District, Somerset West and Taunton Council on 

 

Planning Application 49/21/0030 - Agricultural building for the rearing of calves on Simons 

Holt Farm retained land, Whitefield, Wiveliscombe 

 

 

The additional information supplied for this application near Langley Marsh (a settlement 

north of Wiveliscombe) has been noted, but concerns and objections remain. 

 

The applicants have previously submitted other planning applications for similar livestock 

buildings and for an agricultural workers dwelling at Spring Grove, Bathealton, which is a 

small parish to the south of Wiveliscombe. Evidence from this site appears relevant to the 

application at Langley Marsh, especially due to the applicants being the same and the 

proposed use being very similar. 

 

 

Noise disturbance and odour 

 

Comments first submitted by Environmental Health include: 

“For us to be able to comment on noise and odours we would normally expect the 

applicant to provide a noise and an odour assessment so that we have got some 

information on which to base any objective comments, however, there is no such 

assessment with this application.” 

    

In additional information, the applicants state: “There is very little noise from our calf 

rearing operations and I have never received any complaints from neighbours. I have 

checked back through my previous planning applications for both calf rearing sheds at our 

Spring Grove site and note no objections relating to noise.” 

 

However, there is evidence of noise disturbance from intensive calf rearing by the applicant 

at their Spring Grove site in Bathealton. Local objections were submitted and are shown on 

the council’s website to planning application 03/20/0006 (2020) for the Spring Grove site. 

 

One objector stated: 

“a cow shed … often lowing, untended, far into the night and disturbing the peace”. 

 

Another objector stated:  

“The recently erected barn has [already] created permanent changes … The constant 

and pervasive smell of ammonia has curtailed our enjoyment of both the public 

footpath and the Nature Reserve itself. Depending on the direction of the breeze, 

this can be at times smelled by my front door. … Whilst the cries the young calves 

emit [around] the clock, when they have been separated from their mothers, are 

deeply distressing to both humans and pets living in the area.” 

 



An Agricultural Appraisal of the calf rearing operation was commissioned by the applicants 

and submitted to support planning application 03/18/0009 at their Spring Grove site. This 

report states (7.2 on 4th page):  

 

“A calf when in distress will call out. This can sometimes be simply when it is missing 

its mother [or] when it becomes spooked, however, can also be an indication of a far 

more serious problem. Whatever the cause, it is imperative that a calf heard calling 

is checked immediately. This can occur regularly during the night particularly when a 

new batch has been delivered that are unfamiliar with their new environment.” 

 

There are many more close neighbours to the applicants’ site in Langley Marsh than to their 

existing site at Spring Grove, Bathealton. There are about 100 houses within earshot of the 

proposed site in Langley Marsh on all sides, with many of these within 200-300m. This is a 

key reason the application has attracted the submission of 39 objections. 

 

 

Phosphates increase 

 

Additional information provided in the officer report states: 

“The application has [been] therefore been screened out for needing phosphate 

mitigation as the livestock are already in the field. The erection of the barn would 

not intensify the use beyond what can be accommodated within the field, and a 

condition to limit the number of animals to the existing level is also proposed. The 

field is currently being used for calf rearing utilising a portable hutch system.” 

 

However, a close neighbour of the Langley Marsh site has told me: 

“To the best of my knowledge of thirty years this field has never been used for calve 

rearing on this scale or using any process as suggested.” 

 

Other neighbours have also told me that they have not seen calves or cattle in this field in 

recent years. 

 

The Phosphorus Neutrality Assessment submitted by the applicants with the application 

says on the first page (bullet point 9) the field was part of Simons Holt Farm and that “the 

land was sold in 2018 and has been cut for hay since this time”. 

 

Separately, the applicant in a new response to Planning Committee, says: “the building will 

not result in a herd expansion” and “The site was purchased for the purpose of building 

another calf rearing unit to reduce the burden on our current sheds and to give us 

opportunity to reduce stocking density, give more rest time between batches and to protect 

us from the loss of any rented buildings”. 

 

It appears clear there have not been cattle or calves in the field in recent years and so there 

will be an increase in the herd size at the application site (including with the proposed new 

condition). There is no certainty of reductions in herd sizes at other sites, including at 



currently rented buildings that may be lost to the applicant (and then used by others). 

Evidenced and certain mitigation to offset phosphate increases is required by the council for 

development at other sites and the same rules should be applied to this application. 

 

 

Requirement for a worker dwelling 

 

As noted, an Agricultural Appraisal of the calf rearing operation was commissioned by the 

applicants and submitted to support planning application 03/18/0009 at their Spring Grove 

site. The barn at Spring Grove, Bathealton is the same size as proposed at Langley Marsh. 

 

The appraisal makes the case that a worker needs to be living on site to care for the 

intensively reared calves and that dwellings “within sight and sound” of the site are not 

affordable to a farm worker. Langley Marsh is close to Bathealton and also lacks available 

affordable dwellings. 

 

The appraisal concluded (section 10) that for the welfare of the stock “it is essential that at 

least one worker is housed on the holding” and “accommodation needs to be provided on 

site to house an agricultural worker to properly care for the animals”. 

 

At Bathealton, planning applications for barns were followed by applications for an 

agricultural workers dwelling, which were approved and the resulting 4-bedroom house on 

site is now nearing completion. 

 

No information on the location of the workers dwelling for the Langley Marsh site has been 

provided by the applicant, although in a previous application they have stated it is 

“essential” to the operation of a similar barn. 

 

Policy DM2 of the Core Strategy for Taunton Deane states that outside of settlement limits 

in the countryside the only supported agricultural uses are farm shops and “new non-

residential agricultural and forestry buildings commensurate with the role and function of 

the agricultural or forestry unit”. For this application, the function of the agricultural unit 

requires a nearby dwelling that has not been covered by the application. 

 


