


intensification compared to the existing petting farm and holiday accommodation and 
is not a small-scale rural diversification. 
The application attempts to justify the proposal as “temporary”; however, a consent 
running until 2028 would result in several years of recurring impact. The harm caused by 
each event cannot be considered temporary in practice. 
 
The fundamental issues identified in the refusal of the previous application remain 
unchanged. The site is still in an unsustainable location, reliant on private vehicles, and 
the scale of the development remains inappropriate. Claims that traƯic impacts will be 
minimal due to on-site accommodation are unconvincing, given the number of guests, 
evening visitors, and service vehicles required. 
Similarly, the submitted noise and lighting assessments do not reflect real-world 
conditions. The existing use of the site for events has already demonstrated that noise 
travels over considerable distances and aƯects nearby residents. 
The retrospective nature of the application is also concerning, as the site has been 
operating beyond permitted limits and only seeks approval following enforcement 
action. 
 
In conclusion the proposal would result in significant harm to the character, tranquillity, 
and environmental quality of this protected rural area, as well as causing unacceptable 
impacts on residential amenity. It fails to address the key concerns previously identified 
and remains unsuitable for this location. 
I respectfully request that Ribble Valley Borough Council refuses planning application 
3/2025/0683. 
 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 

 
 

 




