












We fail to see the relevance of the statement regarding the suitability of the building and 
consultation process as we have been informed on many occasions by RBVC employees 
that Licencing and Planning are totally independent matters. The Premises Licence was 
issued on the understanding that it was required to be able to offer shoppers a drink if they 
so wished whilst shopping. 
Item 4.3 There is no question, and it can be demonstrated that the Primary and Core use 
of the business has been an unlawful Destination Drinking Establishment and 
Entertainment Venue. The odd shopper visits but we would suggest circa 90% of the visitors 
are for the purpose of drinking without shopping/browsing. 
Item 4.6 - There is no doubt in our minds that the premises has been used primarily as a 
Destination Drinking Establishment and Entertainment Venue and if this application is 
granted it would certainly escalate. The drinking area is the whole of the ground floor and 
not integrated into the shop area and we would suggest that the shop is only open when 
the bar is open, not the other way round as suggested. 
If this application was successful how would the Planning Enforcement Authority ensure 
that the premises does not revert to what it was before the Stop Notice was enforced 

Typical Destination Drinking Establishment. This is a question that would need 
addressing. 
Regarding the bar being an informal meeting place for members of the local community, 
providing social benefits for the people that live nearby, we would comment that there are 
a handful of people who live on Lower Lane that visit for a drink, but the majority of people 
at the premises when the bar is full and/or there is entertainment on, are from other areas 
of Longridge and further afield. This can be demonstrated by the location/addresses of 
people providing letters of support to this application , the social media comments and also 
by the number of people who travel in cars, taxis and minibuses. 
There are no social benefits for most people that live close to the premises, it has exactly 
the opposite effect in that the mental health of some residents has suffered. 
On one entertainment event, we witnessed the Mezzanine floor being used by drinkers due 
to the number of people in the building. 

Item 5.2 We would suggest that the bar regularly, not occasionally, provides 
entertainment sometimes with more than one vocalist and an acoustic instrument. 
We fail to see how the applicant agent can state that is not believed that 
entertainment of this type has or ever would give rise to noise disturbance I would 
suggest that the following be considered when assessing the impact of noise. 
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- It should be understood that the plan submitted with the application gives a false 
representation as to how the building is utilised. The plan shows the building split in 
to two distinct areas, bar and sales but in reality, it is both areas used by drinkers and 
when entertainment is on there are also customers singing and dancing, influenced 
by alcohol. 

- When considering the impact of noise, it is not just the noise from the singer and 
his/her speaker but the noise from (at times) 50-60 people talking, singing and 
dancing influenced by alcohol. 

- The associated sound from people regularly sat outside drinking or smoking adds to 
the inside noise, we would add that this is not always sat at the tables as per the 
requirement of the Premises Licence. 

- The noise from between 50 - 60 people leaving the premises at the same time, 
especially after an event getting into cars, taxis & minibuses 

- This noise is not like a heavy vehicle passing that lasts a few seconds, it is incessant 
for 3-4 hours. 

Item 5.3 - This is just not true. The entrance door is not always closed. It is the only source 
of ventilation in the building and is regularly left open. Smokers and drinkers are regularly 
coming and going between inside and outside the building, occasionally standing in the 
open doorway. 
Item 5.4 Although this application does not seek an extension of hours, this does not stop 
the applicant applying for an extension in the future, something which she has mentioned 
in passing to her inner circle of friends. 
Item 5.5 This has not always been adhered to. There have been occasions when several 
drinkers have stayed behind after hours. This cannot be disputed. 
Item 5.6 This is another statement that is not true. 

- What are acceptable limits of customers? This has not been addressed within the 
application. We regularly see approx. 50/60 people attending and on a few occasions 
we counted considerably more leaving the premises, approximately 90. 

- Although there are a handful of customers from Lower Lane, the majority are from 
other areas of Longridge and out of town, they primarily travel by car, taxi or 
minibus. 
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- There are a few regular drinkers who live on Lower Lane and offshoots from Lower 
Lane. A number of these regular drinkers actually drive to the bar rather than take a 
5 minute walk. 

- The Planning Statement refers to In approving the use of the building as a shop , it 
would have been deemed by the Local Authority that there is adequate off street 
parking and that the operations would not impact the highway network . We would 
ask where is this off street parking? Once again in our opinion the Core Business is 
a Drinking Establishment/Entertainment Venue with a far greater number of 
visitors than a shop. 

With reference to sections 6 and 7 of the Planning Statement, we note that two objections 
have been submitted by Planning Consultants on behalf of our neighbours and we fully 
concur with their comments. Therefore, I will not comment specifically on Ribble Valley 
Core Strategy 2008-2028 or National Planning Policy Framework ( July 2021) NPPF. 
There are however a number of points within section 7 that I would comment upon. 
Item 7.2-We would suggest that the bar is not a complimentary element, it is the Core of 
the business. We would also oppose the statement that the integrated bar is not an 

recreational use forming a town centre use The Core business model is 
of a Drinking Establishment, Entertainment Venue and on one occasion a Sports Bar 
showing Football on TV. This can be demonstrated by the numbers of people attending the 
premises to drink, sing and dance. This far outweighs the numbers who shop and a business 
of this sort should be in the Main Town Centre. It is no different than many of the Town 
Centre bars. 
Item 7.4 The statement mentions that the development is providing a greater choice for 
residents that live near the shop and that it is a unique offering in Longridge. 
The small number of local residents who visit the premises do not do so to shop, they visit 
due to the bar, however, the vast majority of people who attend the premises either to use 
as a Drinking Establishment or Entertainment Venue are not local. We would therefore 
suggest that it is not unique as there are other Drinking Establishments and Entertainment 
Venues in Longridge Main Town Centre. 
Item 7.6 The conditions of the residents who object to this application have not 
been improved, its exactly the opposite. Once again whilst we accept that a small number 
of the Lower Lane community attend the premises for a drink, most customers using the 
premises as a drinking establishment and Entertainment Venue are not from the local 
community. Refer to our previous comments on Item 4.3 
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