












 Vehicular access is “challenging” in front of 36 Moor Field, where the road is very narrow. The 
change of use will necessitate frequent vehicles for transportation and visiting which has 
previously caused access issues to other properties 

 I am extremely concerned regarding the level of safeguarding that will be provided for  
and similar residents who may feel threatened by the presence of young people 

requiring care potentially being in close proximity to their private property. 
 It would appear, that Ribble Valley have a precedence set for refusing similar applications in 

residential areas, specifically 
o 3/2025/0713 15 Caton Close Longridge REFUSED 
o 3/2025/0155 26 Whalley Rd Langho REFUSED 
o 3/2025/0929 17 Redwood Dr Longridge REFUSED 
o 3/2025/0910  2A Monks Drive Longridge REFUSED 

 I believe it would be completely unacceptable to approve this application for all of the reasons 
outlined 

 

Whilst I appreciate that facilities need to be provided for all members of the community, I firmly believe 
that to place this project within a neighbourhood such as Moor Field has more negatives than positives 
and will be extremely disturbing for the current residents 

Kind Regards 
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From: Contact Centre (CRM) <contact@ribblevalley.gov.uk>
Sent: 23 April 2026 13:26
To: Planning
Subject: Planning Application Comments - 31/3/0256 FS-Case-831266451

 

 

  

 

Planning Application Reference No.: 31/3/0256 

Address of Development: 36 Moor Field 
Whalley 
BB7 9SA 

Comments: We are mostly old people living on this estate, and we strongly object to this type of 
usage as well as the increased traffic it would create. It is an expense property with high rates, a 
much more affordable property could be purchased. It is a criminal waste of tax payers money to 
house in this area.  
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