Ribble Valley Borough Council                                                                  

DELEGATED ITEM FILE REPORT - APPROVAL

	Ref: CS/JS

	Application No: 
	3/2005/0996/P

	Development Proposed:
	Non illuminated fascia/building signage and monolith sign at Bay Horse Saab, Longsight Road, Clayton-le-Dale

	CONSULTATIONS: Parish/Town Council

	Parish Council - No comments or observations received within the 21 day statutory consultation period.



	CONSULTATIONS: Highway/Water Authority/Other Bodies

	N/A



	CONSULTATIONS: Nearby Residents

	No representations have been received.



	RELEVANT POLICIES:

	Policy G1 - Development Control.



	COMMENTS/ENVIRONMENTAL/AONB/HUMAN RIGHTS ISSUES/RECOMMENDATION:

	The application relates to the existing Saab Garage at the junction of Abbotts Brow and Longsight Road (A59) in Clayton-le-Dale.  The garage now operates as a joint dealership selling Saab and SsangYong cars.  All the existing Saab signage is to remain, and this application seeks Advertisement Consent for four SsangYong signs (which are already being displayed), all have white letters/logos on a blue background which matches the existing Saab signage.

The new signs comprise the following:

1.

A fascia sign on the front of the building directly facing the A59.

2.
A fascia sign on the side elevation of the building which faces down the A59 in the 
Preston direction.

3.
A free standing monolith sign close to the frontage of the site to the A59. 

4.
A fascia sign on the side elevation of the building which faces Abbotts Brow.

It is stated on the application forms that the signs are to be non-illuminated.  However, on the submitted drawings/photographs, it is stated that all three fascia signs would be illuminated and the monolith sign would be non-illuminated.  The applicant’s agent has confirmed that it is, actually, only intended to illuminate the two fascia signs which face the A59 (ie signs 1 and 2 above), with the Abbotts Brow sign and the monolith sign being non-illuminated.

I would have no objections to signs 1 and 2 being internally illuminated but would not wish to see the Abbotts Brow sign illuminated.  However, I have told the agent that consent can only be granted for all of the signs being non-illuminated (as this is what was stated on the application forms, and is how we have advertised the application).  The agent accepts this.

The applicants would have the option of submitting a separate application for the internal illumination of signs 1 and 2.  It is also possible that they might chose to illuminate those two signs without the submission and consideration of a second application.  This would then leave the Local Planning Authority with a decision to make in respect of the expediency of enforcement action.

Subject to a condition to make it clear that all of the signs are to be non-illuminated, I consider that the signs do not have any detrimental effects on any nearby residents or upon the appearance of the locality.  They have simply become an integral part of an existing business which is already quite prominent in the local landscape/street scene. 



	SUMMARY OF REASONS FOR APPROVAL:

	The proposed signs would have no detrimental impact on nearby residential amenity, nor would they have an adverse visual impact or be to the detriment of highway safety.  



	RECOMMENDATION: That conditional planning permission be granted.


DATE INSPECTED: 11 JAN 06














