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	DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED: 
	Proposed stables, yard and open floodlit ménage. 

	AT:
	Land at Moor Lane Farm West Bradford Clitheroe Lancashire

	Ribble Valley Borough Council hereby give notice in pursuance of the provisions of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 that permission has been refused for the carrying out of the above development for the following reason(s):



	1
	Given the location of the scheme it would be an incongruous feature to the detriment of visual amenity thereby prejudicing the aims and enhancement of the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.  For these reasons the scheme is considered at variance with Policy 1 of the Lancashire Structure Plan 1991-2006 'Greening The Red Rose County' and Policy ENV1 of the Districtwide Local Plan. This is due to the combined visual impact of the stables, ménage and floodlighting in prominent location.



	2
	The proposal is contrary to Policy G1 of the Districtwide Local Plan in that it would lead to conditions to the detriment of highway safety. Approval of this proposal would create a precedent for similar developments along the whole length of the lane by persons who do not live on the site or even along the lane, which could have a significant detrimental impact on highway safety particularly at the above junction, and for existing residents walking in the lane. 



	3
	The proposal if approved would set a dangerous precedent for the acceptance of other similar proposals, which would cause visual harm to the landscape and render more difficult the implementation of the established planning principles of the Local Planning Authority.



	Note(s)
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	For rights of appeal in respect of any reason(s) attached to the decision see the attached notes.
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