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	DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED: 
	Outline application for the erection of a live/work unit.

	AT:
	Land adjacent Fir Trees Barn Rimington Lane Rimington BB7 4DS

	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
	The proposal is considered contrary to the Council's interim SPG - 'Housing' (revised October 2002), Alt 10 of the Ribble Valley Districtwide Local Plan Alterations Review 1st Deposit Edition and Policies 5 and 12 of the Joint Lancashire Structure Plan 2001-2016 in that insufficient information has been submitted to justify the development for the residential accommodation which, whilst subservient to the business floor space of the building, has not been demonstrated to be essential for the functioning of the business. On this basis such an unjustified development, if approved, would add to the existing oversupply of housing within the Borough which would cause harm to the urban concentration strategy as set out in the Joint Lancashire Structure Plan.



	2
	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.



	3
	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.  This is due to the proposed substandard access for this mixed use.

	
	

	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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