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	DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED: 
	Proposed two bedroom house to be built to the rear of 4 Chapel Hill.

	AT:
	Land adjacent to 4 Chapel Hill Longridge PR3 3JY

	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 Policy G1 of the Ribble Valley Districtwide Local Plan in that it would represent an over intensive form of development resulting in a visually cramped appearance to the detriment of both the visual amenities of the street scene and nearby residential amenity.  



	2
	The proposal is considered contrary to Policy 12 of the Joint Lancashire Structure Plan, the Council's Interim SPG 'Housing' and Policies G1 and G5 of the Ribble Valley Districtwide Local Plan, in that such an unjustified development would add to the existing oversupply of residential development within the Borough.



	3
	The proposed development will remove the provision of a car parking area for the adjacent appartments, and therefore result in an increase of on street parking in close proximity to the Chapel Hill/Little Lane junction, thereby creating an increased risk of accidents to the detriment of highway safety.

	
	

	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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