RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL

REFUSAL OF PLANNING PERMISSION CONTINUED
APPLICATION NO:  3/2008/0590                       DECISION DATE:  13 January 2009

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

	RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL
	
	

	Development Department 
	
	
	
	

	Council Offices, Church Walk, Clitheroe, Lancashire, BB7 2RA
	
	
	

	Telephone: 01200 425111
	Fax: 01200 414488
	
	Planning Fax: 01200 414487
	

	Town and Country Planning Act 1990
	
	
	

	REFUSAL OF PLANNING PERMISSION

	APPLICATION NO:
	3/2008/0590
	
	
	

	DECISION DATE:
	13 January 2009
	
	
	

	DATE RECEIVED:
	11/07/2008
	
	
	

	

	APPLICANT:
	
	
	AGENT:
	
	

	Mr D Shaw

Edenholme

Ribchester Road

Clayton-Le-Dale

Lancashire

BB1 9EY
	
	Frank Whittle Partnership

Architecture & Building

Surveying

6 Ribblesdale Place

PRESTON   PR1 3NA  

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED: 
	Proposed Pond.

	AT:
	Edenholme Ribchester Road Clayton-Le-Dale 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
	No survey reports have been submitted with the application in respect of the presence or otherwise of bat roosts in the trees on the site, or Great Crested Newts in the two existing ponds on the site. A permission in these circumstances could therefore result in harm to either or both of these protected species and would be contrary to advice comprised in Planning Policy Statement 9 : Biodiversity and Geological Conservation and Paragraph 99 of Circular 06/2005 which states, specifically, that it is essential that the presence or otherwise of protected species is established before planning permission is granted.



	2
	Due to its excessive size, and the 2 metre wide walking track around its perimeter, the proposed pond would represent an alien feature in the landscape to the detriment of the appearance of the locality contrary to Policies G1 and ENV3 of the Ribble Valley Districtwide Local Plan.



	3
	Due to its excessive size, and the 2 metre wide walking track around its perimeter, the proposed pond would not increase biodiversity to its maximum potential. A smaller pond (or a number of smaller ponds) with banks vegetated more naturally (less managed) would provide enhanced habitat for wildlife species, with better connectivity between the pond and its surroundings. For this reason the proposal is contrary to Policy EM1 of the North West of England Regional Spatial Strategy and advice comprised in Planning Policy Statement 9 : Biodiversity and Geological Conservation. 

P.T.O.

	
	

	
	

	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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