Ribble Valley Borough Council                                                                  

DELEGATED ITEM FILE REPORT - APPROVAL

	Ref: GT

	Application No: 
	3/2010/0038/P

	Development Proposed:
	Erection of front and rear extensions; minor external and site alterations at Somerfield, Inglewhite Road, Longridge, Lancashire, PR3 2NA.



	CONSULTATIONS: Parish/Town Council

	Longridge Town Council - No objection.



	CONSULTATIONS: Highway/Water Authority/Other Bodies

	LCC Traffic & Development Engineer – No objections in principle on highway safety grounds.



	CONSULTATIONS: Nearby Residents

	No representations have been received.



	RELEVANT POLICIES:

	Policy G1 - Development Control.

Policy EMP7 - Extensions/Expansions of Existing Firms.

Policy S4 - Shopping Policies - Longridge and Whalley.



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

	This application relates to a large supermarket, previously a Somerfield store but now taken over by Sainsbury’s, off Inglewhite Road, Longridge. The site lies on the edge of what is considered the town centre of Longridge, on the outskirts of the Longridge Conservation Area. The application proposes a large extension to the rear of the existing building to create a new warehouse area, the relocation of the gable ended extension to the front of the building (including alterations to the roof) closer to the south western corner of the building in order to create a new entrance and a small side extension to create customer toilet facilities. The amended plans submitted indicate this later addition.

With regards to the principle of the development, Policies EMP7 and S4 of the Districtwide Local Plan positively promote development of this type and as such, as the development complies with these Policies, the main issues are in regards to impact on visual amenity and highway safety.

With regards to the visual impact of the proposal, given the shape and form of the existing building, the alterations proposed to the front and side elevations of the building are considered acceptable as they merely reflect the style, design and materials of the rest of the building. With regards to the proposed extension to the rear, whilst the location, size and style of the proposal are considered acceptable, the proposal to clad the extension in white was not. As such, following discussions with the Agent, samples of different colours were sent in, with the colour ‘Copper Beech’ being agreed as a suitable scheme to match the existing red brick of the building.
With regards to any potential impact the proposal may have on highway safety, the LCC County Surveyor has no objections in principle on highway safety grounds. Further plans were requested however, to include further designated car parking bays for disabled drivers in line with regional guidance. These were submitted to the satisfaction of the LCC Officer.

Therefore, bearing in mind the above comments, I consider the scheme to comply with the relevant policies, and as such be recommended accordingly.


	SUMMARY OF REASONS FOR APPROVAL:

	The proposal has no significant detrimental impact on nearby residential amenity, nor would it have an adverse visual impact or be to the detriment of highway safety.


	RECOMMENDATION: That conditional planning permission be granted.


DATE INSPECTED: 04/02/2010








