Ribble Valley Borough Council                                                                  

DELEGATED ITEM FILE REPORT – SPLIT DECISION

	Ref: CS/EL

	Application No: 
	3/2010/0729/P

	Development Proposed:
	6 No fascia signs, 2 No remote totem signs and 4 No sets of letters at Carr Hall Home & Garden Centre, Whalley Road, Wilpshire

	CONSULTATIONS: Parish/Town Council

	Parish Council – Wilpshire Parish Council objects to the proliferation of advertising signs on the A666.  The Council believes that green stretches between settlements should be protected.  However, the Parish Council would support the concentration of advertisements at the entrance.



	CONSULTATIONS: Highway/Water Authority/Other Bodies

	Environment Directorate (County Surveyor) – Has not made any representations in respect of this application. 



	CONSULTATIONS: Additional Representations.

	None received.



	RELEVANT POLICIES:

	Policy G1 - Development Control.

Policy ENV3 - Development in Open Countryside.



	POLICY REASONS FOR REFUSAL:

	Policies G1 and ENV3 – The two remote totem signs (signs 9 and 10) by virtue of their location some distance away from the site entrance and their excessive size would be detrimental to the visual amenities of this rural locality.



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

	The recently opened Carr Hall Garden Centre is located at the end of an approximately 200m long access track off the south eastern side of Whalley Road in the area of open countryside between Langho and Wilpshire.

The application seeks Advertisement Consent for a scheme comprising 12 non-illuminated signs.  Some of the signs are on the front of the building, some are on the walls on either side of the site entrance and there are two remote totem signs (similar to signs typically found at petrol filling stations).  All of the signs have a common design comprising name of the business and other appropriate information (eg ‘entrance’) in green and yellow on a black background.

I consider that the various signs at the site entrance and on the front of the building appropriately draw attention to the business without being excessive and detrimental to the appearance of the locality.  The fact that none of the signs are illuminated contributes significantly in making them acceptable and appropriate.  

The two totem signs (signs 9 and 10) however, are located respectively approximately 165m away from the access on the Wilpshire side and approximately 130m away from the access on the Langho side.  Each of these signs is 4m high x 1.5m wide and they would be sited on two widened sections of the grass verge adjoining the main road A666.  Each of these signs contains the name of the business, the separate elements of the business and the opening hours.  There is a stone wall behind both signs, beyond which is open fields.  In common with the comments made by the Parish Council, I consider these signs to be unnecessary (as the building itself and the other proposed signs are more than adequate to attract the attention of motorists on the main road).  As such, I consider that the signs would detract from the appearance and character of this important area of open countryside that separates the settlements of Wilpshire and Langho.  

In a split decision, I therefore consider that consent for signs 9 and 10 should be refused but that consent should be granted for all the other proposed signs.



	RECOMMENDATION: That Advertisement Consent be granted for all the signs at the site entrance and on the front of the building, but that Advertisement Consent be refused for the two remote totem signs (signs 9 and 10).
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