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	DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED: 
	Outline application for a maximum of 80 residential units at land off Riddings Lane with access from Hayhurst Rd with all other matters reserved.

	AT:
	land to the north of Riddings Lane Whalley 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
	The proposed development is considered contrary to Policy G1 of the Ribble Valley Districtwide Local Plan in that it would, by virtue of its density, represent over development of the site.  The formation of a footway/cycleway on the raised greenway running across the site in a north westerly direction would lead to increased use of Ridding Lane with resultant loss of amenity to the residents of Limefield Avenue and Riddings Lane which back on to the track.  There is considered to be inadequate infrastructure in terms of drainage and school provision to support a development of this scale.  The location of the access point into the site off Hayhurst Road is unsuitable having regard to local topography and relationship with immediately surrounding properties and as such the proposal would have an adverse impact on the existing highway infrastructure in the locality which would be unable to cope with the additional traffic movements associated with this development without causing an adverse impact on the amenities of the area as well as general highway safety.  The implementation of this development would also have adverse impacts on heritage assets of the Conservation Area of Whalley as a direct result of the increased traffic from this development.

	
	

	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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