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	DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED: 
	Proposed installation of three endurance 50kw wind turbines 46m in overall height (i.e.to blade tip).

	AT:
	Carr Hall Garden Centre Whalley Road Wilpshire 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 site subject to this application is within land designated as Green Belt, and by definition the proposed development of the land for the erection of three wind turbines is considered inappropriate development.  The scheme will be harmful to the openness and permanence of the Green Belt, and the applicant has demonstrated no special circumstances that would outweigh the harm caused.  For these reasons, approval of this application would be contrary to guidance contained within Policy ENV4 of the Districtwide Local Plan, Policies EM1 and EM17 of the RSS, Key Statement EN1 of the Core Strategy (Regulation 22 Submission Draft) and guidance contained within the NPPF.



	2
	The proposed turbines will be 29.5 km from, in line of sight to, and will cause unacceptable interference to the Air Traffic Control (ATC) radar at Warton airfield, which will have a detrimental impact on the performance of the MOD ATC and Range Control radars, specifically the desensitisation of radar and the creation of 'false' aircraft returns which air traffic controllers must treat as real.  The proposal is therefore considered to be contrary to the requirements of National Planning Policy Framework and Planning for Renewable Energy: A Companion Guide to PPS22 and to all other material considerations.

P.T.O.

	3
	Due to the excessive scale, scale, height and location of the proposed development so close to a number of Public Rights of Way, the approval of these three turbines would impact on the enjoyment of any users of these footpaths.  For these reasons, approval of this scheme would be contrary to guidance contained within Policy G1 of the Districtwide Local Plan, Policy DMG1 of the of the Core Strategy (Regulation 22 Submission Draft) and guidance contained within the NPPF.



	4
	Due to the number of turbines, their excessive scale, scale, height and location, approval of this application would result in a highly visible, incongruous, prominent industrialising ridgeline feature in the immediate and wider rural landscape, and its approval would be to the detriment of the visual amenity of the area.  For these reasons approval of this proposal would therefore be contrary to guidance contained within Policies G1, G5, ENV4, ENV24, ENV25 and ENV26 of the Districtwide Local Plan, Policies EM1 and EM17 of the RSS, Policies DMG1, DMG2, DME2 and DME5, and Key Statements DS1, EN1, EN2 and EN3 of the Core Strategy (Regulation 22 Submission Draft), and guidance contained within the NPPF.



	5
	The Ecological Appraisal & Bird Survey Report and the Bat and Bird Survey Report are considered to contain insufficient information and/or survey data to enable a full and thorough assessment of the potential impact of the development on European Protected Species, Species of Principal Importance and their habitats.  The Bat and Bird Survey has not demonstrated that the proposed development would not result in a breach of The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010, and based on the results of the breeding birds surveys, breeding lapwing could potentially be disturbed/displaced by the proposed turbines and Curlew appear to nest within 500m of the site.  Curlew and Lapwing are Species of Principal Importance and DEFRA Circular 01/2005 states that UK Biodiversity Action Plan Priority Species (Species of Principal Importance, NERC Act 2006).  The proposal is therefore considered contrary to Local Plan Policy ENV7, Policy EM1 of the RSS, Policy DME3 and Key Statement EN4 of the Core Strategy (Regulation 22 Submission Draft), guidance within the NPPF, and guidance contained within The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010, the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, the NERC Act 2006 and guidance contained within Circular 06/05: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation - Statutory Obligations and Their Impact Within the Planning System.



	
	The Local Planning Authority operates a pre-planning application advice service which applicants are encouraged to use, however the applicant has not sought to use this service in this case.

The Local Planning Authority has endeavoured to work proactively and positively to resolve issues and considered the imposition of appropriate conditions and amendments to the application to deliver a sustainable form of development, however the Council do not consider these issues have been adequately addressed to enable a positive recommendation.

	Note(s)
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	For rights of appeal in respect of any reason(s) attached to the decision see the attached notes.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	JOHN HEAP

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2

