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Clitheroe Road

Knowle Green

Lancs

PR3 2YS
	
	Janet Dixon Town Planners Ltd

10A Whalley Road

Clitheroe

BB7  1AW

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED: 
	Proposed erection of a general purpose agricultural building, hardstanding and new septic tank and electric meter housing.

	AT:
	Moor House Farm Clitheroe Road Knowle Green Lancashie 

	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 building is sited in an unduly prominent and isolated position divorced from the existing group of buildings and if allowed would have a harmful effect on the landscape qualities of the area.  For these reasons the proposal is considered contrary to Policies G1, ENV2 and ENV3 of the Districtwide Local Plan, the Council's SPG on new agricultural buildings and roads and Policies DMG1 and DME2 of the Regulation 22 Submission Draft Core Strategy.



	2
	The building by virtue of its scale, design and inappropriate materials would have a harmful effect on the landscape qualities of the area to the detriment of visual amenity.  For these reasons the proposal is considered contrary to Policies G1, ENV2 and ENV3 of the Districtwide Local Plan, the Council's adopted Supplementary Planning Guidance on new agricultural buildings and roads, and Policies DMG1 and DME2 of the Regulation 22 Submission Draft Core Strategy.



	
	It was considered inappropriate to negotiate with the applicant because significant change to the building including its siting would be needed to overcome the harm caused by the proposal to visual amenity.

	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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