RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL

REFUSAL OF CONSENT TO DISPLAY ADVERTISEMENTS
APPLICATION NO:    3/2012/0957                                                  DECISION DATE:

	RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL
	
	

	Development Department 
	
	
	
	

	Council Offices, Church Walk, Clitheroe, Lancashire, BB7 2RA
	
	
	

	Telephone: 01200 425111
	Fax: 01200 414488
	
	Planning Fax: 01200 414487
	

	Town and Country Planning Act 1990

Town and Country Planning (Control of Advertisements) Regulations



	REFUSAL  OF CONSENT TO DISPLAY ADVERTISEMENTS



	APPLICATION NO:
	3/2012/0957
	
	
	

	DECISION DATE:
	17 December 2012
	
	
	

	DATE RECEIVED:
	22/10/2012
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	APPLICANT:
	
	
	AGENT:
	
	

	Mr A M Mughal

Pizza King

48 Berry Lane

Longridge

Preston

PR3 3BD
	
	Mr Shahid Khan

66 Pringle Street

Blackburn

Lancs

BB1 1SA



	
	
	

	
	
	


	PARTICULARS OF ADVERTISEMENT(S):
	Proposed internally illuminated front fascia sign and illuminated side hanging light box sign

	AT:
	Pizza King  48 Berry Lane  Longridge  Preston  PR3 3BD

	Ribble Valley Borough Council hereby give notice in pursuance of the above-mentioned Regulations that consent has been refused for the display of the advertisements referred to above for the following reason(s):



	1
	The proposed signs, by virtue of their design, siting, materials, and method of illumination, would appear as unsympathetic and incongruous features on the building, thereby detracting from the visual amenities of the character and setting of the host building, a Building of Townscape Merit, the street scene, and the character, appearance and significance of Longridge Conservation Area. For this reason, the signs are considered contrary to Policies G1 and ENV16 of the Ribble Valley Districtwide Local Plan, the Longridge Conservation Area Appraisal, policies DMG1 and DME4 of the Regulation 22 Submission Draft Core Strategy and Section 12 of the National Planning Policy Framework.

	
	

	Note(s)
	
	
	
	
	

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

	
	The Local Planning Authority operates a pre-planning application advice service which applicants are encouraged to use. However this facility was not used in this case, and with the advertisements in situ it was considered inappropriate to negotiate with the applicant because significant change to the proposal, namely, the removal of the unauthorised signs would have been needed to overcome the harm caused by the proposal to visual amenity.

	JOHN HEAP

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
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