RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL

REFUSAL OF PLANNING PERMISSION CONTINUED
APPLICATION NO:  3/2012/1061                       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
	
	
	

	REFUSAL OF PLANNING PERMISSION

	APPLICATION NO:
	3/2012/1061
	
	
	

	DECISION DATE:
	17 January 2013
	
	
	

	DATE RECEIVED:
	22/11/2012
	
	
	

	

	APPLICANT:
	
	
	AGENT:
	
	

	Mc Donalds Restaurants Ltd

11-59 High Road

East Finchley

London

N2 8AW
	
	Planware Ltd

The Granary

First Floor

37 Walnut Tree Lane

Sudbury  Suffollk  C010 1BD

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED: 
	Application to vary condition no. 2 of planning permission 3/2012/0832P, to ensure that the illumination relates to the opening hours and not prescriptive times, which could change in the future.

	AT:
	McDonalds Restaurants Ltd Ribble Valley Enterprise Park Holm Road Barrow Lancashire BB7 9WF



	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 extension to hours of luminance given its rural location would result in conditions to the detriment of visual amenity.  As such the proposal is contrary to Policies G1 and ENV3 of the Districtwide Local Plan and Policies DMG1 and DME2 of the Regulation 22 Submission Draft Core Strategy and Section 7 of the National Planning Policy Framework.



	2
	The proposed extension to hours of luminance would cause further harm to the residential amenity of properties within the locality contrary to Policy G1 of the Districtwide Local Plan and Policies DMG1 of the Regulation 22 Submission Draft Core Strategy.

	
	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 it was considered inappropriate to negotiate with the applicant because significant change to the proposal would have been needed to overcome the harm caused by the proposal to visual amenity and residential amenity.

	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
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