Ribble Valley Borough Council                                                                  

DELEGATED ITEM FILE REPORT - APPROVAL

	Ref: MB

	Application No: 
	3/2013/0226

	Development Proposed:
	Non-material amendment to application 3/2010/0944/P to provide a front (south-eastern) porch at Pennine View, Bleasdale.



	CONSULTATIONS: Parish/Town Council

	N/A



	CONSULTATIONS: Highway/Water Authority/Other Bodies

	N/A



	CONSULTATIONS: Additional Representations

	N/A



	RELEVANT POLICIES:

	Ribble Valley Districtwide Local Plan

G1 – Development Control.

ENV1 – AONB.

H10 – Residential Extensions.

SPG Extensions and Alterations to dwellings.

Ribble Valley Core Strategy (Regulation 22 Submission Draft)

DMG1 – General Considerations.

DME1 – Landscape and Townscape Protection.

DMH5 – Residential and Curtilage Extensions.



	COMMENTS/ENVIRONMENTAL/AONB/HUMAN RIGHTS ISSUES/RECOMMENDATION:

	A non-material amendment is sought to the planning permission granted under reference 3/2010/0944. Permission was granted under reference 3/2010/0944 for the substitution of house type approved under application 3/2007/0413 to include extension to utility room to form garage with annex accommodation in roof above.

The amendment sought seeks consent for the erection of a porch to the front elevation of the dwelling. The proposed porch will measure 1.8m x 2.9 and stand to an overall height of 3.3m. The porch is to be constructed from random rubble under a natural slate dual pitched roof. 

This application was originally submitted as a householder application. However upon visiting the site it was clear that the dwelling was still under construction and at the time of visiting was by no means habitable; with windows yet to be installed and the elements of the roofing and walling yet to be completed. The applicant was therefore advised to submit a non-material amendment application.

In view of the submitted information I am satisfied that the proposed amendment would be non-material and would not significantly alter the development that was originally approved. Nor would the amendment be detrimental to the residential amenity of the area.

In view of the above I see no material objections to the granting of this permission and therefore recommend accordingly.

	SUMMARY OF REASONS FOR APPROVAL:

	The proposal has no significant detrimental impact on nearby residential amenity nor would it have an adverse visual impact.



	RECOMMENDATION: That conditional consent is granted.


DATE INSPECTED: 4th April 2013














