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	PARTICULARS OF PROPOSED WORKS: 
	Replacement of eight windows and one door (resubmission of applications 3/2019/0368 and 3/2019/0582).

	AT:  22 Church Street Ribchester PR3 3XP

	Ribble Valley Borough Council hereby give notice that Listed Building Consent has been refused for the execution of the works referred to above for the following reasons(s):

	
1.     The proposal is harmful to the special architectural and historic interest of the listed building because implemented rear windows are incongruous and conspicuous in form (including timber frame section sizes and opening mechanism) within this late Georgian terrace and insufficient information has been submitted to understand the impact of proposed front elevation double-glazed windows with faux glazing bars.


	Note(s)
	
	
	
	
	

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

	2
	The Local Planning Authority operates a pre-planning application advice service which applicants are encouraged to use. The proposal does not comprise sustainable development and there were no amendments to the scheme, or conditions that could reasonably have been imposed, which could have made the development acceptable and it was therefore not possible to approve the application.
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