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	Development Description:
	Proposed floodlighting to two tennis courts

	Site Address/Location:
	Read and Simonstone Community Tennis Club, off Carleton Avenue, Simonstone.

	

	CONSULTATIONS: 
	Parish/Town Council

	Simonstone Parish Council – No objection. 

	

	CONSULTATIONS: 
	Highways/Water Authority/Other Bodies

	Env Health:
	No comments

	

	CONSULTATIONS: 
	Additional Representations.

	Three objections have been received (one signed by 5 addresses) the concerns raised are:
Light pollution
People attending do not use the car park
Disturbance from vehicles using the lane. 
One letter of support which says that the lighting will extend the use of the courts. 

	

	RELEVANT POLICIES AND SITE PLANNING HISTORY:

	Ribble Valley Core Strategy:

Policy DS1: Development Strategy 
Policy DS2: Sustainable Development 
Policy EN2: Landscape 
Policy EC2: Development of Retail, Shops and Community Facilities and Services 
Policy DMI1: Planning Obligations
Policy DMI2: Transport Considerations 
Policy DMG1: General Considerations 
Policy DMG2: Strategic Considerations 
Policy DME2: Landscape and Townscape Protection 
Policy DMB3: Recreation and Tourism Development
 

	Relevant Planning History:
94/0186 – convert grass court to tarmac – approve
02/0789 – car park - approve

	

	ASSESSMENT OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:

	Site Description and Surrounding Area:
The site is an established sports club consisting of four tennis courts, club house and car park located to the north of and accessed via Carleton Avenue.  The site is outside the settlement boundary but there is residential development to the North, West and South so it is not in a completely isolated open position. The site is not located within the Greenbelt or AONB.  The land slopes gently upwards from Carleton Avenue to the courts and reached via a single track lane. 

	Proposed Development for which consent is sought:
The application seeks consent for the construction of a total of eight floodlights mounted on six, eight metre high columns around two of the tennis courts. 

	Principle of Development:
It is apparent that a tennis club has existing at this site for some time and in 1994 planning permission was granted in 1998 for a tarmac pitch with a car park being approved in 2002.  The club wish to provide lighting to two of the courts which will allow them to be used for longer periods of time. 

	The site is located outside any defined settlement boundary and is therefore in open countryside, there are agricultural fields immediately surrounding the site however beyond this there is residential development on 3 sides. It is not within the AONB or close to any heritage assets. 

The proposal will allow the expansion of an existing facility and therefore is considered to broadly accord with core strategy policy DMB3.

	Policy DMB3 of the core strategy supports the expansion of recreational and leisure facilities and it is apparent that this is a successful club for which the floodlights would be an asset. It would improve the existing facilities on the site of an existing courts within the confines of the club site and therefore is considered to be acceptable in terms of DMB3. The NPPF is also supportive of the retention and enhancement of sports and recreation provision which contributes to health and wellbeing. 	



	Residential Amenity:
There is residential development to the North, West and South of the site. The nearest dwellings are on Carleton Avenue and approx. 120m away.  

The proposed hours of operation for the courts is between 9am and 930pm 7 days a week and the lights will be on a timer to illuminate the courts during these times in the hours of darkness. 

Undoubtedly the installation of lights is so that the club can cater for more people at later hours during the winter and the applicant has said that there may be other sports groups using the facility such as youth football groups. This is an intensification of the use of two of the courts but the improvement of sporting facilities is supported in principle by the NPPF and policy DMB3.  It is not considered a change of use as it would remain within Class F2 of the Use Classes Order. 

The site is 120 metres away from the nearest housing, the lights will be turned off at 930pm (on a timer) with only a courtesy light left on and this is not considered excessive. 

A lighting assessment has been submitted with the proposal which demonstrates that the light spillage outside the site will be minimal. Each court consists of a rectangular area with a marked-out court area in the centre. The light will be focussed on the court itself and around the edges will reduce to a max of 12 lux which is a low level. Whilst it is accepted that the lights may be visible from certain vantage points outside the site, there will not be a level of light spillage outside the site that would be sufficient to cause a nuisance particularly given the times of operation. 

Some concerns have been raised by neighbours with regards to nuisance from car headlights as they leave the facility late at night. It must be taken into consideration that the facility already exists with no restrictions on operating hours but it is accepted that the lights will allow use in the hours of darkness.  Cars will travel down the hill and may pause to open and close the gate which is in proximity to the houses either side of the entrance.  It would be considered likely that when the courts are in use that the gate would be left open so only one person would need to close the gate if they are the last to leave unless there are livestock in the field.  The properties near the gate both have close boarded timber fences which should screen the headlights which will only pass fleetingly. It is not considered that this is going to cause a level of harm that is sufficient to outweigh the merits and public benefits of the scheme in terms of recreation. 

	Visual Amenity:
The site is not in a protected landscape but is in an area of open countryside which is devoid of other structures. The lighting columns themselves will be located around the perimeter of the courts and have a limited visual impact. As aforementioned the lights themselves will be visible, but measures have been put in place to minimise the impact and ensure that the light is directed predominantly onto the courts.

When balanced with the merits of the proposal the visual impact is considered acceptable.  

	Highways:
The number of people attending the site is dictated by the scale of the facility which has four courts (only two of which are to be lit) and 15 parking spaces.  The proposal will not increase the scale of the use, only allow longer hours of use in winter and as such it is not considered to raise any highway safety issues. 

	Observations/Consideration of Matters Raised/Conclusion:
For the reasons in the appraisal the proposal is considered to be of benefit to the local community through the enhancement of an existing sporting facility which is considered to outweigh the minor impacts of the scheme. As such it is recommended accordingly. 

	RECOMMENDATION:
	That planning consent is granted. 
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