


with increased noise for houses in the area. It should also be noted that there is no footpath on that 
side of the road and no opportunity to put one in adding further risk for holiday makers walking into 
the village from the site. It should be noted also that the site map does not show the hedges both 
sides of the proposed entrance to the proposed site and these obscure visibility vehicles leaving the 
driveway. Other properties on the road have mirrors to assist exit. This will be a serious hazard to 
holiday makers and vehicles coming down the hill into the village. 
Pollution 
Increased noise from traffic coming and going onto the site. Noise pollution from holiday makers 
using the log cabins, 
Smells from the snail production and processing. The proposal is to use a septic tank sited close to 
the brook, the proposed solution does not seem adequate for up to 30 holiday makers, plus workers, 
delivery drivers, visitors etc., We therefore have significant concern that sewage will overspill / 
discharge into the brook polluting the water stream, plus the smell resulting from the use of 
inadequate septic tank. 
Flood Risk 
whilst it is acknowledges that this new proposal does not involve building directly on to the flood 
zone - Given the increase of hard standing the development would result in the risk of flooding both 
to the development itself, the adjacent properties would be significantly increased. Water displaced 
and the increased run off from such a large hard standing area into Boyces Brook will increase the 
flood risk further down the brook into the village affecting areas already at risk on Stoneygate lane 
and Blackburn Road near the Ribchester Arms. 
I note that there only appears to be parking for "holiday lets" (16/17 of these and 4 spaces for the 
snail farm - where is it proposed that the "visitors" park ? Or does the applicant not really believe 
that the snail farm will succeed as is the case for all his other similar ventures so there is not genuine 
need for parking for "visitors" 
Creation of work in the area 
The application indicates that the " development " will not create any new jobs in the area which 
seems to be contradictory to the design and access statement. 
Need for further holiday lets in the area 
Is there a genuine need for any further holiday lets in the area? Given there are already a significant 
number in both Ribchester and the surrounding area and whilst there may be some increased 
demand at the immediate time due to travel restrictions as a result of COVID pandemic. Will the 
need continue in the future ? Will it be the case that when the applicant finds that there is no 
demand for holiday lets ( and his snail venture has "failed" )will the planning department receive a 
request for change of use from holiday lets to building for permanent housing what is currently 
GREEN BELT land used for the grazing of livestock


