








I would urge officers and councillors to undertake a site visit and see / feel the impact this 
commercial lighting scheme, that is more suited to a city centre or commercial office industrial 
estate.

If you take The Inn at Whitewell for example and how discreet the lighting is and how discreet the 
lighting is in the village of Dunsop Bridge I also feel the lighting scheme has no relation to other 
lighting in the area and it is unclear why they chose such commercial lighting?

The lighting if passed will have an "adverse" effect on our lives as the lights shine into both 
downstairs and upstairs properties with light actually coming into all rooms aswell as a glare when 
you are sat in certain rooms.

The applicant has erected a scheme with no consideration for his fellow neighbours and selfishly 
decided to just go ahead and turn Thorneyholme Hall into Blackpool illuminations without any 
consideration for the impact that this style of light, number of lights and brightness will have.

Should the scheme go ahead in an AoNB it also means that RVBC is setting a precedence as to 
accepting this type of unnecessary brightness / lighting within a rural location which will have 
devastating effects. I see no reason why a residential property would want or needs such intense 
lighting?

If however they were do add 2 or 3 of the lights that are down the drive of Thorneyholme Hall which 
are much less intrusive, we would not object to this. There are already two lights there from 
previous so we cant understand why they didn't just use the existing lamps as opposed to erecting 
new ones?

Flood Risk Assessment

OBJECTION

Concerns of flooding from the site.

We also have concerns as considerable ground works including hard standing, a road and a lot of 
other works undertaken to remodel the grounds. In the original plans it stated there would be no or 
little remodelling however this is another area where we feel a breach has occurred.

Even in there own flood risk assessment page 11 where it asks about developmental drainage for 
example they ticked low as, they state "no additional hard surfacing is planned within the 
development" but there has been additional hard surfacing by way of a road and in several areas.

As a result of the extensive changes to the grounds (which were not in the plans or I believe agreed 
by RVBC) we have noticed in recent weeks and months an unusual higher amount of surface water 
run off downhill to our property appearing to come from the said development.

Section 5.17 to 5.20 of there own flood risk assessment deals with these matters in part.

We have numerous recent pictures and whilst some run off water has always come into the yard, 
the amounts are in far greater excess than previous along with levels of mud, soil and sludge from 
the front garden that has also been remodelled.

For the middle of summer the yard was flooded in a very short space of time and it is unclear why 
this sudden change has occurred and can only be seen as a contributing factor based on the site 
remodelling of Thorneyholme Hall.
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14 months of raising issues with RVBC we now have yet another "sham" application that yet again is "false" 

misleading and inaccurate.

I would like an officer to look at the said building and check if they think it in anyway resembles a games room? And 
resembles the actual planning application and floor plan in any way?

Firstly why would a games room need so many sliding patio door entrances and so many windows?

Our land is adjacent to the applicants and we surround a good 70% of his property. 
Whilst on our land today I noticed a building (looks like a toilet block) which is not on the application so would like 
this investigating as to what it is and why it is not on the plans.

There are drains and pipes (looks like waste pipes) within feet of our land and I would like to know what it is? To my 

knowledge it also has no planning permission and building control sign off?

I also took photos from our land and you can see that the "alleged" games room is in fact clearly not a games room 
so they have not built what they are applying for so surely the application is null and void?

It looks from a distance as if it is partitioned into at least 4 or 5 rooms. Neighbours have also said plumbing went in a 
while ago and they appear to be bedrooms with small shower rooms.

So why on earth submit another planning application that is a blatant dishonest act on behalf of the applicant and 
the architect to mislead and essentially act yet again in a dishonest manner.

Not only is the building currently stood without planning permission along with the lighting scheme, what appears 
to be a toilet block now appeared but we now have a further situation that the application to "supposedly" 
"remedy" the situation is actually a worthless planning application that in no way reflects the actual design or use of 
the property.

So we now have a situation where it not only appears to breach conditions, undertake works without the relevant 

planning but it now seems to go one step further and falsify planning documents!

I have complained I don't know how many times and both Cllrs and RVBC have refused to do anything in 14 months!

Now we have this situation where we are being lied to in "public" planning documents. 
The trust of both the applicant and the council are surely brought into question here?

I repeat again that this applicant is deliberately misleading us as residents, falsifying documents, undertaking works 
without planning, breaching conditions, yet to date the council has taken no action against the applicant.

Nobody can make a decision based on this situation as the application is false and has no bearing on the actual 
works that the applicant has undertaken. 
As you are also aware in the original 2017 application the environment agency originally objected when the building 
was going to have a bedroom on the ground floor due to a flood risk. They subsequently removed the bedroom 
from the original cookery school and they withdrew there objection.

I can only assume they are saying its a games room as they know from previous applications any form of sleeping 
accommodation would not be support.

All we ever wanted was some honest intervention, an accurate description of works undertaken and an honest 

description of what the applicant is planning. None of which has been forthcoming, these dishonest games, 
fraudulent application and a multitude of illegal works which the council has essentially colluded and enabled!

I would like the council to take action and attend site at the earliest opportunity as this is now becoming an absolute 

joke and clearly requires much greater publicity to highlight this ridiculous situation that RVBC have allowed to 
continue!
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