COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH

F'ile. Reference
B,C. 11326

! LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT) ACT 1963

PLANNING REGISTER

S—

1. LOCATION

e R ——

REGISTER REFERENCE

H.1944

Brounsbarn, Co, Dublin.

e e S

2. PROPOSAL

<

Agrucultural storage units.

B Date Further Particulars
TYPE Date Reaceived (a) Requested (b) Received
3 TYPE & DATE Ste- Tgeav J10/" 15/7/76
OF APPLICATION | o 24RO/T5...... W 747 T——
p. zath HUQUS":, 19?5 L Ll bl M ed A BaaRAEERE IR NS T eonbnaT
ssrentanenalnaapaas sy pnmerassa i N S ) 2. e eesamsesissnrant 2 R
4. SUBMITTED BY Name A. Trenaman, Architect,
Adgrass 53, Monastery flalk, Clondalkin, Co, @'_hugun.
F 5, APPLICANT Name G. Hooper,
| Address 50 i
ST | ' -
- OCM. No. P/2961/76 Notified 13%th September, 1976
6. DECISION | _
| Date 1IZI/ g/ 76 Effect Permisgion Rafussd
| 3t
O.C.M. Ne. Notified
7. GRANT '
| Date Effect
| MNotified 1/19/75_ Decision Pernission refused,
8. APPEAL |
Type 1st Party Effect  20th August 1980
9. APPLICATION Date of Decision
SECTION 26 (3) -
' ) application Effect

10, COMPENSATION

Ref. in Compensation Register

e ——

11. ENFORCEMENT

Ref. in Enforcement Register

12, PURCHASE
NOTICE

13. REVOCATION
or AMENDMENT

b it dhedtadentte ]

Grid Ref.
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LOCAT, COVERMNMENT (PLANNTHG IND DEVELOPMENT: ACTS, 13563 MSD 1975

Comnty Dublin =i

Lanning Rergister-Reference lhunber H.1l044

APFEAL by George Hooner, care of 53, monastery Walk, Clondalkin, -

County Tmiblin, acainst m decision made on the 10th daiy of T =
frotambsr, 1978, by the % Counaclil of the County of Dublin '&&-i&: el =
o rafuss to grant Ythiaisaion £or develoomemt described as the -
oraction of agriculturdl storage vnits o- & site at Brownsbari, 1
County Dublin: _ L - .. | 3

DECISTION: Pures "1 : to the Local Governméntk (Pla~-ing and Development)
.?»‘«mms L9883 and 1575, permission is hersby refused For the aaid

dzvelopment for the reaséns &6t out in the Schedule herefo, - =

SUHEDUTE
» The gropoged davelapment would endenger public safety by reason
of trafflic hazard due to the gmeratian of heavy vehicular traffic
on the inadsemiate road network in the arsa.

bl we

2. The arsa of which the glte forms a par: is z£qed in the
davelopnment vlan for the firther devel rooment of mrienltuwre. Thiz
amrw ig considexrasd ,?:a& anadle gnd tha oroscsad develo—meni: wonld -

@ in conflict with if and would militate against the meservaricon
i:"-}.i:' the rurzl ervu.-r-rnmmt | '
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g Membexr of An Bord Pleanafa dul v
M‘k authorised to authenticate the ]
g = g seal of the Beoard, E
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5 UDated this Z ) A=zv of /f( wé . LeRD,




DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL

TELEPHONE: 42951 (EXT.131) Planning Department,
- 46-49 Dame Street,
. Dublin 2.

NOTIFICATION OF A DECISION TO REFUSE:

KESBERNITRSION : PERMISSION; XRPPREVAL -
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT) ACT, 1963,
H, 1944
Register Reference No:. 19

TO: Adrian Trenaman, E8Q.sy 11326

53',. Monastery Walk, planming Control Not...ewe.cewmeree-

Clunda I‘R f‘.['.l?;'...,..-._, U Application received. LzB/ 8/75'

" Co.Dublin. Addit. info. recd:= 15/7/76.
APPLICANT £ veeervnrsiemrsmnseassens o eerennnnaeaes ea‘# 2L PR —
In pursurance of its functions under the above mentioned Act the Dublin County Council,being
the Planning Authority for the County Hezlth District of Dublin, did by erclerE( g?@l{-’?ﬁ ¥ieere
dated lﬂthSep‘t‘b‘er,fag?&, decide to refuse: | )
XSPPRRCERERRION PERMISSION; AR ST0RAX )

ior . PECPOSEd agriﬂ“l?é‘i?ﬁ%-.95*&3:%..@:'5-.@E@.@ﬁ@ém,...@.c.:.e!-'m:?.l,;i.p.,i...,......,f_-_-...,b....
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for the following reasons:. | e

1. It 4is an objective of the Flanning Authoxity as expressed in the
Development Pian that the area in which this site is located be
reserved "to provide for the further development of agriculture'.
The proposed dawelopment representis commercial development nnrelated
to a particular agricultural holding and as such 1g incompatible with

+he use zoning provisions of the Development Flan and would militate
against the preservation of the rural environment,

2.The proposed development ig located in a rural area adjacent to the
Dublin/Naas dual carriageway. It can be clearly seen from the
National Primary Route and would be visually obtrusive. It is the
policy of the Flanning Authority to presexve the rural amenities
along the National Primary Route. This development would be in
conflict with this policy.

3.The Sanitary Aunthority objects to the proposed development for the
following reasonsSi~
(a) Applicant has not furnished evidence of compliance with
Factories Act, 1955, Office Premises Act, 1958, and Contxol of
Atmospheric Pollu jon Regulations 1970,
(b) SQPtic'tankhpe_colaticn area is located too far from proposed
building;
{c) A trial hole has not been opened to indicate the suitability of
the site to accept septic tank drainage;
(d) Plan of sanitary accommodation is unsatisfactory. Entrance
jobbies to toilet compartments and the tollet compartments themselves
must be separately and directly ventilated to the atmospherej

Contd. Over/

gigned on behalf of the Dublin County Couneil: ...-wemn /M.p.-.

13th September, 1976.

Date:....................-.“-.;...;............-
NOTE: An appeal against the decision may be made to the Minister by the applicant within
one month from the date of receipt by the applicant of this notification or by any other person
within twenty—one days of the date of the decision. The appeal shall be in writing and shall
state the subject matter of the appeal and grounds of the appeal and should be addressed o
the Secretary, ( Planning Appeals Sectlon), Department of Tocal Goj'ernmant-, Custom Hpus;‘g_,‘
Dublin 1.VWhen an appeal has been duly made and has not been withdrawn ithe Minister for
Local Government will determine the application for _p_ermission as if it had been ma_de to him

in the first ingtance.

Form 5.




4. The proposed development would endanger public safety by re -
of traffic hazard due to the generation of heavy vehicular
traffic by a devekopmant on the scale proposed on the inadeltate
road naetwork in the area. If this development were permitted it
would involve upgrading of the existling roads to Road Department
normal standarde for industrial access roads.

5. The proposed development would endanger public safety bymreason
of traffic hazard by creating additional turning movements on a
Junction on the Duplin Naas dual-carriageway at a location where
fatal accidents have already occurred,

\

Signed on bghalf of the Dubli _ od

fbr'Senior.Administrative nfficer.

Date: 13th September, 1976.




