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CORPORATION OF DUBLIN )
"LOCAL GCVERNMENT (PLANNING AND . | REGISTER REFERLH u-
DEVELOPMENT) ACTS 1963 — 1983 gsalt Soo™
PLANNING REGISTER (Part1) n—
| osino
1. LOCATION Brooitvale Roead, B
Hathfarzham, |
Dublin 14, o CRID REF umccsamissassssasmsonions
o FREPARED BY: 1,
2. PROPOSED : - o _ _ Pt
DEVELOPMENT 68 no. 5 bedroom town houses CHECKED BY; !{f'f
. Date Further Particulars.: .
3. TYPE &DATE TYPE APPLICATION DATE {a) Reguested {b) Received _ ]
OF APPLICATION ; o 1
F. 13.5.1985 S L S
------------- e e e T N TN T T e 3. .--------.-_--»-.y-- T ] 3. BN SENER AP ETE SN AR VAR AL KA BB ;
4. SUBMITTED BY 1 G os‘ggnor Court
Address Dublin
nName
5. APPLICANT MecKiernan Homes Ltd,
Biotoec Fouse,
Address Rtanelagh, )
; "t'n'h'ﬁ ; ) 5 . . - ) ) . .
| 0.CM.No.&DATE P, 1646. EFFECT TO REFUSE PERMISSIOR
6. DECISION 11tk July, 1985. (SEE OPPOSIEE).
Date NOTIF{ED™ ~ !
1l%h July, 19685.
O.C.M. No. & DATE EFFECT -
7. CRANT
Date NOTIFIED
NOTIFICATION TO Decision EEIPJJS%T EP‘ I%F‘ ISR
| A - | (SEE OPPOSITE),
8. APPEAL CORPORATION /
Date of 4n Bord Plganalals ?Decisitm. 261;}:1 Iiovemher, 1985,
_ Daie of Pecision
9. APPLICATICN | -
SECTION 26 (3j ~ application
10. COMPENSATION Rei. in Compensation Register
11. ENFORCEMENT [ Ref. in Enforcement Register )
12. PURCHASE
MOTICE
13. REVOCATION
or AMENDMENT
SATE OF 188UE OF CoPY
.ﬁsfrfﬂrvmh orF:bm
) | FIMANTT QUFIGEE ANDS
i
£ {

i 6. . . - TiZl LAY 'S RECENT ST
. £ ..nn-‘--—-..___.d—— — _




— LURITUKA LTIUNUE DOUBLEIN

— Order of the Assistant City and County Manager -

i Yacal Government (Pianmqg & Development) Acts 1963/82, Local Government (Dublin) Acts 1930-1955 ;

+ 5 29

£ | | S ' P1646 " (KL

REZ: MMENDATIDN ' Decision Order No.....civarreroresmierioneenes DA€ 3
| by endorse the recommendation of the | ATT .IC 1157 1935
Develo t Control Assistant Grade 1/Planning Assistant Grade ;oo ... ’ ....... emeoneenanan Date...... i . Fu

.- PERMISSION 13/5/ 1925
TO REFUSE. ...t escesees e i o1 respect of the Application received on........ ! 5{ S

%0 ?36 85

for. s FEAS0DS, for the development proposed in Plan No ,’Reg, Noviiciin. ! ........
by Applicant... E ._--.a.-,,_.-m..,,-, s Ltd" w0l Bht&: %ﬁ?:"ﬁ{aﬁ?f&h’ Dubliné: A e e

namely to: amt 53 ﬂa. 3 hedrm tovn Imuees at Brwkvalg Rmﬂ, Rathfa‘mhm. ﬁuhlin 14,

B R N E NSRS AN AR A R T F WS S S e e L FEER RS A v e S A S ST M

e e e i e L N A P S e U PR AR LA A P AR P AAR AR AN SRRl e F SR e A

TrW Al b r s s am e e b it bt S e B T Ll T R Sl B A o A A A A A AR AT R R AR R AR RS R A B B e

j [gnednqh_,%é{ﬁmcma} Officer. Dafe:.. %/ ..

ORDPER: In accordance with the recommendation of the Principal Officer, | decide that having regard to the provisions which are

included in the Development Plan, the above pronosal would be contrary to proper planning and de'velopmeni and 1,

A, "—’-'*W-“-‘M

therefore, decide TO REFUSE, . PE.., S ST dimmrodipranss semnnsn s ransnstasaveaneseenee LNEEETOF
under the Local Government (Planning and Development) Acts 1963/82 for the..... mou ...... reasons stated below,
F

REASONS

tthe proposed development does not west ene oftho-mein criteris for vesidsntial development
¢o which the Coxporation as plamning suthority must have regard by virtus of the poliey
ect out for regidential standards in the-Dublin Ciry Development Plan 1980, inm chaz iz i{s £
not cmmpatible with the existing density of adjeining residential aress;y this eriteria i °
coneidered eritical in this imstance as the pattern of development based on ap cxtensicn |
northwards of the ezisting Broskvsle Boad cul-de-gzc ghould be compatible with tas form of
the existing housing development on Brookvale Road gnd the form of development proposcd
ceuprisiag a geries of terrsced 2~storey dwellings, proposed to be splayed to a constsnt
Building line, on narvow frontages would be totally imesmpatible ia this location end would
' be seriaasly injurious ko the gnenities of the &t‘ea egnd the surrounding residential
properties.

2, Bedrocm Do 3 '0*’ t‘ha progosed dwelling houses fails te w2zt the miniwmm flooy avez

requirements recommended in the Bevelopaent Plan and as such would comstitute substandrrd
developront wh:s.ah mid not be in accordance with the proper plamning snd dedelopment of .
Ehm area. _ ¢

| o
: ! R i
. Seaxaan T e Y Date ........ [ e~ B .
is 1t} and Ceunt}- Manager _
10 whom the ap-pm;"iﬁaté powers have been delegated by Order of the City and Cournty Manager 5 —— ' )
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PL  29/5/696%4

AN BORD PLEANALA

i

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND DEVCLOPMENT) ACTS, 1963 70 1983

Dublin Couniy Borough

Planning Register Reference Number: 736/B5

APPEAL by McKiernarm Homes Limited of Biotox House, Ranelagh, Dublin, againsi
the decision made on the 11th day of July, 1985, by the Right Homourable the
Lord Mayor, Aldermen and Burgesses of Dublin_to refuse permission for the
erection of sixty eight houses at Brookvale Road, Rathfarnham, Dublin:

DECISION: Pursuant te the Locsl Government (Plarmning and Development) Acts,
1963 to 1983, permission is hereby refused for the erection of the said
houses for the reasons set out in the Schedule hereto.

SCHEDULE o

1. One of the main criteria for proposed residential development set out in
the Dublin City Development Plan 1980 is compatibility with the existing
density of adjoining residential areas. Thisecriterion is cansidered
reasonable. The proposed development, based on an extension northwards
of the existing Brookvale Road cul-de-sac and comprising & series of
terraced two-storey houses splayed to a constani building line on nariow
frontages, would be totally incompaiible with existing heusing on
Brookvale Road and acecordingly, would not meet the said criteriom and
would be seriously injurious to the amenities of surrourding residential

& preperties and of the area.

?. Bedroom number 3 of the proposed houses fails to meet the minimum floor
area requirement set ouf in the Dublin Cify Development Plan 1980, which
requirement is econsidered reasonable and accordingly, would constitute
substandard development. '

) ' éﬁf;éjihx Member of An Bord Pleandla duly
: . 2N ) authorised to authenicate the
Vi _sezl of ithe Bgard. )
V= i | ;
s;; y . Dated this 2-6 cday of MM{A/VM 1985.
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