CORPORATION OF DUBLIN

g,

PLAN NO. LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND
L4598 /81 DEVELOPMENT) ACT 1963
PLANNING REGISTER (Part i) g |
Loroas:;
| 0S.NO. %o T
1. LOCATION Ashfield, Brookvale, Rathfarnham = 333@%;_

Dublin 1k,

GRID REF .l(.;,b?'@q‘ﬂ

2. PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT

69 Terraced Houses.

Date Farther Particulars: . *
3. TYPE & DATE APPLICATION DATE (a) Requested (b) Received ~~ "
OF APPLICATION TYPE -- 1 ,
P & B 21&/12/81 . T, p SOV
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" < T R USRI

Name e

g Randal McDonnell, B. Arch,
4, SUBMITTED BY

Address §

t
Cara™,

5. APPLICANT

Name wWhitbay Ltd.,

Address

Ballinteer Road, Dublin 1k, .

Bective House, Dawson Street, Dublln 2

R

¥ ¥¥

6. DECISION

0.C.M. No. & DATE P614,

kth March, 1982,
Date NOT!FIED

4th March, 1982.

(SEE OPPOSITE).

0.C.M. No. & DATE

EFFECT : N
7. GRANT Date NOTIFIED -
TIFICATION TO ' Decision  PERMI SSION REFUSED. B
8. APPEAL G el R@“ :
, CORPORATION (SEE OPPOSITE) B
S8A. DATE OF AN BORD PLEANALAS DECISTON: -
Dateoﬂ?)rd March, 1983- Decision

9. APPLICATION
SECTION 26 (3)

application -

10. COMPENSATION

Ref. in Compensation Register

11."ENFORCEMENT

Ref. in Enforcement Register

12. PURCHASE
NOTICE.

13. REVOCATION
or AMENDMENT

®%¥%IN ACCORI
14, OF THE LOCAL
. DEVELOPMENT

AND DEVELOP
15. AUTHORITY H

6. - Dﬂﬂrsmnw

GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND
ACT 1976 AMENDING SECTI

NT) ACT, $4€ " THE PLANN
S EXTENDED UNTIL 4th

EnLop_Eca-unx;uargffe___

.....



PL 29/5/58676

LY

&~

AN BORD PLEANALA

LOCAL GOVERNMENT {PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) ACTS, 1963 TO 1982

Dublin County Borough

Planning Register Reference Number: 4598/81

APPEAL by Whitbay Limited, of Bective House, Dawson Street, Dublin,
against the decision made on the 4th day of March, 1982, by the Right
‘Honourable the Lord Mayor, Aldermen and Burgesses of Dublin to refuse
permission for the erection of 69 terraced houses at Ashfield,
Brookvale, Rathfarnham, Dublin: ]

DECISION: Pursuant to the Local Government (Planning and Development)
Acts, 1963 to 1982, permission is hereby refused for the erection of the
said houses for the reasons set out in the Schedule hereto. :

SCHEDULE

1. The proposed development would be in conflict with the development
plan zoning for the area as it would involve an encroachment of -
development onto land having a zoning objective "F" i.e. "to preserve
recreational amenity including open space". This zoning cbjective is
considered reasonable. B | '

2. The proposed development would be seriously injurious to the visual
amenities of the area because some of the houses, e.g. 17 to 26, would
be located in an obtrusive elevated position at the top of a steep
escarpment overlooking the Dodder Valley amenity area and not
adequately set back to allow for retention of existing trees and the
provision of further necessary screening. In addition, the proposal

to have houses 58-59 backing onto the public open space close to the
Rathfarnham Road - Dodder Valley Parkway junction would be injurious

to visual amenity also. . _ ' -

3. The proposed development would give rise to injury to the |
residential amenities and reduction in the wvalue of nearby properties
due in particular to the proposed house type and the proposal to locate
the access road alongside the rear garden walls of houses on |
Rathfarnham Road. In addition, the location of house number 69 in
particular would result in serious overlocking and overshadowing of

- adjoining properties. Aé;&Vf/éf
Ay T felrl

Member ofKAn Bord Pleandla duly -
authorised to authenticate. the
seal of the Board.

Dated this,ZF{ipaf of /%/26/ 1983.

-
-




CORPORATION OF DUBLIN

- Order of the Assistant City and County Manager \\
Local Government (Planning & Development) Acts 1963/76, Local Government (Dublin) Acts 1930-195

OMMENDATION: | Decision Order No.......... G4 Ay eerorr: Date.

reby endorse the recommendation of the
evelopment Control Assistant Grade 1/Planning Assistant Grade I: ................. WELEH -eeveeeees Date.... 4 . %,82
TO REFUSE... PERMISSYON................ in respect of the Application received on........04 48,88 -
(o] RO ..6.....reasons, ~ for the development proposed in Plan No./Reg. No...... &593131 ...........
f - by Applicant...... - Whitbay. L.td ................... ..of. .Beetive. Houge Dawson. St 91@1*!’!....3 ...........

.................

B e R Ll s T T A S S R RN A - TR SR I S B T o T Y

'.ORDER: In accordance with the recommendation of the Principal Officer, I decide that having regard to the provisions which are
2 included in the Development Plan, the above proposal would be contrary to proper planning and development and I,

therefore, decide TO REFUSE............. - — remem e raiarereosiinnnnnnen therefo
PERMISSION e
under the Local Government (Planning and Development) Acts 1963/76 for the............... Y Su— reasons stated below.

REASONS

1. The encroachment of houses , (particularly sites 53 to 57)

onto the floor of the Dodder ¥alley womnld spoil its unique open
charactera and would seriously injure the amenity of the area and
wottld encroach on lands zoned objective # in the Dublin Development
Pilan 1.8, to preserve recreatiocnal amenity and open space,

. 2. The bdacking of houses {particularly sites 58 to 69) onto the
- open space wonld be injurious to vdeual and.residential emenity.

‘ 3. The provision of a linear open space at the mcks of houses on a
steeply sloping bank would be unsatisfactory in terms of hoth

. amonity and maintenance and wonld be contrary -to the pwoper planning
- and development of the area,

il g - s

houses
4. The predominance of narrow frontage, high roofed design/in the
" proposed development is out of charascter with surromnding development
- the ares,

. 5. The applicant has failed to provide adequately detafiled landscaped
’pr;ggaosaln and a tree survey,

6. The proximity of the rere of homses no. 18 to 25 to the steep
- embankment would ®e seriocusly injurious to visual amehity and these
:.:_-:ihausas would emncroach oa knds zoned objective P Iin the Development Pla;
----- :l.e. t0o preserve recreational amenity and open spaces,




