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- COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH

= - Y- FileReference LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND REGISTER REFERENCE
. . N - DEVELOPMENT) ACT 1963 & 1976
| PLANNING REGISTER TA 119%
1. LOCATION rear The Mall, Main St., Lucai,
2. PROPOSAL Two storey office building, -
Date Further
3. TYPE & DATE (a) Requested
TYPE Date Received

Of APPLICATION

_obth-June.1980..-

.....BR...-‘.

Name Morris McCollough & AsSS0CS-.s

4. SUBMITTED BY
Address Iveagh Court, Harcourt Road,

Name Niall Hapnon,

5. APPLICANT
Address 16, Berkeley Road,
0.C.M. No. PA/1775/80 Notified ~ 25th August 1980
6. DECISION
Date o5th August 1980 Effect To refuse O. Permission
0.C.M. No. Notified
7. GRANT |
Date Effect
, .
oymission refused (0)

Decision P :
by An Bord Pleanalq,

Notified Frd Oct., 1930

8. APPEAL

1st Party, Effect  13th May, 1981

Type

Date of

Decision

9. APPLICATION
Effect

SECTION 26 (3)

10. COMPENSATION Ref. in Compensation Register

e

1. ENFORCEMENT Ref. in Enforcement Register

12. PURCHASE
NOTICE

13. REVOCATION
or AMENDMENT

application

14,
M i

Copy issued by .o

Date..o —
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. p1,. 6/5/51166
' AN BORD PLEBNALA

LOCAL CGOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND DEVELOPMEﬁT) BCTS, 1963 AND 1976

County Dublin _ . .

- T e

planning Register Reference Numbexr: ¢.A, 1194

APPEAL by”Nial;TH%EPon, of?lG,‘BerkEley'Road,“Dublin, againstfﬁhe L
decision made O e.25th daygof.nugust;%1980, by'the,Counpil;oﬁﬁﬁ;iii;f'

wthejﬁounty“of‘Dﬁblin;%ﬂecidingfto;reiuggéfblgrant;@n outline==-— . i
permission for%ﬁhe.erection“Of_z.two—ato_5@‘- fmjjﬁh;;ﬁiggj{%@aef;7“>f '

site

-tfthe'rearrof‘fhe;Mall,

DECISION:;;Pufsuant t
ACtS F] 19 63 ) and 1976 ] Otline QA=FIINT T 'snu“--.! ARG

erection of the said two—storey office building foxr the reasons set
out in the Schedule hereto. ‘ L : - .

_fﬁéntodai{édvernment (Planniﬁg =nd Development)
i2s] 1.5 .-1E ~fuaed for the

PO T D

. | SCHEDULE

1. There are no foul sewerage facilities available to serve the
proposed development and the proposal would accordingly be
premature by reference to this_deficiency and the period within

which such deficiency may reasonably be expected to be made good.

" 2. The proposed.development would endanger public safety by reason
of traffic hazard because of the generation of traffic along an
inadequate laneway and through_a.sub-standard junction with the

adjoining Lucan Main Street. ‘ ' L e
3. - The proposed development by reason of an inadequate site area
and insufficient on-site car-parkind facilities would constitute
i'overdevelopment_of"the_site}:and this would be contrary to the
' proper planning and development of the area. I

Ve

N - —— — ’
}\. IR R  Member of At/ Bord Pleanala duly
S o T authorised to authenticate the

e | - seal of the Board.

pated this ;3 day of %\;7 1981.




DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL

Gpr;om 7247%5 PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Ext: 262/264 = . . S | Block 2 _
-+~ - |rish Life Centre
Lower Abbey Street

Dublin 1

OUTLINE PERMISSION : IGO0 :  APPAOIMAK
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT) ACTS, 1963 & 1976

To;

..... Morris, McCullough and Associstes, ...  Register ReferenceNo..... ToAo LISK L.
..... Architecte, . . ..............cc...o.ne Planning Control No. . . ... 2668L . ... . .oovinnnn.
..... Iveagh Couxt, .. .................cc0-. ApplicationReceived.....2.6/.6/89...,.............
..... Harcourt Road, Dublin 2e..............  Additional Inf,Recd......ouumenrerernrereeniets
APPLICANT ... NESLL HBIMOD. | . ... ieeiunnneerernaiescenuestnnnrae e st

In pursuance of its functions under the above mentioned Acts the Dublin County Councit, being the Planning Authority for the

County Health District of Dublin, did by order, P/ A17sfe0 4a18d oo 2Ot BUGUETy AIOY s

decide to refuse: |
OUTLINE PERMISSION PERBDINEN ARERGYRL

proposed two-storey office building at rear of the Mall, Main Street, Iucan,

I i ddetiliiehdbiviesd Mhvnirenieiaaepe AR S A R R R

[ LI ]
Ittt

1., There is no foul sewer available to serve the proposed development,

2, The proposed development would be premature by reason of the said existing deficiency
in the provision of foul sewer facilities and the period within which wuch deficiency
may reasonably be expected to be made good.

3. The proposed development would endanger public safety by reason of traffic hazard,
because it would gemerate traffic on the narrow and inadequate laneway leading to the
Tucean Main Sireet. The sitution is further worsened due to the junction of the
laneway with lmcan Main Street being substandard, having inadequate kerb radii.

L, Sufficient car parking spaces bave noi been provided, due mainly to the area of the
site being too smmll. This would lead to roadside parking on both the lanewvay and
Imcan Main Street, which would endasger public safety by reason of a traffic hazard.

5. The site of the proposed development is located in an area zoned "to provide for
shopping and commercial development”. The application is ambiguous in that the
advertisement and form of application refer to a "ilwo-storey office development®,
vhereas the lodged plans refer to a light industrial building, In wither event,
the proposed develoyment represenis overdevelopment of this small site and would be
sericusly injurious to the amenities of adjoining residential properties.

6. No evidence has been submitted as to the access to the site or the applicant's
interest in the laneway adjoining the aite,

/5

Signed on behalf of the Dublin County Council ........icccmeresisenmssssssaserssrmsnsnmssens (4 ............................................ weees
for PRINCIPAL OFFICER

Date... 25th Aungust, 1980, ...

NOTE: An appeal against the decision may be made to An Bord Pleanala by the applicant within ons 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

4 we jn writing and. shail statg ghe gubje magi‘; oflsthe p % ground the i and shoul addressed to An Bord
a1 TN SRRl S W RS S Wn bl St D SN iy 2§ Eooéngn Yﬁfp&ﬁ‘ﬁ‘f@l TREESaN w'hs gen duly made and

has not been withdrawn An Bord Pleana will determine the application for permission as if it had been made to them in the first
instanc ...




