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The submissIons on this file and the Inspector's reporl were cq

meetIng held on 05/05/2021

a Board

The Board decided to refuse permISSIon for the foII

consIderations

Reasons and ConsIderatIons

On the basIS of tI WIth the plannIng application;tI.

and appeal, the icaIJon has been made by a

person who has in the land the subJect of the

In the land that comprises theappIIcatIon tO el

LT81012, or, legal estate or Interest n the

IdJon the Board is not satisfied that the plans and partIcularsLT8 l01 ZA

C 0 d&}} 1 1 e I e q U 1 r e nrI e n t S O f Ja\ T 1 : 1 e S 2 2 a nd 23 of tIle Plan n n g
and

t Regulatl011s. 2001, as amended, and partIcularjy with Article

ArtIcle 22(2)(g), Article 22(4)(a) and ArtIcle ?3( 1 )(e) in these

ci'cumstances it is consIdered that the Board is preckuded from 9rving further
consideration to the g'antlng ot permISSIon for the development the subject of the

appeal
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2 The development for whIch retention permissIon ts sought dIreCtly impacts on

local road LT8 1012 On the basIS of the Information subm ned WIth the

application and appear. the Board cannot be satISfied that the works carried out

to date would not have a material adverse effect on the IntegrIty o' the existing

road at thIS IOcatIon in this regard, the development For which relentlon

permISsion is sought would endanger pUbIIC safety by reason of traffic hazard

and would conqlc-t with Poicy NNRP3 of the Monaghan County Development

Plan, 20 19 to 2025, by way oF faIljng to ensure that the carryIng capae

road IS not adversely atfecled The developmenT for which retenlll ’n

is sougFt would constItute a substandard form of development

serIously jnjure the amenItIes oF the area, InclUdIng the local [rk, andLa

would , theretore, be contrary to Ihe prope' plannIng andd Fe developmentrT

of the area

Note

lorlty, as expressed in theThe Board noted that I is the pal}cy of De pI

Ng to 2025 under pOIICy ACP 1, to protectIVlo-,agh9n County Development PI,

Rulfers and ground water arIa. unGersources of potable waR ! a t 1

for the collectIon, storage and disposalpolicy AGRP 4 to

of efflllent DrOI lered reasonabie in thIS regard , the

lchment area of Lough NagarnananSIte and ItS su

C Development Plan, ana this Laugh suppl'es theaas identified in h

’o.pVate, Scher,e The Board consIdered that the SUbmjttedDonaghl

lformation fai's to satisfactorIly demonstrate that there isdo

the coljectlon, storage and d'sposal of effluent in the farmSU

tent would form pa't of The development for which retentionCO

permissFn is sought. would contravene thIS pOIICy and would be Orejudic'al to public

health due to t'Ie rIsk of pollution of a source of pubIIC water supply However, it was

considered that thIS wotlld constituTe a new issue withIn the context of the appeal in

this regard and noting the substantIve reasons for re'usal set oul above. 'I was

decIded not to pursue this matter funDer in the context of the Gurrent aPpeal
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n decIdIng not tD accept the Inspector’s recommendatIon to grant permISSIOn, the

Board, in addrtlon to ItS reasons For refusal set ou= aBove, c:ia not agree that the

development proposed for retentIon would not endanger Putit:a safety by reason of

traffIC hazard, and dId nat consider it approprIate to grant permIssIon for retentIon of

developmen1 subject tO a COndition which mIght result in itS demolition Furthermore

the Boa'd did not consider it acceptable that the road might remain impassable for a

further unspecified period whIle remedIal works are agreed and Irnpement

' L'“..
n / /

Board Member Date 06/05/2021

John Connolly
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