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Board Order

ABP-308758-20

Planning and Development Acts 2000 to 2020

Planning Authority: Monaghan County Council

Planning Register Reference Number: 20,’361

fu IhusseyAPPEAL by Dorsal Gerard McDaid care of Ger Fahy PII nD

!hNd day’ ofMaynooth, County KIldare aga nst the decis;on mad C :sslon io DarlalOctober. 2020 by Monaghan County ClaurIe;I to LS e

Gera'd McDald

pT varlallon fro'n prevIously permiTtedProposed Development (a) Rl ii

reference 07/131 1 for development asmilking parlour under pIannl:

le underpass as constructed undernealhconstructed . (b) 'eta n a

Wes the appIIcant'S land the jnstallation of:1the road (1 181012)

}l{ssociated SIte works, all at Beagh (DED)effluent storaga t

Cro ssal are ye , Carrie,kmacross. County Monaghan

REFUSE permission for the above proposed development in accordance
with the reasons and considerations set out below
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Matters ConsIdered B

r

In rr,aklng 'ts decISIon, the Board had regard to those matlnrs to WhICh, by

VI;tue of the Planrllng arId Developmen1 Acts and RegulatIons made

thereunder. It was requjred to have regara. Such matters included any

submissions and observatlor, s received by it in accordance with statutory

P rawlS ions

Reasons and <;onsideratiorls

On the basis of the submi5s'or's made in connectjon bing

{pplicationaDpltcation and the appeal the Board is not sati sfil

has been made by a person who has- (a) suffti Int ,tate ora-

El oN)Interest in the lalld the sublect oF lhe appl lble ltle person to

,1012, or (b) tnecarry out works on the land th

aporoval of those who have si gr Interest jn the LT8 1012

In addItIon. the llonrd IS not s plans and partICUlars

22 and 23 of the Planning andcolllply witll tile leg

lded and particularly withDevelopment Regu

I) and artIcle 23(1)(e) inarticle 22(2)(c), anI

Board IS precluded Fromthese clrcumstaiL£

givi11g furt19r Kioll to tIle granting of pelllllssiorl for the

lijem of the appealde vel a
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The development for WhICh retentIon permISSIon is sought directly

impacts on local road LT8101 ? On the basIS of the InfOrmatiOn

submitted in connection with the applicatIon and the appeal, the Board

cannot be satisFied that the works carrIed out to date, wo JI(i not have a

materIal adverse effect on the jnteg'itV of the exIsting road at thIS

location in this regard, it IS considered thaI the development for wh ch

retentiOn permISsion iS soughl would endanger public safety by reason

of traFfic. hazard and wauHd conFlicl WIth Pal'cy NNRP3 of the Monaghan

County Developrnent Plan. 2019 - 2025, by waY of faiIIng to ensllre

the carrY’nq capaciTy of IOIS road is not adver§e'v affected. The

deve;opment for wnjch retentIon permISsion is soticIht would

substalrdard to’m ofdevelooment which would serlouslv e

tara

b

amenities oF tIle area, ircludina the local road network

Iherefore, be contrary to :he proper pla,"nIng and s

development of the area

In decid'

the Boar

agree th

safety Db

perm ISSI

result in

that the

rem ed ia

the seal of the Board.

D a t e d t h i S n:1L p qi a V 0 f # 2 P L/

2021 .
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