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1.0

1.1.

2.0

2.1.1.

2.1.2.

2.1.3.

2.1.4.

2.1.5.

Introduction

This is an assessment of a proposed strategic housing development submiited to the
Board under section 4(1) of the Planning and Development (Housing) and
Residential Tenancies Act 2016.

Site Location and Description

The site is located at Taylor's Lane, Ballyboden, Dublin 16. It is located in a
suburban area that is c. 7.5 km south west of Dublin’s city centre.

the western boundary of the site, fronting onto Edmon
trees within the site and along the boundaries. To th of the site there is a mill
run/watercourse. A watermain runs through th% %omon of the site. The site

rises from north to south with an average | ence of ¢. 3.5 m from north to

south. - &

Taylor's Lane bounds the site to tb% ‘while Edmondstown Road bounds the site
to the west. Lands to the eas]

Vo

th are in private ownership. The site fo the

south is currently under cog

{sipuctin and it is being developed as a HSE Primary

Care Cenire.

‘ s Lane is defined by a low wall and railings. There is a
high wall an \ "'j.-‘-u" along the boundary to Edmondstown Road. There is
vehicular acigto the site from the Edmondstown Road and a separate
pedestrian gate in the north western corner of the site adjacentto a roundabout
junction. Taylors Lane (R113), Ballyboden Road (R113) and Edmondstown Road
intersect at the roundabout. The signalised junction of Edmondstown Road and

Scholarstown Road is immediately west of the site.

The wider area is characterised by 1-2 storey housing, Boden Park to the west,
Moyville to the south and Moyville Lawns and Ballyboden Crescent to the north.
There is also retail and community uses to the immediate north of the site, on the
opposite side of Taylor's Lane.
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3.0

3.1.1.

Proposed Strategic Housing Development

The proposed development will consist of:

Demolition of existing former Institutional buildings and associated outbuildings
{c.5,231 sq.m);

Construction of 496 no. residential units within 3 no. apartment/duplex blocks
(over basement car parks) ranging in height from 2-7 storeys and comprising of
36 no. 1-Beds; 391 no. 2-Beds; and 69 no. 3-Beds, all with associated private

balconies/terraces to the north/south/east/west elevations.

Block A is 8-7 storeys in height and consists of 152 no. ur@g. L-shaped

buildings along with a creche and two retail units.

Block B consists of 3 no. 6-7storey buildings with , plus 6 no. 2 storey

duplex units in 2 buildings providing a total of 1

Block C is 5-6 storeys in height and consiét of 197 no. units plus a community

room all in one building.

Provision of a new public park ylor's Lane.

=

Provision of 372 no. car paces and 1144 no. cycle parking spaces.

Revised vehicular ac Edmondstown Road and an emergency vehicular

access off Taylor’ long with provision of pedestrian accesses to the site.

Road impro orks along Edmondstown Road including the existing
junction @ rstown Road/ Edmondstown Road.
All associatéd development works, substations, bin stores and landscaping

required.

Key Figures
Site Area C3.8 Ha (3.5 net)
No. of units 496
Density 141.7 Unit/Ha
Height 2-7 Storeys
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Public Open Space 5,400 sg. m.

Communal Space 3,675 sg. m.

Part V 50 units

Vehicular Access From Edmondstown Road
Car Parking 372

Bicycle Parking 1144

Total Retail 359 sq. m.

Creche ; 655 sg. m

Communal Area 278 sq. m.

Retail 1 262 sq. m.

Retail 2 a7 sq,:m\.%y

’\)

Apartment | 1 bed 2 bed (3 3+bed Total
Type perso/l on)
No. of Apts | 36 % 69 496

As % of i 'sf} 74 14 100
Total g i j‘%

4.0 Planning I-gry

Subject Site

PA Reg Ref: SD16A/0121 Refuse permission for the demolition of the existing Good
Council buildings and associated outbuildings including the boiler house/ flue and
single storey workshop along the Edmondstown Road and adjacent garages and

greenhouse

This application was refused for one reason that related to the following:
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(a) Not possible to widen the junction on Edmondstown Road/ Scholarstown
Road without the loss of a number of structures including the Community

Centre;
(b) The proposed pathway along Edmondstown Road is substandard.
Nearby Sites
Grounds adjoining St. Augustines Priory, Edmondstown Road, Dublin 16.

Appeal Ref PL06S.243622 (PA Reg Ref: SD13A/0222) Grant permission for a new
Primary Care Centre of 3,841sq.m. of 1-4 storey and associated works.

PA Reg Ref SD13A/0222/EP

Grant an extension of duration for a further 5 no. years. ie 3/‘

Other Relevant Applications

'‘Beechpark' and 'Maryfield', Scholarstown Road 6.

ABP Ref: 305878-19 Grant planning permi a strategic housing development
comprising 590 no. residential units. @)

Scholarstown Road, Rathfarnham, 16
ABP Appeal Ref PL068.2447%:®%9 Ref: SD15A/0017)

Grant 10 year permissio sidential development consisting of 317 dwelling

units (247 No. hous No. apartments) and 223 sq. m. créche and
associated work<. E
5.0 Section Sgpplication Consultation

5.1.1. A pre-application consultation with the applicants and the planning authority took
place at the offices of An Bord Pleanata on 15th January 2020 in respect of a
proposed development of 514 no. apartments, creche and all associated site works.

The main topics raised for discussion at the tripartite meeting were as follows:

1. Development Strategy — inc. density, building height, layout, frontage, vehicular

access and car parking.
2. Natural Heritage.

3. Traffic and Transportation.
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5.1.2.

5.1.3.

5.1.4.

5.1.5.

4. Drainage.
5. Any other matters.

in the Notice of Pre-Application Consultation Opinion dated 03 February 2020 (ABP
Ref. ABP-305946-19) the Board stated that it was of the opinion that the
documentation submitted with the consultation request under section 5(5) of the Act
required further consideration and amendment in order to constitute a
reasonable basis for an application under section 4 of the Planning and
Development (Housing) and Residential Tenancies Act 2016.

development: C“E N
Deveiopment Strategy < %

Q}Jments as they relate to the

)

Further consideration and / or justification of

apfeit proposed having regard to the

following: the density and quantum of d/?ve

outer-suburban location of the site angi Saccessibility relative to public transport

and ancillary serviceslamenities;@t%ar based nature as reflected in the level of
car parking proposed. The ju{t/w nsideration / justification should have regard to,
inter alia, the guidance

Pé&%@ in the Sustainable Urban Housing: Design

Standards for New A art
P

ts, Guidelines for Planning Authorities; the Guidelines

on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas

for Planning Auth
(2009) and ti '
Roads and Strel

mpanying Urban Design Manual; the Design Manual for Urban
cifs: and the South Dublin County Development Plan 2016-2022.

The opinion also stated that the following specific information should be submitted

with any application for permission —

1. Updated Traffic Impact Assessment.
Housing Quality Assessment.
Updated Archaeology Assessment.

Additional details in relation to surface water management and SUDS feaiures.

S

Details of materials.

ABP-307222-20 Inspector's Report Page 8 of 103



52,

9.2.1.

5.2.2.

6. Phasing Plan.

7. Draft Construction and Environmental Management Plan and a Draft

Construction and Demolition Waste Management Plan.

Applicant’s Statement

The application includes a statement of response to the pre-application consultation

(Response to the Opinion), as provided for under section 8(1)(iv) of the Act of 2016,

which may be summarised as follows:

Changes to the proposed scheme:

resulting in a reduced density to 141.7 units/ha.

The number of residential units has been reduced to 496 @om 514 units

Review of the car parking spaces resulting in a re ' m 518 no. spaces to
372 no. spaces/results in a car parking ratio of %

The majority of these spaces are within 3 .gepa basements with only 25 no. at
surface level provided for the retail an@e units.

es per unit.

The number of cycle parking sp as been increased from 692 no. spaces to
1144 no. spaces.

Alterations to Block A t ide a stronger building frontage onto Taylors Lane
and the provision of@
edge of the site C)

illary services within the development through the creation of

r units to the public park running along the northern

The increast

a comméRajal fone comprising 2 no. retail units and a creche at an appropriate
location in Block A. The proposed créche has been relocated from Block C to
Block A.

Item 1 — Development Strategy

The proposed development will provide for 496 no. additional new residential
units, along with a creche and two retail units along with additional residential

amenities.
Arranged in blocks ranging in height from 2 to 7 storeys in height.

5,400sqm of public open space and 3,675sqm of communal open space.
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Majority of the car parking is located within three basements/ largely car free,
environment.

Was deemed appropriate to have taller buildings (ranging from 5 to 7 storeys)
along the edge of the public path in order to provide a sense of enclosure and
overlooking of the public park and also Taylors Lane/Taller buildings also frame
the access road into the site.

The buildings have been located to the east and south of the site to enable the
retention of many mature trees on the site.

spaces.

The overall design ensures there is a strong urban

surrounding the development and provides alégi ] S|gnllack of sensitive

receptors gives a unique opportunity to ‘gh;p )esidential buildings of scale that
do not create amenity issues for existin ﬁ;nts.

Buildings are set back significant/\&fF #h the site boundary on Taylors Lane.

Layout provides good surv, _l§@§and overlooking of all public open spaces.

The South Dublj n%)uy Development Plan 2016-2022 identifies the Ballyboden

area as a “Cd gdligation Area with the Dublin Gateway /subject site itself is

identifie .3 of the Development Plan as a Capacity Site for housing

development. |
The site is zoned for residential use/located within the Dublin Metropolitan Area
which is subject to the Dublin Metropolitan Area Strategic Plan (MASP) as per the

Eastern & Midland Regional Assembly Regional Spatial & Economic Strategy
(RSES) 2019-2031.

The site is located within the Strategic Development Area known as “the “City
Centre within the M50” which includes “underutilised lands” to be redeveloped to
“support the consolidation of Dublin City” and achieve the “ambitious compact
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development targets of at least 50% of all new homes within or contiguous to the

existing built up area in Dublin.”

The proposed development is well connected to the wider area with some
services within a 10 minute walk of the subject site including local shops, schools,

parks and medical facilities.

Note the recent grant of permission ¢. 1km away from this site at Scholarstown
Road (ABP Reg. Ref. 305878-19).

This proposed development will also contribute to the facilities in the area through
the provision of additional public open space, retail units and @we allon a
site that was previously inaccessible to the wider public.

Proposed density is an appropriate and efficient use nd.

Transport %

The number 15 Dublin Bus is within 1km of th zject site and provides a peak
frequency of 8-12 minutes. The 15b D is within 500m of the subject site

and provides a peak frequency of 46 m

A further four bus services eu@ ithin 500m of the site and offer less frequent

services.

The bus services in Kc'%;\w'ill be improved by the Bus Connects project.
th

It is also noted th 75 bus route connects with the Red Line Luas at
Tallaght and en Line Luas at Dundrum.

According e 2018 Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New
Apartments Guidelines for Planning Authorities the subject site can be

considered an Intermediate Urban Location

There are cycle lanes on many of the roads surrounding the site/will also be

improved as part of the Bus Connects project.

Intermediate Urban Locations are considered appropriate for higher density
development that may wholly comprise apartments. Therefore, the proposed
density of 141.7upa is considered appropriate for this particular large site.
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5.2.3.

5.2.4.

e The proposed high density residential development will increase the population of
the local area, which will support the existing bus services and make

improvements to the services more viable.
Parking

e Proposed quantum of car parking has been reduced to 372 no. spaces and the
cycle parking spaces have been increased to 1144 no. spaces.

« 5 ofthe car parking spaces will be provided for a car club in the form of Go Car.

« Wil help to encourage a modal shift to more sustainable forms oftgansport and

Development c. 1km west of the subject site Holal stown Road (ABP Reg.

Ref. 305878-19)/This permitted developmeﬁs '

has a density of 110 units/ha. It also m@ 9 no. car parking spaces, which

equates to 0.78 car parking spaces pﬁr residential unit.
AR

Response to Specific Informatlon; %

Y690 no. residential units and

The applicant has responde&to

_ch item of Specific Information as detailed in the
Response to the Opmmn‘i\

Material Contrave t@ Statement

County Devel nt Plan (Housing Policy 9) in terms of building height, that directs

The applica that the proposed development may materially contravene the
o)

tall buildings that exceed five storeys in height to strategic and fandmark locations in

Town Centres, Mixed Use zones and Strategic Development Zones and subject to

an approved Local Area Plan or Planning Scheme. as follows:

s The proposed includes apariment building heights of 2 to 7 storeys and therefore
higher that the 5 storey threshold outlined in Housing Policy 9.

e The Statement contends that, should the Board consider that this is to represent
a Material Contravention of the Development Plan Housing Policy, the Board can
grant permission having regard to Section 9(6) of the Planning and Development
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(Housing) and Residential Tenancies Act 2016 and Section 37(2)(b) of the 2000
Act.

* Refers to a number of other policies and objectives which would appear to

confiict with the provisions of Housing Policy 9.

» Stated that the site is an appropriate location for higher density and taller
development to reflect the proximity to two local centres and a neighbourhood
centre opposite the site, public transport, and also in terms of urban design and

providing for improved urban legibility, placemaking and visual diversity in the

area. Q
* Proposal complies with the relevant provisions of the Urba@ pment and
Building Heights Guidelines for Planning Authorities 2%’

6.0 Relevant Planning Policy

6.1.

National Policy Q

Project Ireland 2040 - National Planning F rk
The National Planning Framewor' a specific Chapter, No. 6, entitled

‘People Homes and Communncludes 12 objectives among which Objective

27 seeks to ensure the int@ of safe and convenient alternatives to the car into
the design of our com /&a' . by prioritising walking and cycling accessibility to
both existing and Qgh developments, and integrating physical activity facilities
for all ages. O '@3 seeks to prioritise the provision of new homes at locations
that can supp stainable development and at an appropriate scale of provision

relative to location.
Section 28 Ministerial Guidelines

Having considered the nature of the proposal, the receiving environment, the
documentation on file, including submission from the planning authority, | am of the
opinion that the directly relevant Section 28 Ministerial Guidelines are:

e ‘Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Sustainable Residential Development in
Urban Areas’ (including the associated ‘Urban Design Manual’) (2009)
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e ‘Design Manual for Urban Roads and Streets’ (DMURS) (2019) / DMURS Interim
Advice Note — Covid 19 (2020)

¢ ‘The Planning System and Flood Risk Management’ (including the associated
‘“Technical Appendices’) (2009)

« ‘Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New Apartments, Guidelines
for Planning Authorities’ (2018)

o Urban Development and Building Height, Guidelines for Planning Authorities
(2018)

« Architectural Heritage Protection- Guidelines for Planning Ayl (2011)
e Childcare Facilities — Guidelines for Planning Authorities | 2001

Other relevant national guidelines include:

o Framework and Principles for the Protection e th&# haeological Heritage
_e)slands 1999.

Department of Arts, Heritage, Gaeltachtf_

Regional Spatial and Economic Stra}ig\ idrtHe Eastern and Midland Region

2019-2031 (RSES) =

== R ‘ 5
The primary statutory objecti\{trategy is to support implementation of
Project Ireland 2040 - whic%lanning and investment through the National
Planning Framework R).awd ten year National Development Plan (NDP) - and

the economic and 'r:@ﬁt_g)p‘olicies of the Government by providing a long-term
strategic plachonomic framework for the Region.

RPO 3.2 - Prothete compact urban growth - targets of at least 50% of all new homes
to be built, to be within or contiguous to the existing built up area of Dublin city and
suburbs and a target of at least 30% for other urban areas.

RPO — 4.1 — Settiement Hierarchy — Local Authorities to determine the hierarchy of
settlements in accordance with the hierarchy, guiding principles and typology of
settlements in the RSES.

RPO 4.2 — Infrastructure — Infrastructure investment and priorities shall be aligned
with the spatial planning strategy of the RSES.

The site lies within the Dublin Metropolitan Area (DMA) — The aim of the Dublin
Metropolitan Area Strategic Plan is to deliver strategic development areas identified
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6.2.

in the Dublin Metropolitan Area Strategic Plan (MASP) to ensure a steady supply of
serviced development lands to support Dublin’s sustainable growth.

Key Principles of the Metropolitan Area Strategic Plan include compact sustainable
growth and accelerated housing delivery, integrated Transport and Land Us and

alignment of Growth with enabling infrastructure.
Local Policy

South Dublin County Development Plan 2016-2022

Zoning
The South Dublin County Development Plan 2016-2022 applie ite is zoned
residential. Q)

Chapter 2 of the Plan outlines policies and objectives j jph to new housing and
includes objectives relating to urban design, densiti %ing heights, mix of
dwelling types and open space. In particular, ‘0%3.2 of the South Dublin
Development Plan sets out that densities m e account of the location of a

site, the proposed mix of dwelling types a vailability of public transport

services. As a general principle, hi nsities should be located within walking

distance of town and district cen high capacity public transport facilities.

fMote higher densities at appropriate locations.

Policies H8 Objectives 1 a
Development Managewg} dards are included in Chapter 11.

The following policie§.are)of particular relevance.
e CS2 Obje 'é)promote higher residential densities at appropriate locations,

adjacengn centres or high capacity public transport nodes (Luas/Rail);

¢ Policy H6 Sustainable Communities ~ support development of sustainable
communities and ensure new housing development is carried out in accordance

with Government Policy in relation to housing and residential communities;

* Policy H7 Urban Design in Residential Developments — ensure new residential
development within the County is of high quality design and complies with
Government guidance on design of sustainable residential development;

e Policy H10 Mix of Dweliing types ~ ensure wide variety of housing types, sizes

and tenures:;
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7.0

Policy H8 — residential densities — promote higher densities at appropriate
locations;

Housing Policy 9 — residential building height — seeks to support varied building
heights across residential and mixed use area.

» H9 — Obj. 1 seeks to encourage varied building heights in new residential
developments;

« H9 Obj. 2 - To ensure that higher buildings in established areas respect
the surrounding context.

- HO Obj. 3 - To ensure that new residential developmeni§ 3

change in building heights with no significant
height in close proximity to existing housmg \aﬁ v

« H9 Obj. 4 — direct tall buildings that ex¢®ed$ Storeys in height to strategic

Mixed Use zones and SDZ’s,

subject to an approved LAP ¥ PlanGing Scheme.

approach to provision of ¢ Kir with aim of meeting the needs of businesses
and communities whist 'a%l{g a transition towards more sustainable forms of
transportation. NurpQ Mpportmg objectives (TM7 Obj.1) which seek to
carefully con&dﬁ[@\e jumber of parking spaces provided to service needs of

Policy TM7 — Transport and Mpk%[g_ﬁolicy of Council to take a balanced
a )y
K

new develo %}
Ballyboden \@ Plan (July 2006)

This is a non-statutory plan that was prepared in accordance with Specific Local
Objective (SLO) 93 of the previous Development Plan (2004-2010).

Third Party Submissions

76 no. submissions on the application have been received from the parties as

detailed in Appendix 1 of this report. The issues raised are summarised below.

Principle/Density
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* Inconsistent with Development Plan Objectives/Development contravenes the
SDCC County Development Plan/ Materially contravenes the plan having regard
to density, in particular H8 Objective 6/Material Contravention Statement is
deficient in terms of its scope/ Only part of the site is identified as a capacity site
under Map 1.3 of the County Development Plan Does not meet the requirements
of Policy H9/ Materially contravenes S.11.2.7 and S11.3.2 of the County
Development Plan/Council has not upheld objectives of the Development Plan

» Core Strategy indicates this area and would accommodate 6,532 units — 3774
homes were permitted by the middle of 2018/Available housing - gta suggests

that the scheme is not actually needed to fufil a statutory objeC of the
Council/Reference is made to Scheme in Bearna, (302 order quashed
by High Court/Also to Heather Hill Management Co G v An Bord
Pleanala/Reasonable to suggest the residential su jective might already

have been satisfied/The principle in Heather il d suggest that the Board
has no power in law to grant permission f e proposed development where the
erection of almost 500 homes would migtedilly breach the statutory target of

6,532 :E
¢ The land does not need to b deelped at such an intensity in order to satisfy a
Offal or local level for a higher density to be

statutory requirement a I0
achieved/A schemex its/a would fully comply with Sustainable Residential
ea/Development Plan/density of 50-70 units/ha would

stainable use of land.

three times the level which is envisaged in both national and local policy/No

¢ Siteisnb , or less, accessible than most fringe suburban areas/Density is

justification for the intensity proposed.

 National Policy Objective 68 states that relocated growth should be served by
high capacity public transport and/or related significant employment provision.

* RPO 4.3 seeks to ensure that inter alia development is co-ordinated with the

delivery of key water infrastructure and public transport projects

» Urge the Board to recommend a reduction both in terms of the density, quantum

and proposed height of the development.
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Ballyboden Village Area Plan does not feature in any of the pre-application or
application documents/ Development is very different to that envisaged in the
Ballyboden Village Plan/Residents participated in the consultation for this plan/
Suggestions in the Ballyboden Village Plan was for low level low density
development in keeping with the current local housing made up of two-storey
semi-detached houses.

Overdevelopment of site/Cumulative impact of other permitted developments

Breaches the SDCC Climate Action Plan.

Welcome the principle of development on this site
Buy to let mode! does not promote this sense of owners '
Site is partly on institutional lands

Site is not appropriate for the scale and densit ?‘?‘
facilities and services and a lack of a high ﬂ:ﬁ " transport connection/Density
is significantly above that of the Scho[a@:bad SHD (ABP - 305878-19)

which was 110 units /ha \

Would only support a substar@sﬁled back and more measured housing
development on this SIte 3 \

Would result in an We precedent for the area

No direct Imky&&pﬁyment

Would bg@" bport of a plan that enhanced the area and offered provision of
h

additional es within the community

Site is located in a fringe location relative to the remainder of the capital/Located
on the southern periphery of the buiit up area of Dublin City/Ballyboden is not
recognised in the RSES as being especially accessible — planned metro would
not have been needed otherwise

Planning permission should be refused.

Height/Design/Visual Impact

B-7 storeys is too high/Out of keeping with the area/Location is not appropriate for
additional height given the capacity issues/ Site is better described as an outer
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suburban area/medium density with heights of 3 to 4 storeys would be more
appropriate/ Proposed heights of 21.8m will dwarf other nearby local housing
developments at Boden Park, Cypress Avenue, Taylors Court, Moyville,
Glendoher and Palmer Park which all contain two-storey dwelling units/ Claim
that there are conflicting objectives in the development plan is inaccurate/
Application overlooks the fact that a reduced height scheme would comply with

provisions of the Development Pian.

High density residential development can be achieved in a sensitive well
designed scheme without resorting to imposing 7 storey structures.
Recommend height is no higher than 4 stories/same heig@pproved HSE

primary care centre.
Negative visual impact %

No houses included in the development/Mix ill?'consequences in terms of
the social structure/Lack of open charactt of the public park is

geks A and B is inappropriate/Plan and

questioned/Design is uninspiring/Site f

design is banal and unimaginativee
Increase in the number of 3 should be considered/Play space
equipment should be of uality/ Little choice of residential dwelling types

Limited number of dsgr apartments/Internal overlooking

No relationshi partments to the existing buildings in the area/Not enough

garden for

of a play a development of this size/Disadvantages of not having a
@ren to play in

Units need to be adaptable to changing needs - this flexibility is absent in this
development/Insufficient information in relation to proposed materials/Contrary to
Quality Housing for Sustainable Communities guidelines

Proposal will negatively impact the character and the streetscape of Ballyboden

Village

Contrary to the criteria in the Urban Design Manual/ Contrary to Standards in the
Apartment Guidelines — 3 bed units should be dual aspect — No. 44 and 95 are
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single aspect — as are 50 and 57 — they do not overlook a significant amenity/6
single aspects apartment units represents a poor design response

e 14 of the 1 bed units will be Part V leaving only 22 1 bed units out of a total of
496 units. — runs contrary to the spirit of the 2018 Urban Development and
Building Height Guidelines

« Location of the créche outdoor area provides a suboptimai design solution
¢ No green roofs/solar panels

« Does not adhere to H9 Objective 3/Policy 7 — Urban Design in Resid ential

Developments

titutional lands — Section

11.3.1/Public may not have access 3) th§at/Board may not have the power to

impose a planning condition in re@v;to public access.

&Evt daylight/suniight/will have a poor outlook.
Long internal comdorsl Q0

¢ Amendments reqxﬁi\/:%fnake the scheme acceptable.

° Proposed Seve Iopment is within a short distance of the historic Whitechurch
Library —a arnegie Library/Will be dwarfed by the height of the proposed
development/ Will have an adverse impact on the nearby Protected Structure —

Whitechurch Library/Identified in the NIAH.

e Wil demolish Georgian House — An Taisce and lrish Georgian Society state this
should be listed as a Protected Structure/ Absence from the NIAH is not an
objective indicator of the architectural heritage of the building/Restoration of the
Georgian House is possible. '

¢ Architectural Heritage Assessment is incomplete

ABP-307222-20 Inspector’s Report Page 20 of 103



Walled Garden is to be demolished even though it is tied with the National
Inventory of Architectural Heritage (NIAH) as a Historic Garden & Designed

Landscape

EIAR states that there is no NIAH listing associated with the property/Board has
previously considered an NIAH listing as being material to a case/NIAH listings

underpinned by Statute.

Impact of realigned junction in historic bridge/Development is injurious to

character of the historic road.

No reference to the requirements of the Ballyboden Village P he

Architectural Heritage Assessment Report

Previous refusal by SDCC to demolish buildings ;Q

Reference is made to the proximity of the site tg.a
Bailyboden Village Plan/sets limits on hei

cted Structure in the

Townland boundary should be retain on eastern boundary may not be

retained/Trees are shown in full legf.
Transponrt/Traffic - ; :

Insufficient public transp il link, no Luas, no improved Bus infrastructure/
Will swamp existing ic transport. — no confirmation of any increased
services/ Lack of@%ﬁvity to shops, schools and other facilities/Bus services
are irregular ,% service does not have a stop close the site/Travel time to
city centr, ssive/ Will not be addressed by BusConnects/ Bus Connects
proposa;g(ot go ahead/This corridor will never be served by high capacity
public transport/Will not see any improvement from the Bus Connects
project/concern the service will deteriorate/Core Bus Corridor Route 12
terminates ¢2km north of the proposed development /Bus Route 15b is not a
QBC.

Any approval should be made contingent on proper public transport services
being put in place prior to commencement of development. A reduced guantum

of units is a more suitable solution for the site
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e SHDS of this scale have generally being permitted on sites adjacent to high
quality public transport corridors and proximate to substantial social and

community infrastructure and services — this site benefits from neither.

« Site does not have adequate proximity to employment locations services and
facilities.

e Attached Traffic Report — concludes that the proposed development is not in a
sufficiently accessible location for the scale of development proposed/would lead
to significantly increased traffic congestion and road safety hazards.

Cumulative traffic impact/Transport Strategy for

ﬁter Dublin Area 2016-

2035 notes the site is located with Corridor ""- share for this corridor is
73% - symptomatic of the deficiency in pul i&g@éporﬂdunc’cions are already at
or over capacity / Balliyboden Roundabcig___ dy at capacity/ Increased traffic
congestion will lead to increased/@q increase in other air pollutants will lead

to a much higher proportlon ure deaths.

¢ No enough car parkang Parklng on street as a result of development/No
provision for visitor ' GE glNumber of car parking space should be reduced

and priority g|v sa)‘ and secure bicycle storage/0.7 car parking spaces is

only directly a “} ble to one bed units/The maximum parking standard would be
e —proposed parking provision of 372 spaces is 26% less than the
maximum sndardlSurrounding areas will suffer from illegal parking/Insufficient
accessible parking spaces/Overflow parking from the proposed Primary Care
Centre/The Inspector, when assessing the application for the Primary Care

Centre (SD13A/0222/EP), recommended refusal on traffic grounds

e Devslopers have ignored permission on HSE site/Conditions related to
permeability/No connectivity to the HSE Site.

« Considerable increase in population of the area in the last number of decades/no
corresponding growth in public transport, services and infrastructure

ABP-307222-20 Inspector’s Report Page 22 of 103



* Additional entrances on Edmondstown Road/ Development creates dangerous
and irregular movements for cyclist especially at Junction of Scholarstown Road
and Edmondstown Road/No evidence that a Stage 1 Safety Audit was carried
out/Road Layout/Access points not in accordance with the Ballyboden Village
Plan/Safety of schoolchildren/Likely to be increased U turning at the Moyville
Entrance/Upgrade needed to the current road network in the area.

* Lack of cycle/cycle parking strategy/Roads already a danger to cyclists/Road is
busy with cyclists heading to the Dublin Mountains/Cycling infrastructure is

o

deficient/Most of the roads and cycle lanes in the vicinity are inadequate/There

are two entrances already — site entrance on Taylor's Land s

used/Safe cycling access should be shown on the plans P cycle facilities

are not linked to the of-site cycle routes/Proposals forfhe it : reduce the width
available for cyclists/National Cycle Manual is not ced/No explicit
commitment to deliver MMP/MMP and CS{% hould be implemented

immediately/Collision data shows that 12 $&theY14 collisions recorded were in the

near vicinity of junctions and signalised, cra8sings/Proposed cycle lane widths do
not meet the requirements of th‘gldes:gn does not meeting the standard in

the NCM/Overall width of the oad is being reduced/No Advanced Stacking
Locations (ASL) are prow e Scholarstown Road Junction/Taylor’s Lane

cycle lane is not seg rm the road/Access junction on Scholarstown
Road results in a &g

s fayout for cyclists/Provision should be cyclists to

installed fi at the emergency vehicle access/relocated bus stop away
from thegency access onto Taylor's Lane/Clear plan of cycle infrastructure
within the development is needed/Impacts on cyclists at construction stage —

access and lﬁé velopment pathways/or a new controlled crossing by

mitigation measures are inadequate/Total number of cycle spaces of 4,144 is 129
spaces short of standards/A variety of cycle storage should be provided/Access
to cycle storage/parking should be from the street not via ramp/separate lanes for
cyclists are require/ramp gradient should be altered.

¢ Pathway running past access point is the main pedestrian pathway for residents
in Moyville Estate/Have to cross two busy access points/Most obvious entrance
should be along Taylor's Lane.
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Ecology/EIAR/Appropriate Assessment

« EIAR is inadequate — including the consideration of alternatives, interactions and
cumulative effects.

e Tree removal will harm the riparian corridor/fimpact has not been assessed on
ecology or human well being.

« AA Screening Report does not given an accurate definition of the principles of the
Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21% May 1992 on the conservation of natural
habitats and of wild fauna and flora/Relevant guidance was not considered by the
AA Screening Report/Reference is made to relevant case law i
An Bord Pleandla & Others 2013 802 JR (25 July 2014)/Théguirt 5
referred to in the AA Screening Report are not include '
to it/lt is stated in the AA Screening Report that it is e otters may on
occasion use the site, as they are know from t/he%@ﬂ'doher River - Therefore
there may be an effect. A

N\

Teport or appended

o Impacts on Bats/Eleven species of batsg\cégn ireland and all are protected
under both national and lnternatlp@[aw

-.

e There is no consideration of t e re ?ﬁrements of Article 12 of the Directive/May
be an effect on Natura 2%0 s/Assessment of significance has not relevance
ina screenmgll\/leasnﬁsgi : nsure the protection of water quality in the area is
clearly a measgge@gteﬂééd to avoid or reduce harmful effects/Screening report
refers to ngeople over Wind/C-323/17 People over Wind and Peter
Sweetmﬂﬂ%%s not mention ‘mitigation measures’ anywhere in the judgement —
therefore is 6f no relevance /AA Screening states there may be an effect.

e Documents do not allow ABP to carry out an appropriate assessment of this
development/AA fails to determine if the site is hydrologically linked to Natura
2000 sites/this is a fundamental flaw/Appears irreconcilable with the conclusions
of the AA/Reference is made to case law including Case C-258/11 (Sweetman V
An Bord Pleanala).

o Assessment in this case is inconclusive and in-definitive — fails to remove all
scientific doubt/Site contains an existing surface water sewer which crosses

Edmondstown Road and discharges to the Owendoher River/Proposed surface
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water outfall will discharge in to this river/is hydrologically and ecologically
connected to two Natura 2000 sites/There is a pathway via waste waste and
surface flows via the Ringsend Treatment Plan — this is currently operating above
capacity. — is adjacent to 4 no. Natura 2000 sites/Untreated wastewater has
overflowed in Dublin Bay from the WWTP more than 100 times since 2015 —
more than 9 billions litres — this proposal will increase the loading on the WWTP —
leading to increase discharges — therefore in combination will other plans and

projects , a negative impact on the South Dublin Bay SAC.

a Specific

* Removal of trees breaches SDCC's Climate Action Plan/ There js

Development Plan/Existing Trees actas a ¢ o‘# Sk/Only 7 trees remain on the

site/ No mention of existing trees lining thé¥geri Ster on Block C/Loss of

trees/Existing trees reduce road pollut@qinal hedgrerows and trees should

be maintained — new planting carr% out
» Pollution from construction p @ IiMpact on air quality/ Pollution from the

additional cars. *

e on the site/potential for silting and fish kills as a

¢ Re-routing of the wﬁ
result downstr@r loods/could fish in this river/spot herons, otters and
5 reports confirms the river was 3 to 4 meters wide

kingfishers/pfe

s Impact %

species/lmpct on salmon/ Single faunal survey undertaken in 2019 is not

ife/Ofter Activity has been recently reported on site/ Impact to fish

sufficient — ignores seasonality - should have undertaken an additional
survey/Dublin City Biodiversity Action Plan 2015-2020 indicates that the rivers
and streams that flow through south Dublin county were among the top
waterways for otter activity — particularly the Dodder and the Owendoher/ Loss of

ecological linkages.

» Substructure work has not been addressed/Question if the soil type is sufficient

for the foundations of the buildings.
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« Full range of groundwater conditions is not known — not included in Appendix 8 of
the EIAR.

« Development obliterates beautiful scenery and a wonderful community facility.
¢ Groundwater Investigation indicates deficiencies

» Proposed use of Roundup demonstrates the total lack of environmental

conscience on the part of these developers
¢ Reference is made to a film by Ballyboden Tidy Towns.

« Proposal is contrary to any effort to combat climate change

Residential Amenity

« Impact on amenity including overlooking, loss of pri : "-".-;

light/vibration and noise pollution/Will have an overﬁ‘égr'iﬁ impac/Have concerns
with Block C - there are two residential propaﬂ%e %arry’s yard -
overshadowing/Overshadowing of Yewtreg %uﬁe and Perry’'s Yard/garden
areas/will be dark from March to Decen’&:&g

back/Overlooking from Block C DD{N‘QJIOISG report submitted/Impact on

ggesting lowering Block C or set it

properties in Moyville/lmpact g7 mra[ light, privacy and security to the

ale Housing Estates/Impacts from the

neighbouring Moyville ang/ ;

construction phasel 5 of before and after from the entrance of Moyville

Lawns. & \/\

Social infrast

-

. Applican‘t(%ﬁresﬁmates distances to services i.e. Knocklyon is in fact 2.4km
away/General lack of retail amenity/Rosemount and Whitechurch have limited
amenity/are at capacity/No assessment of school capacity has been carried
out./No proposals to replace community facilities lost/ldentified as needed in the
SDCC Ballyboden Village Plan/No capacity assessment of social, community and
recreational facilities/Loss of recreational resource - Pitch & Putt, Basketball and

Tennis Court/No community facilities incorporated in the development.

¢ FEIAR is deficient due to lack of Social and Community Infrastructure
Assessment/No Social and Community Infrastructure Assessment has been

submitted/Notable that the two small shops opposite the site are zoned
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residential/Nearest local centres are Whitechurch and Rosemount, 950m and
1.4km from the site respectively/Shortage of school places - Firhouse Educate
Together school in jeopardy due to failure to secure accommodation/A
sustainable community requires a good balance of homes, apartments and

facilities/amenities/No Community uses within the scheme

» No adequate facilities for young people/park could easily become an area of anti-
soctal behaviour/Edmondstown Park is not a public accessible space — is open
only by appointment in May and June/Open Space figure is misleading/Public
park is predominately a detention basin including swales and the buffer zone of

an existing watermain/Logic of putting an informal play areaj likely to be
waterlogged detention basin in highly questionable.
Site Services/Flooding é

* Sewerage infrastructure is outdated/blockages or drains/Foul drainage

system already at capacity/Increased rislg@o mg/Increased volumes of water
evelopment and impact on aging

and foul water generated by this high '
infrastructure/An increase of appraxim ree to four thousand extra people
in a 5km radius of the site/Ong blems due to inadequate

infrastructure/lmpact on th @: ste system/Concern about the capacity of the
%allyboden Road/Contravenes policies on

300mm wastewater draifs i
SUDS/Flood Risk fr dditional surface water.
QOther
e A portiorkg%licants blue line shows an area opposite the Ballyboden

Roundaboulywhich is in fact owned by SDCC ./Inappropriate Lease arrangement
in relation to Part V/Part V units are north facing single aspect units/Ballyboden
Village Plan required 12 units to be buitt for aduits with intellectual disabilities

* No consultation with local residents or community groups/SHD process —
bypasses local democratic structures and institutions/Right to appeal denied
unless people can afford to pay for judicial review proceedings/Recent review
found SHD has not fulfilled its brief — less than 60% of approved SHDs at
construction stage/ SHD applications should not continue to the processed/ Many

similar applications have been challenged and overturned at Judicial Review
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8.0

8.1.

e Wil public park be taken in charge?

» Not clear if this will be a Build to Rent development. — the Part V document
clearly states that it will be build to rent

¢ Necessary notice to the public has not been given
e Could lead to anti-social behaviour.
¢ Fire safety concerns

e Permission should be refused due to non compliance with building regulations as

e Devalue houses in Moyville

e Section 35 of the Planning and Developme
utilised — to hold account developers whohg
should set a precedent /\ WO

s Errors in the application form ~ \?ﬁz‘

o Fire/Engineering drawin(g{ﬁ@wpletely absent.

¢ No energy analysis, /f\tf)

S

rity Submission

N
South Dublin
requirements of section 8(5)(a) of the Act of 2016. It summarises observer

nty Council has made a submission in accordance with the

comments as per section 8(5)(a)(i). The planning and technical analysis in
accordance with the requirements of section 8(5)(a)(ii) and 8(5)(b)(i) may be

summarised as follows.

Zoning

« Development is permissible in principle

Ballyboden Village Plan
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* A Ballyboden Village Plan was completed in July 2008, on foot of a Specific Local
Objective (SLO) in the SDCC Development Plan 2004-2010/Given the level of
changes in national and regional policy since 20186, the Plan is largely

superceded.

Land Ownership

 South Dublin County Council owns the lands between the roundabout at the gate
and the site entrance/SDCC did not issue a letter of consent for this area.

* The Board is requested to discount this area/ proposed works in this area in any
open space considerations In the event of a grant of permissip@)CC request
that a condition be attached requiring the landscape prop@ this area to be
agreed.

Residential Density, Design and Lavout %

¢ The relevant services of concern are transpa% es, but in other regards the

site is viewed as serviceable.

» Level of access to frequent public an% very low in this

location/development at this sit be car dependent/does not fulfil the

criteria for a central and/or ible urban location.

» Fulfils the requirement termediate urban location, suitable for densities of

>45 dph, howeve nt concems are raised at the suitability of the site to

Under the 'Sustaj esidential Development in Urban Areas - Guidelines for
Planning Au (€97(2009), institutional sites are recommended as being suitable
for residentiﬂsities of 35-50 D/Ha, provided in pockets of higher density
development (70 Dw/ Ha.), allowing for the retention of significant open spaces as

part of their development. The proposed net density is 141.7 unit/ha
Conclusion

¢ SDCC considers the proposed development would risk being car
dependent/SDCC. considers the proposed density to be a reason to refuse
permission/Recommended that the applicant revise the proposals to provide a
development of a lower density in a new planning proposal/Planning Authority is

supportive of a residential scheme at an appropriate density.
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Height/ Architectural Treatment/Plan/Layout

7-storey development would be excessive.
Proposal does not adequately respond to the existing typology of the area.
A revised design in addressing these concems should be sought

Development at this location should provide a high-quality design which reflects
the existing building stock and is sympathetic to the context of the site and
adjoining village area and building form and character of the established areas.

more of the trees and hedgerows.

Standards/Mix/ Floor Level/ Sunlight & Da

L

SDCC notes that the particular re?}é‘ment for a majority of units to be 110% of
the minimum allowable size ri{% achieved for the vast majority of units.

The Planning Authorit AN e proposal for 26 no. 2-bed, 3-person units/Such

units should not be.agryitted without adequate justification for/ units should come
into the owner}h};% e‘ther SDCC or an approved housing body.

out the fl

drawings that retail units / créche access at ground floor level is via

The site n from the south to the north/ drawings do not adequately set
nished floor levels in relation to the ground level/ appears from the

steps/Universal access should be provided to units other than dwellings.

South Dublin County Council had raised concerns regarding the layout of Block
C/noted that some ground floor units here do not meet relevant targets for
average daylight factor/concerning that Unit 126 (C08 in Sunlight/Daylight
Analysis) fails to meet the target Average Daylight Factor (ADF)/This unit is due
south of units 160, 162, 164 and 165, which it would appear from layout and
orientation are unlikely to achieve better ADF/Similar units on floors above may
also suffer poor ADF/SDCC recommends that a more comprehensive
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sunlight/daylight analysis is prepared for these units/ground floor of Block C is
reconfigured to provide dual frontage apartments.

Archaeological Heritage/ Architectural Heritage

In relation to archaeology, SDCC recommends in the event of a grant that the
conditions proposed by the DoCHG are attached to the permission.

Architectural Conservation Officer seeks major revisions to the design of the

proposed development (see under ‘Architectural Treatment’ above).

The Former Augustinian site is not a Protected Structure and is not included on
the National Inventory of Architectural Heritage (NIAH) Buildj ey for South
Dublin County (2002).

Reference is being made to the site being included j rden Survey
produced by the NIAH./garden survey has no s tu%oasislpurpose of the

garden survey is to raise appreciation and awreWess of Ireland’s garden
heritage/survey does not evaluate a site! iffcance/no rating values are

applied/ not form part of our Ministerial mendations to the local authority
Planning Authority has not rais s in relation to the demolition of the
structure. O

On assessing the phot included in the report the Architectural

cerned that features seem to have been removed

Conservation Offi

egtion of the main building and the chapel, given that
salvaging angd entory of architectural features and items had formed the
basis of % s applications/As part of previous applications it was
recommended that architectural features or items be salvaged as part of a

condition of planning.

SDCC recommends in the event of a grant that the applicant be required to
engage a qualified conservation architect to provide a record of the removal of
materials from the Georgian section of the existing building and the
chapel/Method Statement for the salvage and re-use of any further materials.

Social and Affordable Housing Part V
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e Preference of SDCC to purchase units subject to a final agreement following a

grant of planning permission.

Surface Water Management, Flooding and Water Supply

e Regarding Surface Water the Water Services section have no objections subject

to conditions.

Environment, Landscaping, Open Space and Play Space

« Significant loss of existing trees/fragmentation of green infrastructure.

» Poor Play provision

the overall development.

« Lack of kickabout areas within the proposed develgPime
2 N\

¢ Cognisance of existing landscape area @ kisting pedestrian entrance and its

incorporation into the landscape .5;?;‘ he new development.

¢ Scheme should be re-designed{%*gf ih more of the existing hedgerows.

¢ In the event of a grant of
Landscape PIanlChing'\éﬂ@"’iy! gilProtection of Existing Trees and Hedgerow/Tree

icufto a\),qgreementlSU Ds/Taking-in-Charge.
A\ )

n, conditions are attached relating to

provision subject to implementation of the Mobility Management Plan.
e separate bicycle accesses should be provided for the basement areas,

« Proposals on Edmondstown Road do not correspond to the standards in the
Nationa! Cycle Manual. The layout should be revised to achieve these standards.

 Cycle Route audit should be completed as part of the development.
o Development contribution towards cycle upgrade works required.

« Cycle access should be provided via the emergency access/revisions required to
facilitate this/achieved by way of condition.
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Public Transport/ Connections and Amenities

* Bus Connects - Corridor 12 ends at Templeogue/no. 16 route/high frequency bus
route, and would provide services between Tallaght, Ballyboden, Harold's Cross

and Parnell Square.

* Area may be defined as an intermediate urban location/The ‘Sustainable Urban
Housing: Design Standards for New Apartments — Guidelines for Planning
Authorities’ (2018) recommend a residential density of >45 dph in such areas, but

not more than 100 dph.

* Confiict between the underlying principle in national and regi licy regarding
the sustainable delivery of housing, and the actual necessisfox &4t parking in

this location. é

* Board must consider whether a development of 4% , catering for a minimum
of 1,000 people, at a density of 140 dwelling p? are, is sustainable on the
strength of a single high frequency bus ro@w’ h is proposed to be serviced

with 371 car parking spaces/PA considers 1€ proposed density to be excessive,

The proposal to include 12®are spaces is considered acceptable.

Ecological Impact / H ats

trees/unclear ther or not the trees have been surveyed for bat roosts and
biodiversity valygfloss of over 90% of the trees on the site/ be a major loss for
biodiversity/no necessity for the removal of trees on the western boundary of the site.

SDCC Heritage % isputes this low value definition for a number of
=

Layout should be revisited in order to retain more of the trees/significant loss of
biodiversity would require significant additional mitigation and compensation to that
proposed by the applicant. Green roofs with the capacity for meadow grassland/.

Conclusion/Recommendation

» Refuse on basis of density, loss of biodiversity, height in general and height

around periphery.

* Propose conditions in the event of a grant (see below for those of note).
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Reasons for Refusal

1. Height and Density

(a) The development would be a material contravention of South Dublin County
Development Plan 2016 - 2022 policy in relation to height and residential density.
The proposed height of the development does not have regard to the existing
character of the area, and there is inadequate transition of height at the site edges.
(b) Notwithstanding its location within the built-up area of Dublin, and proximity to

certain bus routes, this development on former institutional lands M: by virtue of

its scale and density, and the proposed provision of 371 no.
outer suburban area, be unsustainable development. The de
therefore contradict national and regional policy, and w Lighn§
land-use zoning objective and the South Dublin Cou Nty.CRUncil Development Plan
2016 — 2022, and would therefore not accord ﬁl‘se '

sustainable development of the area. (\%{\ &

proper planning and

2. Residential Character

The proposed design does not lrﬁeg téleth the established character of this
residential area. There hasm
\'ﬁ@rea and the context of the site allowing a more

¥9e and overall finish. The mass and scale of the blocks

effort to design a new residential development
which reflects the surroudc
visually accepting bu@(
are very bulky |W 7erall form, this along with the excessive height presents a
highly vnab!e{é inating development at this location. The development

therefore looks Bt of scale and character with the adjoining buildings and

streetscape. A revised design should be pursued and be supported by a design
rationale and material schedule, demonstrating that the new development has had
cognisance of such requirements. A new development at this location should provide
a high-quality design which reflects the existing building stock and is sympathetic to
the context of the site and adjoining village area and building form and character of
the established areas. In its present form, the proposed development would not
accord with the residential character of the area, would seriously detract from the

residential amenity of the area.

3. Ecology
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8.1.1.

The development would result in an unacceptable loss of biodiversity on the site in
the form of feeding grounds and travel routes for bats, and birds, on the site. The
proposed mitigation measures would not make up for the loss of most of the trees on

the site.
Conditions

In the event that the Board grant permission, recommended conditions are set out in

Appendix 1. Conditions of note include:
Condition 2 — reduction in height to 5 storeys adjacent to Edmondstown Road.

Condition 3 — relating to infer alia details of works to Edmondstowh :

infrastructure, toucan crossing on Taylor's Lane, junction up
Elected Members

A summary of the views of elected members as ex e%at the
Rathfarnham/Templeogue/Firhouse/Bohernab a\irea Committee held on
9/6/2020 is included in the Chief Executive’ and is summarised below:

Density/Design/Conservation

o Library protected structure wi ‘%ﬁed

¢ Visual impact and densi&@s

* Need sympathetic & ent — this is out of character

¢ Density is too i)

¢ |nadequ Q)units
Y,

¢ Density is frightening

¢ Design lacks variety — same materials for all blocks
» High proportion of 2 beds

¢ Mismatch between creche and low level of 3 beds
¢ Overdevelopment

Traffic

+ Traffic impacts
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+ Cumulative impact of Primary Health Care and proposal
« Unsustainable re traffic

¢ Traffic a huge problem

¢ Cumulative impact when Cosgrave site is built

¢ Bus does not have capacity

¢ No transport capacity - has NTA been involved

¢ Will traffic monitoring include public transport

¢ No transport A

+ Welcome cycling facilities (&

o Low of number of car parking spacg o

Poor transport connections \\%)\Y

Ecology _ Xf
¢ Impact on trees '&\'

e Adverse impg_%rn} ironment/wildlife
o Close to @ - er wildlife corridor

e Batsarea potected species

Social Infrastructure

¢ Impacis on Schools

Other
o Call for an end to SHDs
s No appeal and undemocratic

« How many will be build to rent and how many sold on open market?
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9.0

¢ We can't have public meetings
* Process is anti-democratic

* Opposes SHD process.

* How much build to rent

e PartV will be long term lease
¢ How much build to rent

» Who takes charge of public park?

» Contentious sites like this would end up with ABP anyway Q
s Wil co. dev. Plan be changed as a result Q)

* No infrastructure %‘%'

e Impact on schools ' ?y

Prescribed Bodies

Irish Water
Connection to the public was@nfrastructure is feasible for this development.
In respect of water, the % n is feasible subject to the upgrades.
. A
An Taisce
o Densityist or this outer suburban area.

e Developm s too high for the area/on the Scholarstown Road site the Board
granted a development where the apartment blocks were 5 — 6 storeys high/ the
blocks were placed around the centre of the site with 3 storey duplex units all
around the outer edge of the site, thus mitigating the height/ current application

the blocks rise straight up with no or minimal graduation in height.

» Development of three four-storey blocks of apartments on Nutgrove Avenue,
SD18A/0241 and ABP305455-19 was refused by the Bord because it was too
high.
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¢ The open space for Residents is very broken up into small areas/no large open
space for children to play around in.

» Edmondstown Park is not a Public Park.

Development Applications Unit

» Recommend conditions in relation to archaeology and nature conservation.
Inland Fisheries Ireland

e Comprehensive surface water management measures must be implemented at

implementation of any riparian or river-related | oy X% |

\.\ L
programme. /\ ) 4
e Current proposals of incorporating the 'Il-ﬁ\%@"as a biodiversity feature will
Vi S
support the protection and enhanqﬁé,_:ﬁ&gpt of biodiversity and ecological

connectivity within the site an ’aﬁ%ﬁmr;g areas.
A N

e Regular inspection and {méiﬁ%jﬁé:hce of the SUDS infrastructure and the
petrol/oil interceptorgﬁ\“%&{g}léut the operational stage should be a condition of
any permission}.‘* (&;._’\}f

e All constru _' Id be in line with a detailed site specific Construction
Environni@hﬂanagement Plan (CEMP).

« Mitigation detailed in Sections 5.7.1, Section 6.7 and Section 7.7 of the EIAR
Vol.1 must be fully applied and implemented. The CEMP should include an
Invasive Species Management Plan.

e [tis essential that local infrastructural capacity is available to cope with increased
foul and storm water generated by the proposed development in order to protect
the ecological integrity of any receiving aquatic environment. Wastewater from
the development will discharge to Ringsend Wastewater Treatment plant. it is
consistently reported that Ringsend WWTP is currently overloaded experiencing
average daily loads of 1.8-1.9M PE. While additional capacity is under
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10.0

10.1.1.

construction any additional loading to the current plant is premature until the

upgrade is commissioned.
National Transport Authority

* In principle the NTA supports the proposed development, however, a number of

concerns would need to be addressed.

 Ballyboden Road/Taylor's Lane/Ballyboden Way Roundabout does not

adequately cater for the movement of pedesirians and cyclists.

* No provision has been made to facilitate movements between the proposed

SReastern side of

N/

pedestrian/cycle access at the north-east corner of site and
B included in the

the Edmondstown Road/this access is not indicated on dra
TTA submitted with the application. g

* A more restrictive car parking provision could bi a freduce the negative

impact of traffic Q
» Design restricts permeability. o

* Dedicated access points for cyclistshould be provided to the basements

separate from the vehicular a

¢ Cycle lanes on both sides” 8§t dmondstown Road at 1.55 and 1.7m wide will
not adequately provi& lists/minimum of 2m should be provided as

recommended in @

Environm pact Assessment

fonal Cycle Manual.

Notwithstanding that the size of the site and the proposed number of residential units
in this instance are below the thresholds set out in Development Class 10 of Part 2
of Schedule 5 of the Planning & Development Regulations; having regard to
Development Class 15 and Schedule 7 of the Regulations and to Section 172 of the
Act, the applicant has submitted an EIAR. Furthermore, it is noted that under Article
299A of the Regulations, where a planning application for a subthreshold
development is accompanied by an EIAR and a request for a determination under
section 7(1)(a)(()(l) of the Act of 2016 was not made, the application shall be dealt
with as if the EIAR had been submitted in accordance with section 172(1) of the Act.
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10.1.2.

10.1.3.

10.1.4.

As required by Schedule 6 the EIAR submitted to the Board contains a non-technical
summary, reference lists detailing the sources for the assessments within the EIAR,
and a list of the experts who contributed to the preparation of the report. As is
required under Articie 3(1) of the amending Directive, the EIAR describes and
assesses the direct and indirect significant effects of the project on the following
factors: (a) population and human health; (b) biodiversity with particular attention to
the species and habitats protected under Directive 92/43/EEC and Directive
2009/147/EC; (c) land, soil, water, air and climate; (d) material assets, cultural
heritage and the landscape. It also considers the interaction between he factors

O

referred to in points (a) to (d). A

d -iu pplicant,

| have carried out an examination of the information presente
®epared by competent

experts to ensure its completeness and quality, and thatff ei ormation contained in
the EIAR and supplementary information provideetp%\\geveloper is up to date,
adequately identifies and describes the dire(c;éfmijﬁhiréct effects of the proposed
development on the environment, and complie: with article 94 of the Planning and

Development Regulations 2000, as a%gj\;_gied

The main issues raised specif'ig t&th\%FXA can be summarised as follows:

« Population and Hum?/l_g\ @?@
rhic y‘ attention to species and habitats protected under

e?.d Directive 2009/147/EC

o Biodiversity with
Directive 92/

P

e Land, Soi "n" 'Slogy

¢ Hydrology aﬁd Water Services
e Noise and Vibration

* Air and Climate

e Landscape and Visual

e Traffic and Transport

o Material Assets

» Waste
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10.1.5,

10.1.86.

10.1.7.

10.1.8.

10.1.9.

10.1.10.

e Cultural Heritage

These issues are addressed below under the relevant headings, and as appropriate

in the reasoned conclusion and recommendation.

The EIAR is laid out in three volumes -the EIAR (Volume 1) and Appendices to
Environmental Impact Assessment Report (Volume 2) and a non-technical summary
(Volume 3).

Chapter 1 of the EIAR sets out inter alia the legislative context, an EIA Screening,
EIA Scoping, the methodology as well as any difficulties in complllng the information.
Of note is that the EIA screening concludes that;

Development Class 15 and Schedule 7 of the R (& _~?-“ and fo Section 172 of the
Act, it was deemed prudent to prepare an Emé

Chapter 2 sets out Alternatives and consi rnative locations, do-nothing
alternative, alternative uses and alteriive designs and layouts. Of note is that
alternative designs were constr a watermain, two category A trees to the
north, an area to the north w Flood Zone B, a drainage ditch and the
relationship between ve cess into the site and the adjacent roads. A total of
six alternative layout & out (including the chosen layout). Other layouts were

ruled out due to | he watermain, the loss of Category A trees, inefficient use
of space, pre ce of surface car parking, limited pedestrian permeability and
impact on sus ble model shift

I have had regard to the zoning of the site as residential and the constraints of the
site as identified above, as well as the detailed considerations of alternative layouts
and designs as set out in the EIAR. Overall | am satisfied that the issue of
alternatives has been adequately assessed.

Chapter 3 sets out a detailed description of development and section 3.4 sets out the
Construction Phase of the development, with reference made to the Preliminary
Construction & Environmental Management Plan and the Construction Waste
Management Plan. There is no timeframe for completion of the development but
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otherwise the description set out therein appears to be a reasonable description of
standard construction site practices.

Population and Human Health.

10.1.11. Population and Human Health is assessed in Chapter 4 of the submitted EIAR. In
terms of impacts, after mitigation, the overall predicted likely and significant impact of
the construction phase will be short-term, temporary and neutral. In relation the
operational phase, it is concluded that the proposed development will contribute o
further growth and expansion of the neighbourhood contributing to the existing and

future populations. The predicted impacts of the Operational Phas areyconsidered

10.1.12.1 note the submissions from Third Parties, which state thatgchig
s N
and there is insufficient local services to serve the dev@
stated that Edmondstown Park is not readily acce}gs@}
jye Nt ¥

ervices within the vicinity of

"I addition it is
e for certain times.

aRd | concur with the conclusions of

the EIAR and note than an increased ot will help to support future and

existing services. In addition, a po;,jﬁ ?ﬁ”r’pact will result due to the increase in the
P s\/

Biodiversity with particul ;i n to species and habitats protected under

Directive 92/43/EEC aﬂ%&?ive 2009/147/EC

housing stock that would be avi le n the area.

10.1.13. As advised in Se@@ of this report, the proposed development would not be

likely to hav ificant effect on any site designated under Directive 92/43/EEC

or Directive 2 ‘147/EC

10.1.14. Chapter 5 of the EIAR considers Biodiversity. | have had regard also to the Tree
Survey Report and associated drawings, and the Landscaping Report, and
associated drawings. '

10.1.15.1 have had regard also the Third Party submissions which raise concerns in relation
to the impact on wildlife and trees, including ofter, salmon, kingfisher and other

species.

10.1.16. Various surveys are referred to in Chapter 5 of the EIAR, taking place in 2013, 2014,

2016 and several dates in September 2019. The receiving environment, in terms of
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habitats is set out in Section 5.3.2. As of September 2019, the grassland habitat is
akin to dry grassy verges (GS2) and supports a greater d iversity of invertebrates
than the previously managed Pitch and Putt Course.

10.1.17. The eastern boundary of the site is dominated by a treeline of dense Cypress. The
locations of these trees are presented on the tree survey drawing (19026 _TPP). The
main tree and shrub species present elsewhere in internal treelines and group
plantings within the former pitch and putt course and around the buildings.

10.1.18. The small watercourse which traverses the lands along the southern boundary of the
present site was also examined and it was noted that this water fe flows west to
east. The EIAR states that this appears to have been a man-m g
Owendoher River to the west of the site to serve a number ,,

rsion from the

ouses in the

area. The six inch maps indicate that this stream rejoins«fftedeaktern tributary of the

Owendoher River but it would appear that for much of 1 ﬂ-‘ te it has been culverted

in modern times. :
10.1.19.In terms of otter, no signs of otter were rec;@ja;e 013 and the 2019 survey did not
record any signs of otter. However, the,El s that otters may on occasion use

the site. There is no evidence cited 4 IAR however to support this claim.

2013, 2016 and 2019 surveys. No evidence of

10.1.20. Bats were recorded on the sit

bat roosting was recorded, oted that there is potential for bats to roost in a

10.1.21. In relation to birs, species typical of semi-urban habitats were recorded during the
site visits blackbird, song thrush, robin, chaffinch, wren, wood pigeon, blue tit, pied
wagtail, feral pigeon, coal tit, and goldcrest. There was no evidence of use by
kingfisher of the small watercourse along the southern boundary of the site. The
EIAR states that this area it is very tunnelled and dark and is uniikely to provide
suitable habitat for hunting kingfisher. There is no breeding potential for this species

along this watercourse.
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10.1.22. Potential impacts are identified as direct habitat loss, disturbance, fragmentation and
water pollution, including the loss of tree cover, impacts on bats and loss of foraging
area for birds.

10.1.23. No impacts on otters are highlighted, and while | note that EIAR states that otter may
use the site, and a number the Third Party submissions state that otters have been
recorded on this site, there is no empirica! evidence on file to support this claim.
Reference is also made by Third Parties to the Dublin City Biodiversity Action Plan
2015-2020, and the Otter Survey carried out as an action of this plan. This Otter
Survey (dated August 2019) is publically available on the Dublin Cityﬁncil

Website!, and while it is published by Dublin City Council, it conta Ja in relation

jpistrative
boundary, including along the Owendwoher River. The re ro. M i

leve! of otter activity along the Owendoher River but _do%@§ 'eport otter activity on

. i . e
this subject site. A

10.1.24. Landscaping proposals include the removal H_g?ovno-cultural stand of cypress
trees will improve the conservation valgpt of$hEmparian corridor, as the area will be
replanted with a diversity of native tr rub and herbaceous species. This will
bring about a net improvemen£ o trsgg?; vegetation quality over time and into the

future. Tree protection fench:é I8 _;,Eﬁ;ﬁosed for the remainder of the trees on the site.
( 5

s will be provided for both bats and birds within the

= v

new development as %p\pr)) riéte. These will include the erection of 10 no. artificial

yat boxes, which will be accommodated o trees within the

of the site to enWance it for wildlife through suitable planting.

10.1.25. Predicted impacts on flora and fauna, after the implementation of the proposals cited
above, are concluded to be moderate negative, noting that the site has been
unmanaged for many years and offer ecological structure and diversity providing a
habitat for wildlife in an urban area. This will be altered through their development as
apartment blocks.

1

https:llwww.dublincity.ielsitesldefaultlfiIeslcontentfRecreationandCuItureIDubiinCityParksIBiodiversi
tleocumentleublin%2OCity%200tter%20Report%20(for%20issue)_9th%20August%20201 9.pdf
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10.1.26.1 have had regard also the contents of the Tree Survey Report. It is stated therein,
that while there is extensive tree removal on the site, the aboricuitural quality and
value of most of these trees is comparatively low, with the vast majority of these
trees being remnants of the planting scheme associated with the former use of part
of the site as a pitch and putt course, with the pattern of tree cover being unsuited for
incorporation within an efficient layout for the site. While I note the third parties
objections regarding tree removal, and the Planning Authorities reason for refusal
that relates to same, | concur that the nature of the tree cover would preclude a

residential layout that made efficient use of the site.

10.1.27.1 generally concur with the conclusion of the EIAR in that the ovefall imjpact will be

moderate negative. While otter activity has been cited on the/Si hird Parties, no
activity or signs of otter was recorded on the developme r Sy ny of the surveys
carried out, and there is no other empirical evidence # at otters use this site.
In this regard | note the watercourse will be retaipe ugh altered but will provide
a net improvement of tree and vegetation qu oyef time. | noted that on the
southern side of the watercourse, constru@brks are being carried out in relation
to the HSE Primary Care Centre an/@m result in significant disturbance to this

area in any case.

10.1.28. While there is significant tre |, to my mind this is necessary to ensure
efficient use of the site. A trees are proposed to be retained and
replacement native ’\5 proposed for the ecological corridor to the south of the
site. | consider t placement planting, and other proposals as detailed in the
EIAR such a @b

minimised

oxes, are sufficient in my view to ensure impacts are

10.1.29. Mitigation measures in relation to bats are considered to be sufficient, and are
common for such residential sites. The proposed development would introduce
areas of new planting, and the landscaping and planting proposals submitted with
the proposed application are acceptable.

Land, Soil & Geology

10.1.30. Chapter 6 of the EIAR refers to Land, Soil & Geology. Standard construction
mitigation measures are proposed for the construction phase and regular
maintenance of SuDS features for the operational phase. It is estimated that
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approximately 41,000m3 of cut and 5,000m3 of fill will be required across the
development leaving an approximate net volume of 37,000m3 of cut material. The
only residual impact identified is the removal of material unsuitabte for reuse as fill
material.

10.1.31. This chapter of the EIAR does not reference the potential need for more significant
volumes of soil importation, as referred to in Chapter 11 ‘Transport of the EIAR".
Section 11.5.1 of the EAIR refers to the need to import 42,000m? fill material to
ensure proposed dwellings are elevated above the adjacent 100-year flood extent. I

note the site is not adjacent to a 1% AEP flood event (a small portion.of the site is

Specific Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA). The SFRA re@ihe creation of a bund
or raised levels along the western side of the de\(fglo t but does not refer to the

volume of soil required, or provide addttlona!,_d%‘l ,ﬂ reiatnon to same.

10.1.32. There is also no discussion on whether the i t-'l'i*."'u- ant volume of material excavated
to create the basement could be usett;téchieve the required level changes.
However, | do not consider that tifis iSs¥® is fundamental to the acceptability, or
otherwise of the proposal, haxin. régard to impacts on soil, and | consider that a
suitable condition can be@%@d requiring details of same to be submitted to the
Planning Authonty TRis cyl}d be in the form of a revised Site Specific Construction

and Enwronmen(%{dgpagement Plan.

10.1.33.1 am satisfie he identified impacts on land, soil & geology would be avoided,
managed and mltlgated by the measures which form part of the layout and design of
the proposed scheme, the proposed mitigation measures, and through suitable
conditions, including details of a method statement for the proposed importation of
soil.

Hvdrology and Water Services.

10.1.34. Chapter 7 refers to Hydrology and Water Services. In relation to surface water, the
proposed deveiopment is designed to limit surface water runoff from the site to
greenfield runoff rates and to store flows exceeding this in a combination of
underground attenuation tanks, linear detention basins and swales.
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10.1.35.

10.1.36.

10.1.37.

10.1.38.

10.1.39.

10.1.40.

For storms exceeding a 100-year event, the development has been designed to
provide overland flood routes along streets and roads to direct flood water away from

the buildings and to open space areas.

It is noted that excavation of soil and sub-soil layers will reduce the ability of the
lands to recharge groundwater. The majority of surface water runoff will therefore be
collected and subsequently discharged from the development to the Owendoher
River. It is likely that this activity will have a slight, adverse, permanent, residual,

impact on groundwater.

This also considers the issue of Flood Risk. | have set out my ass ent of Flood
Risk in Section 12.4 of this report. In relation to residual impac ,QAR states
that the implementation of the measures including the Site Spe onstruction and

Environmental Management Plan outlined in Section 7,4 IAR will ensure that

the potential impacts of the proposed development on'¥y a? and the hydrogeological

environment do not occur during the construciﬁo\fS%?and that any residual

impacts will be short term.

Section 7.7 sets out a range of mitigatjen g@es as relates to the water
rein are standard construction and

environment. The measures descri
operational measures and the eff 28y Bf such measures is established in practice.

Subject to the implementatj e measures, the construction of the proposed

development would be uﬁ@o have significant effects on the quality of the water
environment.

Noise and Vibr

Chapter 8 refe Noise and Vibration. Predicted residual impacts are noise from
construction and demolition which are considered to be negative, moderate and
short-term. With mitigation measures, as limiting hours of construction activities likely
to create high levels of noise, selection of quiet plant, noise control at source,
screening and noise monitoring. It is considered that there will be no negative impact

at sensitive receivers off site during operation

From the operation phases, noise from additional vehicular traffic and from the plant,
retail and créche are potential sources. However predicted change noise levels

associated with additional traffic is predicted to be of imperceptible impact along the
existing road network. Noise levels associated with operational plant are expected to
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be well within the adopted day and nighi-time noise limits at the nearest noise
sensitive properties

10.1.41.1 am satisfied that the identified impacts would be avoided, managed and mitigated
by the measures which form part of proposed scheme, the proposed mitigation
measures and through suitable conditions. | am therefore satisfied that the proposed
development would not have any unacceptable direct or indirect impacts in terms of

noise and vibration.

Climate and Air Quality

10.1.42. Chapter 9 refers to Climate & Air Quality. During the construction/ alition stage
A N/

50m from source. Mitigation is set out in the form of a Bimisation plan. After

mitigation, air quality impacts will not be significant. Emissfons from construction

vehicles and machinery having the potential tq{l\wlpaf limate but the overall impact
# s \‘:

., The impact on human health is
\ &Y

considered to be short-term and imper "- .'

renig W potential for a number of emissions to the
atmosphere during the opera phase of the development. In particular, the

b

traffic-related air emissio/r}s nerate quantities of air pollutants such as NO2,

CO, benzene and PNQX:"

10.1.44. 1t is stated that th%vg of traffic-derived air pollutants from the proposed
Mo

4

developmen | exceed the ambient air quality standards either with or without
the proposed dé¥elopment in place. Overall the impact the impact of the
development in terms of PM10, CO, NO2, NOx and benzene is negligible, long-term

and imperceptible.

10.1.45. The regional impact of the proposed development on emissions of CO, NOX, PM10
and C has been assessed using the procedures of Transport Infrastructure Ireland
and it is concluded that the likely overall magnitude of the changes on air quality and

climate in the operational stage is imperceptible.

10.1.46. In terms of human health, air dispersion modelling of operational traffic emissions
was undertaken to assess the impact of the development with reference to EU
ambient air quality standards which are based on the protection of human health. As
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10.1.47.

10.1.50.

10.1.51.

demonstrated by the modelling results, emissions as a result of the proposed
development are compliant with all National and EU ambient air quality limit values

and, therefore, will not result in a significant impact on human health.

In terms of cumulative measures, it is predicted that the cumulative impact of the
construction/demolition and operational phases of the proposed development and
proposed or permitted neighbouring developments will not have an adverse long
term impact on the receiving environment. It is considered that there will be the
potential for a short term slight negative cumulative impact associated with the

construction/demolition phase of the subject development on ambient air quality and

considered fo cause signifits. Once the mitigation measures outlined in

Section 9.7 are impleme% is predicted that the operational phase of the
development wili not gengrate air emissions that would have an adverse impact on

local ambient aj or local human health.

I am satisfied%gatipotential effects would be avoided, managed and mitigated by the
measures which form part of the proposed scheme, the proposed mitigation
measures and best practice measures. | am satisfied therefore that the proposed
development would not have any unacceptable direct, indirect or cumulative effects

on air and climate.

Landscape and Visual Impacts

Chapter 10 of the EIAR refers to Landscape and Visual Impacts. Mitigation
measures in relation to same are set out in Section 10.6 and include l[andscaping
features, retention of high value trees and incorporation of an open space to the front
of the site. Predicted Visual impacts are considered in Section 10.7.
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10.1.52. Impacts are considered from 11 no. viewpoints. Short-term negative impacts are
associated with the construction phase. Operational phase impacts are considered

to be either imperceptible or neutral. | generally concur with the assessment therein.

10.1.53.1 am have considered the issue of visual impact, as relates to the design and height

of the development, in detail in Section 12.3 of this report.

Traffic and Transportation

10.1.54. Chapter 11 of the EIAR refers to Traffic and Transportation. | have also had regard
to other relevant information as related to Traffic and Transport, including the Traffic

bodies, as well as Third Party submissions.

10.1.55. | note that a large number of Third Party Submissions ha@’) s
existing and potential traffic congestion, as well a& th?ﬁof parking provided. In
addition issues relating to road safety, lack of @Lept vity, poor cycle infrastructure
and poor public transport provision have b ! n, _i§éd | have also had regard to the

10.1.56.

Dundrum. | not& iso that the bus stop (Rathfarnham/Eden Avenue) serving the 16
and 16d is located 1.1km to the east of the site.

10.1.57. Road and cycle network proposals as included in the Development Plan, are set out
in the EIAR. Of note is a long term road proposal that runs to the west of the site.
This is a proposal to upgrade the Ballyboden Road/Stocking Lane (R115), in order to
enhance pedestrian and cycling facilities and exploit the tourist potential of the route.

Further Cycle network proposals in the area are also proposed

Proposed Infrastructure Works
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10.1.58.

10.1.59.

10.1.60.

10.1.61.

10.1.62.

Vehicular access to/from the subject development will be provided via the existing
Edmondstown Road/Scholarstown Road/Ballyboden Road priority junction.
Ballyboden Road will be upgraded from a single lane approach to a two-lane
approach with a dedicated right turn lane and left turn/straight lane. Upgrades to the

cycle infrastructure network are also proposed.

Impacts on the surrounding road network.

Impacts from the construction stage are no more than one would expect from a
project of this type although the need to import fill material to raise levels on the site
generates additional traffic movements, which will be spread out o duration of
48 months. All construction activities will be regulated by a Co Traffic

Management Plan (CTMP).
In terms of potential operational phase impacts, the T des that the
development will not result in significant impacts o% rounding junctions.

However it is noted the Ballyboden Road/Tayl roundabout is currently

approaching capacity and will need to be @d o cater for future flows.

in this regard | refer to the Technical MNgte a&prepared by MPA Engineers as relates

nifted as*part of the Third Party observation from
 fjuestions the methodology and conclusions of
the TIA and raises issues % inter alia the lack of adequate cycle
infrastructure and lac 1€ transport serving the site, with the potential for the

development to g te additional traffic than reported in the EIA. | have
considered the cycle infrastructure and public transport provision elsewhere
in this secti consider that the site is relatively well served by same. | also

note that the Transport Division of the Planning Authority has not raised any
objections to the methodology or the conclusions of the TIA and in this regard the
Transport Division note that the lower parking provision (as compared to
Development Plan Standards), increased bicycle provision and the Mobility
Management Plan all help to reduce the car traffic impact of this development.

Having regard to the above, | am satisfied that the impacts on the surrounding road

network will be limited, in terms of additional traffic volumes.

Car Parking
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10.1.63. Section 4.21 of the Design Standards for New Apartment notes that, in
suburban/urban locations served by public transport or close to town centres or
employment areas and particularly for housing schemes with more than 45 dwellings
per hectare net, planning authorities must consider a reduced overall car parking

standard and apply an appropriate maximum car parking standard.

10.1.64. The applicants are proposing 372 no. spaces which results in a car parking ratio of
0.7 spaces per unit. | consider that this provision is acceptable having regard to the
availability of public transport in the area.

Cycle Infrastructure 2
10.1.65. While | note the area benefits from relatively good cycle infras ubmissions
from Third Parties, the NTA and from the Planning Authorifg, b
relation to the adequacy of the proposals, and have su@ “ pamendments to
enhance same, including enhanced provision for‘ c;y?i ess/egress on Taylor's
Lane. The Planning Authority have recommerny \c\i dition in relation to same, as
well as in relation to development contribution orfequired upgrade works. |
consider that the Board if minded to grah\t m&e these conditions on any

permission.

Conclusion \ké\ \

10.1.66. Having regard to the ab e% satlsfled that the impacts on the surrounding road
network will be limite hay\'lag regard to the conclusions of the TIA, the reduced level

of car parking pr@ﬁee below), the availability of existing and planned bus

services, th@é\@n and proposed cycle and pedestrian network and the provisions
of the Mobility \¥nagement Pian.

Material Assets

10.1.67. Chapter 12 refers to Material Assets. The material assets considers include Surface
Water Drainage, Foul Drainage, Water Supply, Power, Gas and
Telecommunications. Potential impacts identified include impacts from surface water
discharge to the Owendoher. However it is stated that adequate capacity exists in
Owendoher River to cater for development of the subject lands, given the fact that
the site will be attenuated and the discharge to the river will be limited to greenfield
run-off rates.
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10.1.68.

10.1.69.

10.1.70.

10.1.71.

10.1.72.

10.1.73.

Potential impacts from foul water include an increase the quantity of wastewater
discharging to the Wastewater Treatment Works for treatment and disposal. The
estimated loading from completion and occupancy of the proposed development site

would be approximately 203m3/day.

| note Inland Fisheries Ireland and a number of Third Parties have raised concern in
refation to capacity issues at Ringsend WWTP. Irish Water has not raised any issues
as relates the capacity of surrounding fou! water infrastructure or in relation to the
capacity if the Ringsend WWTP. In this regard | note upgrade works have
commenced on the Ringsend Wastewater Treatment works extension permitted
under ABP — PL.29N.YAQ010 in order to facilitate increased

[ am satisfied that the identified impacts would be avoided, and mitigated

by the measures which form part of proposed scheme, roposed mitigation

measures and through suitable conditions. In relation t6oll ' water, | am satisfied the

additional load is relatively small compared to thé v e treated at Ringsend

WWTP and would have an insignificant impat

warks to increase capacity at the Ringsen WIP. | note also that Irish Water have

and | have regard to the upgrade

not raised any concern in relation to oul water proposals.

In conclusion therefore, | am thefefoke %atisfied that the proposed development
would not have any unacc% irect or indirect impacts in terms of material

assets.

A,
Waste Manageme tb
Chapter 13 re aste Management. During the construction phase, predicted

impacts, ﬁ- ation, will be short-term, neutral and imperceptible. During the
operational phase, predicted impact of the operational phase on the environment will

be long-term, neutral and imperceptible. Subject to conditions | am satisfied the
proposal would not have any unacceptable impacts in terms of waste management.

Cuitural Heritage

Chapter 14 refers to Cultural Heritage. This considers the impact on archaeological,
architectural, and cultural heritage resources. In terms of archaeology, it is noted that
there are no recorded monuments within 500m of the site. No areas of

archaeological significance were uncovered during testing. In relation to impacts on
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archaeological heritage | am satisfied the conditions suggested by the DAU will be
sufficient to ensure impacts are limited.

10.1.74. In relation to architectural and cultural heritage, | have set out my assessment of

these matters in Section 12.7 below.
Interactions

10.1.75. Chapter 15 of the EIAR presents a list of interactions between each of the
environmental factors assessed.

10.1.76. | have considered the interrelationships between factors and whether these might as

10.1.77. Having considered the mitigation measures in plaﬁe ..° "'esndual risk of significant
negative interaction between any of the othgr %gﬁnes was identified and no
further mitigation measures were |dent1f|edQ«\

Cumulative Impacts v{ =

10.1.78. The proposed development Qg{g)ﬂ” in tandem with the development of other
sites that are zoned in the {L?,&y ch development would be unlikely to differ from
that envisaged under }he\%ﬁty development and local area plans which have been

subject to Strategig Avirgnment Assessment. Its scale may be limited by the

provisions of {hagefplahs and its form and character would be similar to the

development Pgo r-. in this application. The actual nature and scale of the
proposed development is in keeping with the zoning of the site and the other
provisions of the relevant plans. The proposed development is not likely to give rise
to environmental effects that were not envisaged in the plans that were subject to
SEA. It is therefore concluded that the culmination of effects from the planned and
permitted development and that currently proposed would not be likely to give rise to
significant effects on the environment other than those that have been described in

the EIAR and considered in this EIA.

10.1.79. In conclusion, | am satisfied that effects arising can be avoided, managed and

mitigated by the measures which form part of the proposed development, mitigation
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measures, and suitable conditions. There is, therefore, nothing to prevent the

granting of permission on the grounds of cumulative effects.
Reasoned Conclusion on the Significant Effects

10.1.80. Having regard to the examination of environmental information contained above, and
in particular to the EIAR and supplementary information provided by the developer,
and the submissions from the planning authority, prescribed bodies and observers in
the course of the application, it is considered that the main significant direct and
indirect effects of the proposed development on the environment are as follows:

10.1.81. A positive impact with regard to population due to the increase in using stock
that would be available in the area. Furthermore, an increase ion will help to
support future and existing services. i ‘.:;

10.1.82. The proposed development is not likely to have adver@s s on population and
human health. b 8

10.1.83. Landscape and Visual Impacts: The develop@i present as a new development

in the landscape and it will change the @.ﬁ' ryradically from the existing one.

There will also be changed views fcé?, particularly from the housing to the

north-west, north and north-easﬁ ite, and to the east of the site, along Taylor's
Lane, and along Edmondstovx\’ , and from views towards the site on
NiFe lands are zoned for residential development and

Scholarstown Road. Ho
invalve the introduction of new or uncharacteristic

the proposal is not e 1

features into the | mider landscape character setting. The potential impact will
be mitigated "@back of the proposed development from Taylor's Lane, the
reduction in@ on at the north-eastern, eastern and south-eastern extent of the
development, the existing screening to the east of the site and the provision of open

spaces within the site.

10.1.84. Traffic and transportation impacts: These will be mitigated by the reduced level of car
parking, the availability of bus services, and by the completion of road, cycle and
footpath infrastructure, as well as upgrade of existing roads infrastructure.

10.1.85. In relation to water, surface water and foul water, impacts are proposed to be
mitigated by construction management measures and operational phase measures,

including regular maintenance of the SUDS features.
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10.1.86. Potential effects arising from noise and vibration during construction which will be

mitigated by appropriate management measures.

10.1.87. Biodiversity impacts will be mitigated on the subject site by a range of measures
identified in the EIAR, including construction management measures, protection of
trees to be retained, landscaping including the provision of an ecological corridor o
the south of the site, and the provision of bat and bird boxes.

10.1.88. Cultural heritage impacts, which wili be mitigated by a programme of archaeological
investigations undertaken prior to the commencement of the construction phase, and

the architectural recording of the existing building on site.

10.1.89. Impacts on air quality and climate which will be mitigated by m
EIAR. A

10.1.90. Having regard to the above, the likely significant enwroﬁa@yt effects arising as a
consequence of the proposed development have,bestactorily identified,
described and assessed and | consider that t _D\F‘fs compliant with Article 94 of
the Planning and Development Regulation%\-%i;'_"ss amended.

AN
11.0 Appropriate Assessment N
11.1.1. An Appropriate Assessme@c}@wmg Report (dated 18 May 2020) was submitted
with the application. | h w)egard to the contents of same. This report
concludes that &gqg%nt Bﬁects are not likely to arise, either alone or in combination

with other plans OhpPrdiects to the Natura 2000 network.

11.1.2. | have had r‘é 1 o third party submissions, as relates to AA issues, and as detailed
in Section 7 of this report. | have also had regard to submission from Inland Fisheries
Ireland and from Irish Water, as detailed in Section 9 of this report.

11.2. The Project and Its Characteristics
11.2.1. See the detailed description of the proposed development in section 2.0 above.
The European Sites Likely to be Affected - Stage | Screening

11.2.2. The development site is not within or directly adjacent to any Natura 2000 site. This
site lies within an urban area and current land uses in the vicinity are predominantly
residential and commercial in nature along with transport arteries. The Owendocher
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T2,

11.2.4.

River is located 18 m to the west of the site at its closest point, on the opposite site
of Edmondstown Road. This watercourse enters the Dodder River, which in turn

flows to Dublin Bay.

In determining the Natura 2000 sites that have the potential to be impacted by the
proposal, [ have had regard to the contents of the screening report, the nature of the
proposed development and | have been aided by the EPA Mapping Tool2. The
closest terrestrial Natura 2000 site is the Wicklow Mountains SAC, which is a
distance of 4.7km from the application. Given there are no links, hydrological or
otherwise, between this and the application site, and given the distance between this
SAC and the application site, potential likely significant effects caf

same considerations apply to those terrestrial Natura 2000 sit@ghodated at a greater

distance from the application site. The closest coastal Nafura' 8000 sites are those

SACs/SPAs located within Dublin Bay which area as Qliets”

(i) South Dublin Bay and River Tolka Estuary SE%\QM%) 7.2km

(if) South Dublin Bay SAC (000210) 7. 3k

(iify North Bull Island SPA (004008)

(iv) North Dublin Bay SAC (000 &%m

There is an existing waterc ZQe south of the site. This watercourse is not
identified on EPA Mappjta® e application documents it is described as either a
drainage ditch, mill sffed watercourse. The EIAR notes that it is likely to flow to
the eastern trib e Owendoher (the closest watercourse to the east is the
Whitechurc . From my site visit, | noted there was some flow from west to
east. As sumng the precautionary approach, it is assumed there is a
hydrological link between the site and the Whitechurch Stream, which ultimately
leads to Dublin Bay, via the Owendoher and the Dodder. There is also further
hydrological connections between the application site and the sites listed above, due
to surface water discharge to the Owendoher River, and wastewater pathways
ultimately leading to Dublin Bay via the Ringend WWTP, with potential impacts on

these sites. The qualifying interests of these sites are listed below:

Site (site code) Distance from site Qualifying Interests

2 www.epa.ie
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South Dublin Bay and 7.2km
River Tolka Estuary SPA
(004024)
”é%)
o
f:\" ) 4
L

_ T&gﬁ (Calidris alpina) [A149]

Light-bellied Brent Goose
(Branta bernicla hrota) [A046]

Oystercatcher (Haematopus
ostralegus) [A130]

Ringed Plover (Charadrius
hiaticula) [A137]

Grey Plover (Pluvialis
squatarola) [A141]

7Y% B

ar-tailed Godwit (Limosa
lapponica) [A157]

Redshank (Tringa totanus)
[A162]

Black-headed Guli
(Chroicocephalus ridibundus)
[A179]

Roseate Tern (Stemna
dougallii) [A192]

Common Temn (Sterna
hirundo) [A193]

Arctic Tern (Sterna
paradisaea) [A194]

Wetland and Waterbirds
[A999]
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South Dublin Bay SAC
(000210)

7.3km

Mudflats and sandflats not
covered by seawater at low
tide [1140].

Annual vegetation of drift
lines [1210]

Salicornia and other annuals
colonising mud and sand
[1310]

Embryonic g dunes
[2110]

North Bull Island SPA
(0040086)

O
N

>

|

11.7km

O
N2

R

Brent Goose
bernicla hrota) [A046]

Li

elduck (Tadorna tadorna)
[A048]

Teal (Anas crecca) [AD52]
Pintail (Anas acuta) [A054]

Shoveler (Anas clypeata)
[A056]

Oystercatcher (Haematopus
ostralegus) [A130]

Golden Plover (Pluvialis
apricaria) [A140]

Grey Piover (Pluvialis
squatarola) [A141]

Knot (Calidris canutus) [A143]

Sanderling (Calidris alba)
[A144]

Dunlin (Calidris alpina) [A149]
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o

Black-tailed Godwit (Limosa
limosa) [A156]

Bar-tailed Godwit (Limosa
lapponica) [A157]

Curlew (Numenius arquata)
[A160]

Redshank (Tringa totanus)
[A162]

Wetland and Waterbirds
[AS99]

North Dublin Bay SAC
(000206)

Mudfiats and sandflats not
covered by seawater at low
tide [1140]

Annual vegetation of drift
lines [1210]

Salicornia and other annuals
colonising mud and sand
[1310]

Atlantic salt meadows
(Glauco-Puccinellietalia
maritimae) [1330]

Mediterranean salt meadows
(Juncetalia maritimi) [1410]
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Embryonic shifting dunes
[2110]

Shifting dunes along the
shoreline with Ammophila
arenaria (white dunes) [2120]

Fixed coastal dunes with
herbaceous vegetation (grey
dunes) [2130]

Humid dun@ks [2190]
Petal alfsii

(P [1395]
P

Potential Effects on Designated Sites Q ZE

11.2.10. Whether any of these SACs or SPAs is li@
measured against their ‘conservation gbjectives". Specific conservation objectives
have been set for all of these areas’

11.2.11. Specific conservation objectiv@ been set for mudflats in the South Dublin Bay

|

SAC (NPWS, 2013). The dbj
community structure C‘) unity distribution within the qualifying interest. For the
e

significantly affected must be

s relate to habitat area, community extent,

North Dublin Bay cific conservation objectives have been set for the
habitats of qu '%terest and they relate to habitat area, community extent,
community g@re, community distribution, physical structure, vegetation structure
and vegetation compaosition within the qualifying interest (NPWS, 2013).

11.2.12. For the South Dublin Bay & Tolka Estuary SPA and the North Bull Island SPA the
conservations objectives for each bird species relates to maintaining a population
trend that is stable or increasing and maintaining the current distribution in time and
space (NPWS, 2015a & b).

11.2.13. At its closest point the site is over 7.2km away (as the crow flies) from the boundary
of the Natura 2000 areas within Dublin Bay. In reality however, this distance is
greater as hydrological pathways follow the course of the drainage network to Dublin
Bay. There is no direct pathway to the Toika estuary from this development as it lies
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to the north of the River Liffey. Because of the distance separating the site and the
SPAs and SACs noted above, there is no pathway for loss or disturbance of
important habitats or important species associated with the features of interest of
these SPAs and SACs.

11.2.14. In relation to the construction phases, potential pollutants include silt and
hydrocarbons/chemicals, given that construction works typically generate fine
sediments and could also generate result in accidental spills of oils and other toxic
chemicals. Should these enter the watercourse to the south of the site and in turn
into the Whitechurch Stream, the Owendoher River watercourse and %River

Y

Dodder, before finally discharging into Dublin Bay, it is likely th? pllutants

would be significantly diluted by the point of discharge into Du Wy:given the
distance involved and the volume of water relative to the .-"\, ’** pof likely poliutants,

to surface water run-off and foul water grai 18 d fh relation to surface water,
attenuation and SuDS are incorpora:@L: the scheme to ensure no negative
impact to the quality or quantity c{\r%&f to the surface water drainage network.
These installations have nor,a,e roduced to avoid or reduce an effect on any
Natura 2000 site. In ter o Iutlon arising from wastewater discharge, it is
detailed that additiong! m}ﬁ
from the develop@§ <ot considered to be significant having regard to the fact
d

g to the Ringsend Wastewater Treatment Plant arising

that there is @ nce that pollution through nutrient input is affecting the
conservation ob¥ectives of the South Dublin Bay and River Tolka Estuary SPA and
furthermore, that the upgrading works at the plant will address future capacity.

in Combination or Cumulative Effects

11.2.16. This project is taking place within the context of greater levels of built development
and associated increases in residential density in the Dublin area. This can actin a
cumulative manner through increased volumes to the Ringsend WWTP. The
expansion of the city is catered for through land use planning by the various planning
authorities in the Dublin area, and in this area, by the South Dublin County
Development Plan 2016-2022. This has been subject to AA by the planning
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authority, which concluded that its implementation would not result in significant

adverse effects to the integrity of any Natura 2000 areas.

11.2.17. In relation to the cumulative impacts of foul water discharge, | note upgrade works

have commenced on the Ringsend Wastewater Treatment works extension
permitted under ABP — PL.29N.YA0010 and that the facility is subject to EPA
licencing and associated Appropriate Assessment Screening. Taking into
consideration the average effluent discharge from the proposed development, the
impacts arising from the cumulative effect of discharges to the Ringsend WWTP
generally, and the considerations discussed above, | am satisfied that there are no

. at could give

projects or plans which can act in combination with this develop %
rise to any significant effect to Natura 2000 Sites within the zohghohinfluence of the

-

proposed development.

AA Screening Conclusion

11.2.18.1 note that the mitigation measures as propos‘mg submitted EIAR, in respect of

11.2.18. In conclusion, therefore, havig§ @d

12.0

12.1.

biodiversity, and as relates to the protecti r quality, do not constitute
mitigation measures for the purposes gf A ate Assessment, and are not

non any Natura 2000 sites.

designed to avoid likely significant e

to the nature and scale of the proposed

deveiopment on serviced l% nature of the receiving environment which
comprises a built-up @ and the distances to the nearest European sites, it is
t

' 4

reasonable to conglu on the basis of the information on the file, which [

consider adequ rder to issue a screening determination, that the proposed

likely to have a Significant effect on any European sites, in view of the sites’

Conservation Objectives, and a Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment (and submission of

a NIS} is not therefore required.

Assessment

The main planning issues arising from the proposed development not already dealt
with in the EIAR can be addressed under the following headings-

¢ Principle of Development
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» Urban Design including Height

¢ Flood Risk

» Residential Amenities/Residential Standards

« Surrounding Residential Amenity

¢ Built Heritage/Conservation

« Planning Authority's Recommended Reasons for Refusal
e Other Issues

12.2. Principle of Development

Zoning ~ N
12.2.1. The site is subject to zoning objective RES the objective ‘ protect and

)

Jor improve residential amenity”, in the South Dublin Cqﬁ Yevelopment Plan
2016-2022. The proposal to provide residential umtég%@fe and a two retail units

commercial development is acceptable in pnntﬁ

objective. @
y ‘L

Core Strategy

ing regard to the zoning

12.2.2. | note the Third Party submissio a_%?ate to the need for housing in this area and
which states that the requiredrn

T of units for this area (6,532) may well have

heen achieved, and the R 5?‘3: 31'would therefore represent a material breach of the

statutory target wathv@: !
*ffom elsewhere, that this is the case, and as such | do not

Authority submis%b
consider tha,t{f\ﬁﬁr osal represents a material contravention of the Council’s core
strategy. |

e Strategy. There is no evidence, from the Planning

G

Tenure

12.2.3. A number of submissions have suggested that this is a Built-To-Rent Scheme. This
is not the case and it has not been described as such in the statutory notices, as
would be required.

Ballyboden Village Plan

12.2.4. A large number of submissions have stated that the proposal is contrary to the
objectives of the Ballyboden Village Plan. | note that the submission from the
Planning Authority in relation to same which states that the Ballyboden Village Plan
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12.2.5.

12.2.6.

12.2.7.

12.2.8.

12.2.9.

was completed in July 2006, on foot of a Specific Local Objective (SLO) in the SDCC
Development Plan 2004-2010, and that given the level of changes in national and
regional policy since 2018, the Plan is largely superceded. in addition, | note the
non-statutory nature of the plan. As such, limited regard, if any, can be had to same.

Density

A significant number of submissions have stated that the density is excessive and
represents an overdevelopment of the site, and cite the lack of available capacity
within the existing transport infrastructure as well as the lack of social infrastructure

and services within the area.

The Planning Authority recommend refusal for reasons relatin j alia density
and height. | have considered the Planning Authority’s rec epded Reasons for
Refusal in detail in Section 12.8 below.

The proposed density is 141.7 units/ha. Increasi g ¥esid&ntial density at appropriate

locations is national policy and articulated in sécti guidelines such as the

‘Urban Development and Building Height, % es for Planning Authorities’ 2018
S ards for New Apartments, Guidelines

and ‘Sustainable Urban Housing: Desid,

for Planning Authorities’ 2018. Sug . NCleases in density are to ensure the efficient

use of zoned and serviced Ia )
In particular, Project Irelz @ - National Planning Framework (NPF) seeks to
oWth. Of relevance, objectives 27, 33 and 35 of the NPF

ion of new homes at locations that can support

deliver on compact u

seek to prioritise

sustainable dgwelo hpEnt and seeks to increase densities in settlements, through a

range of meastgs.

This site lies within the Dublin Metropolitan Area Strategic Plan (MASP) as defined in
the Regional Spatial & Economic Strategy (RSES) 2013-2031 for the Eastern &
Midland Region. A key objective of the RSES is to achieve compact growth targets
of 50% of all new homes within or contiguous to the built-up area of Dubiin city and
suburbs. Within Dublin City and Suburbs, the RSES support the consolidation and
re-intensification of infill/brownfield sites to provide high density and people intensive
uses within the existing built up area and ensure that the development of future
development areas is co-ordinated with the delivery of key water and public transport

infrastructure.
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12.2.10. 1 note the provisions of the Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New
Apartments Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2018) which state, with respect to
location, that apartments are most appropriately located within urban areas, and the
scale and extent should increase in relation to proximity to public transport as well as
shopping and employment locations.

12.2.11. In relation to the Design Standards for New Apartments Guidelines for Planning
Authorities (2018) this defines the types of location in cities and towns that may be
suitable for increased densities. In my view, the site fies within the category of an
‘Intermediate Urban Location’, given its location within approximate%f()m (atits

ad, both of

closest point) to the bus stops on Ballyboden Way and Ballybodeg | (
Jent bus service

which are served by the 15b Bus Route, which is a reasona __
(at least every 15 minute peak hour frequency). The site @ ed by numerous

other bus routes, as detailed in Section 10.1.57.

N
12.2.12. The guidelines note that such locations are gen Iy\/\ﬁﬁ/able for smaller-scale (will

vary subject to location), higher density dev that may wholly comprise

Siyresidential development of any

apartments, or alternatively, medium- hlgh -'---

scale that includes apartments to so;rge%&tent (will also vary, but broadly >45

dwellings per hectare net). Sectl n 2}2 Bf the Guidelines note that the scale and

extent of apartment develoga,e sﬁﬁuld increase in relation to proximity to core
Gt

urban centres and other

B

\
where high frequenc& bil @ ransport can be provided, that are close to locations of
employment an --'-: -,. of urban amenities including parks/waterfronts, shopping
and other se@@ &re also particularly suited to apartments.

12.2.13.In my view, other relevant factors in this instance, include the number of bus services

factors. Existing public transport nodes or locations

-

serving the site, the existence of high quality pedestrian and cycle infrastructure, the
proximity of the site to shops and services, and the existing and proposed amenities
in the area, including the existing open spaces and the proposed public park,
provided as part of this development.

12.2.14. In relation to the criteria as set out in the Sustainable Residential Development in
Urban Areas — Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2009), it is my view that the site
can be considered under two specific categories — that of a ‘Public Transport
Corridor’, given its location relative to the nearest bus stops, and that of ‘Intuitional
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12.2.15.

12.2.16.

12.2.17.

12.2.18.

12.3.

Lands’ given the former uses on the site, and the nature of the site. In relation to
‘Public Transport Corridors’ the Guidelines state that increased densities should be
promoted within 500 metres walking distance of a bus stop, or within 1km of a light
rail stop or a rail station, with the capacity of such services also taken into account.
Minimum net densities of 50 dwellings per hectare, subject to appropriate design and
amenity standards, shouid be applied within public transport corridors with the
highest densities being located at rail stations / bus stops. In relation to frequency of
service (which is related to capacity) the 15b bus service is a relatively frequent route
which runs at least a 15m frequency at peak hours and the closest stop that is
served by this route is approximately 130m from the north-west o)@ite. There are

also other stops that serve the other routes are immediately e site on

Taylors Land and to the west of the site on Edmondstowg@

In refation to institutional Lands, the Guidelines State rage net densities at
least in the range of 35-50 dwellings per hectare sh revail and the objective of
retaining the open character of the lands achi@ concentrating increased

densities in selected parts (say up to 70 d 0 my view, a density in the range
i/

cited above, would not be in line with #at eisaged for a site on a public transport

carridor in close proximity to bus stQ

incorporated significanis 82 ¥0f open space, including a public park, with the
opening character eﬁeing retained to the north and south of the site.

Itis my view | n the above factors, and having regard to national and regional
policy as relat density, the density of 141.7 unit/ha is not excessive.
| do not consider that the lower densities as suggested by third party submissions

are appropriate in this instance, given the need to deliver sufficient housing units, the
need to ensure efficient use of land and the need to ensure maximum use of existing
and future transport infrastructure, and in order to support and enhance the viability

of existing and future services.

However, the acceptability of this density is subject to subject to appropriate design
and amenity standards, which are considered in the relevant sections below.

Urban Design including Height
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12.3.1.

12.3.2.

12.3.3.

12.3.4.

12.3.5.

The proposal consists of 3 distinct blocks, A, B and C. The |.-Shaped Block A to the
north-west of the site is 6-7 storeys in height. Block B, consisting of three finger’
blocks is generally 6 storeys in height with 6 no. own door duplex units, which are 2
storeys in height. Block C, located to the east of the site, is a courtyard block, and is
6 storeys to the north stepping down to 5 storeys in to the north, east and south.

The Planning Authority recommend refusal for reasons relating to inter alia density
and height. Concerns have been raised regarding the height and design of the
proposed development in many of the representations on the application.

In relation to the height, the applicant has stated that the overall degign

not create amenity issues for existing residents.

Notwithstanding the above, the applicant has submitfed |

Statement specifically addressing the height of _é\qsed development, as
relates to the policies of the South County ?’“ *Prevelopment Plan 2016-2022..
This states that there are a number of mher C|es and objectives which would

appear to conflict with the prowsmns Ffousmg Policy 9. It is stated that Stated that
the site is an appropriate Iocatprﬁigr |gher density and taller development to reflect
the proximity to two local cg/tre d a neighbourhood centre opposite the site,

public transport, and algo"fij\kte s of urban design and providing for improved urban

R

legibility, placemaki na visual diversity in the area and the proposal complies with

} of the Urban Development and Building Heights Guidelines
rities 2018.

the relevant proyisi

for Planning -

Section 2.2.3 of the South County Dublin Development Plan 2016-2022 refers to
Residential Building Height. Housing Policy 9 seeks fo support varied building
heights across residential and mixed use areas and includes a number of objectives

including inter alia;

¢ H9 - Obj. 1 seeks to encourage varied building heights in new residential
developments;

¢ H9 Obj. 2 - To ensure that higher buildings in established areas respect the
surrounding context.
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12.3.6.

12.3.7.

12.3.8.

12.3.9.

e H9 Obj 3 - To ensure that new residential developments immediately adjoining
existing one and two storey housing incorporate a gradual change in building
heights with no significant marked increase in building height in close proximity to

existing housing.

* H9 Obj. 4 — direct tall buildings that exceed 5 storeys in height to strategic and
landmark locations in Town Centres, Mixed Use zones and SDZ's, subject to an

approved LAP or Planning Scheme.

In relation to Section 28 Guidance, The ‘Urban Development and Building Heights
Guidelines for Planning Authorities’ (the Building Height Guideline ovides clear
criteria to be applied when assessing applications for increase QThe
guideiines describe the need to move away from blanket h ﬁa‘rictions and that
within appropriate locations, increased height will be a ble even where
established heights in the area are lower in compa@his regard, SPPRs and

the Development Management Criteria under sektiof 32 of these section 28

guidelines have informed my assessment qf.{h%, application. This is alongside

consideration of other relevant national ant

national policy in Project Ireland 20@0%1 Planning Framework, and particularly
eria for building height, and objective 35

objective 13 concerning perform@

concerning increased resid sity in settlements.

SPPR 3 of the Buildin 7% uidelines states that where a planning authority is
é} complies with the criteria under section 3.2 then a

ad planning policy standards, including

satisfied that a de\ﬁl m
development ma‘%)pproved, even where specific objectives of the relevant
developme la local area plan may indicate otherwise.

| have addressed the material contravention of the development plan in the relevant
section below, and | will provide further assessment against the criteria in section 3.2

here.

At the scale of the city/town, the first criterion relates to the accessibility of the site by
public transport. As noted above, the site is well served by a number of bus services,
providing access to the city centre, the docklands, Tallaght Town Centre and
providing connections to Luas services. As such, | consider the site has good

accessibility to public transport.
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12.3.10.

12:3 7

12.3.12.

12.3.13.

The second criterion relates to the character of the area in which the development is
located. The site is not a sensitive landscape or a conservation area. While thereis a
Protected Structure located approximately 30m to the east of the site (the impact on
which is considered at section 12.7 of this report.), there are no other sensitive built
environment receptors. The site is surrounded on two sides by road infrastructure,
and to the south by a construction site, which is being developed as a Primary Care
Centre. Residential development beyond the immediate boundaries to the north,
east and south are generally two-storey in character. Where there are perceived
sensitives, such as to the east of the site, the height drops down to 6 and 5 storeys.

It is my view that, given the lack of immediate sensitivities and defin aracter

adjacent to the site, and given the scale of the site, the site has ar gpportunity to
create its own character. In this regard, the creation of d_gﬁ -« t edge of 7
storeys along Edmondstown Road and the creation of m : ets, open spaces
including a new public park and ecological corridqﬂm’ihe development will make
a positive contribution towards place—makingté%régjfred by the Building Height
Guidelines. The retail units and créche in Eiqg_r&;create an active frontage in close

proximity to the main entrance of tht—:ﬁ;_t%\

At the scale of the districtlneig/t}t fi—-ﬁmb'alstreet, it is acknowledged that the
proposal results in the rem ‘I‘§§§ignificant tree coverage, resulting a change of
'-\__#/f P
i f%s considered further in the relevant sections of the

character of the site. Th

report. In my View,/ "[_hé}\lé}df‘tree coverage is justified having regard to the need to
ensure efficien_ft _ ' ﬁ:th’e site. The proposal provides for the enhancement the
watercourses % outh of the site and provides for an ecological corridor which will

enhance the ar%é'nity of the area and will be of benefit for biodiversity.

The development also provides for permeability through the site with pedestrian links
to the north and west provided. The proposed development creates a distinctive
development on the site and will form a positive addition and new landmark for the
area. As a result, this will improve the legibility of the area. The proposal is also
formed of a mix of 1 (36 no), 2 (391 no) and 3 (69 no) bed apartments and duplex
units, including 15 no. own door units, that positively contributes towards the dwelling

mix for the area, which at present is dominated by two-storey suburban dwellings.
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12.3.14. At the scale of site/building, the applicant has incorporated setbacks and a variety of

12.3.15.

12.3.16.

12.3.17.

building heights, as appropriate for the site. The setbacks, while necessitated by the
existing of the wayleave running to the north of the site, allow for the creation of a
generous public park and reduce the visual impact of increased height on the site,
when viewed from the residential properties to the north and east of the site. | also
consider that the proposed materials and architectural detailing will contribute to the
creation of a positive addition to the streetscape. Brick is the predominant material,
which in addition to the design of the proposal, will make a positive contribution
towards place-making in the area. Elevations within the proposed development
feature a variety of architectural detailing, including a variation in @wy treatments
which provide visual interest and help to break down the ma ?;'fl_.r.' Qf e proposal.

The submitted Daylight/Sunlight Assessment concludes - (Ngre will be no

negative impact on surrounding residential properties
IC assessments have been
es.

same in Section 12.6 of this report). Other relev t?‘
submitted, as required by the Building HeighV@I'
Overall, | am content that the height and r@ of the development will enhance

the character of the area and | find thatthe proposed development satisfies the
criteria described in section 3.2 @ efore SPPR 3 of the Building Height
Guidelines. :

Material Contravention IX:: )

her discussion of

A large number of igslons have stated the proposal is a material contravention
of objectives re height and density of the South Dublin County Development
Plan. The P ing Authority is also of this viewpoint. | do not concur that the

proposal represents a material contravention of Development Plan policies as relates
to densities, as there are no specific limits on densities contained in any of the
objectives of the Development Plan, as pertains to sites within the M50, and in fact
higher densities are encouraged in appropriate locations. However, | concur that
there may be a material contravention of Policy 9 objective 4 that seeks to direct tall
buildings that exceed five storeys in height to strategic and landmark locations in
Town Centres, Mixed Use zones and Strategic Development Zones and subject to
an approved Local Area Plan or Planning Scheme. The proposal includes buildings

ABP-307222-20 Inspector’s Report Page 71 of 103



of 6 and 7 stories in height, and the site does not fall within a location as specified in
this objective, and is not subject to an approved Local Area Plan.

12.3.18. Section 9(6)(a) of the Planning and Development (Housing) and Residential
Tenancies Act 2016 states that Subject to paragraph (b), the Board may decide to
grant a permission for a proposed strategic housing development in respect of an
application under section 4 even where the proposed development, or a part of it,
contravenes materially the development plan or local area plan relating to the area

concerned.

12.3.19. Paragraph (b) of same states ‘The Board shall not grant permissio

paragraph
(a) where the proposed development, or a part of it, contravene . 2, ;
development plan or local area plan relating to the area cone® N

zoning of the land’ Y

12.3.20. Paragraph (c) states ‘Where the proposed strateglc % M development would
materially contravene the development plan or/ céba a plan, as the case may be,
T
permission in accordance with paragragh :‘5"% it considers that, if section
37(2)(b) of the Act of 2000 were to @ would grant permission for the proposed
development’ /\ (\\ \ ;

other than in relation to the zoning of the laf the Board may only grant

- \

12.3.21. The Planning and Deve!o ct 2000 (as amended) provides that the Board is
precluded from grantlg\irgﬁssmn for development that is considered to be a
material contrave ept in four circumstances. These circumstances, outlined
in Section 37 as follows:

(i) the propos\cﬁ/development is of strategic or national importance,

(ii) there are conflicting objectives in the development plan or the objectives are not

clearly stated, insofar as the proposed development is concerned, or

(iii) permission for the proposed development should be granted having regard to
regional planning guidelines for the area, guidelines under section 28 , policy
directives under section 29 , the statutory obligations of any local authority in the
area, and any relevant policy of the Government, the Minister or any Minister of the
Government, or
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12.3.22.

12.3.23.

12.3.24.

12.3.25.

(iv) permission for the proposed development should be granted having regard to the
pattern of development, and permissions granted, in the area since the making of the

development plan.

Should the Board be minded to invoke Article 37(2)(b) in relation to this current
proposal, I consider that they can do so, having regard to the relevant criteria

contained therein, and as set out below.

In relation to the matter of strategic or national importance, the current application
has been lodged under the Strategic Housing legislation and the proposal is

considered to be strategic in nature. National policy as expressed within Rebuilding
Ireland — The Government's Action Plan on Housing and Hom ss and the

National Planning Framework — Ireland 2040 fully support or urban infill
residential deveiopment, such as that proposed on this ;

In relation to the matter of conflicting objectives in
with the view of the applicants, in that the objecfide

opment plan, | concur
ousing Policy 8, to support

higher densities, conflict with the limitationg-in Reight contained within Housing Policy

9 Objective 4. While the objectives conai R e Housing Policy 8 generally

e of lands, at appropriate locations, Policy

encourage higher densities and effisg
9 objective 4 seeks to direct tall @ s that exceed five storeys in height to
strategic and landmark Ioc ' own Centres, Mixed Use zones and Strategic

hiedt to an approved Local Area Plan or Planning

Development Zones an
Scheme. Given that @h; ensities are generally associated with increased

heights, restricti ments that exceed 5 storeys to the limited number of sites
that fulfil Po ective 4, does not appear to go hand in hand with maximising
the most efﬂcae use of remaining sites, which may also be suitable for higher

densities.

In relation regional planning guidelines for the area and Section 28 Guidelines, the
Eastern & Midland Regional Assembly — Regional Spatial & Economic Strategy
2019-2031 seeks to increase densities on appropriate sites within Dublin City and
Suburbs. In relation to Section 28 Guidelines of particular relevance are the Urban
Development and Building Height Guidelines (2018) which state that infer alia that
building heights must be generally increased in appropriate urban locations, subject
to the criteria as set out in Section 3.2 of the Guidelines, and | have assessed the
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proposal against these criteria in detail above. The Sustainable Residential
Development in Urban Areas — Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2009), supports
increased densities in appropriate locations and | have assessed the proposal in
relation to same above.

12.3.26. In relation to the pattern of development/permissions granted in the area since the
adoption of the Development Plan, of particular relevance, is the recent approval for
an SHD application on the Scholarstown Road (‘Beechpark' and 'Maryfield',
Scholarstown Road, Dublin 16) for a development of 590 no. residential units, up to
6 storeys in height (ABP Reference 305878-19). This is located appro iately 1km
to the west of this site. As such precedent for higher buildings (apd ig densities)

than currently exist has been established in this area.

s

12.3.27. Should the Board be minded to invoke the material congfv_ i-' procedure, as
relates to Development Plan policies pertaining to hei %, | Zonsider that the

e 1
=y,
provisions of Section 37(2)(b)(i),(ii),(ii) and (iv)/sl:a% Keen met, and in this regard |

_ -'\ﬁ&e’proposal.
\}:\‘( _.—4§1

12.4.1. Section 9.3 of the National Plann}'_nﬁrqméwork (NPF) includes guidance for water

consider that the Board can grant permissig

12.4. Flood Risk £

resource management and ﬂ_od%o | yAth emphasis on avoiding inappropriate
development in areas at /us@}y ¥oding. National Policy Objective 57 requires
resource manageme@}pﬁuring flood risk management informs place-making by

avoiding inappro_gﬁ j elopment in areas at risk of flooding in accordance with

The Planning@%‘ :
Authorities”. \«-}q j

12.4.2. A Site Specific Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) has been submitted with the
application (dated May 2020). This notes that there are no EPA watercourses within

%nd Flood Risk Management Guidelines for Planning

the site boundary, although the existence of an old mill to the southern boundary is
noted. The nearest watercourses other than the mill race is the Owendoher River
located to the west of the subject site, directly adjacent to Edmondstown Road. The
Whitechurch Stream is also located approximately 750m east the development. The
SFRA notes previous flood events and states that there was significant flooding from
the Owendoher River, adjacent to the site in 1993 and 2000.

ABP-307222-20 Inspector’s Report Page 74 of 103



12.4.3.

12.4.4,

12.4.5,

12.4.6.

124.7.

The report notes that OPW ECFRAM Fluvial Flood Maps and the SDCC
Development Plan SFRA indicate the development site is marginally in Flood Zone B
(0.1% AEP) in the north western corner. | note that this Flood Zone also runs almost
the entire boundary of the west of the site, but encroaches only slightly onto the
western portion of site. Other flood risks identified include a fow risk of pluvial

flooding due to the potential surcharging and blockage of the new drainage network.

The source of flooding is noted as not being from the Owendoher River, but from the
corresponding surface water sewers/streams that occur when reaching the bridge
structure of the Scholarstown Road and structures further downstream An overland

the site itself and the SFRA states that any flooding o&giern

0.1% AEP is relatively minor
The SFRA notes that the proposed ground Fve been determined from existing

minimise basement excavation ‘ %
The SFRA states that the entlre@h built form is within Flood Zone C, which is

g SFRA. The FFL’s of the western buildings of Block
| _' ¢ give the required 500mm freeboard above the

A and B have been des
design flood level (w@ been taken as back of existing footpath level —

77.01m). The S ates that, as a conservative approach, it is proposed to raise

demonstrated in Figure 5.4 af 1

te a bund, along the western side of the development, to
ensure there | |s o flow path between the extents of Flood Zone B and the proposed
development. While there is little detail of FFL’s in the SFRA, from other drawings
submitted with the application, including 'Site Services Layout Ground Floor’ FFLs
are shown to range from 75.5m to 78.725m.

In relation to floor levels, | note the Flood Risk Management Guidelines state that the
minimum floor levels for new development should be set above the 1in 100 river
flood level (1 in 200 coastal flood level) including an allowance for climate change,
with appropriate freeboard. | note that the site is not vulnerable toa 1in 100 year

flood event, and as such the floor levels proposed here are appropriate. | am also
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12.4.8.

12.4.9.

satisfied that the proposed bund to the western extent of the site will provide
sufficient protection in the event of a 0.1% (1 in 1000 year) flood event. | note only a
very small portion of the north-west of the site falls within Flood Zone B, with the
remainder of the development located within Flood Zone C, and as such the risk of

flooding is low.

In relation to fiood risk to adjacent sites, | note that no built form is proposed in the
area of the site that is subject to the 0.1% AEP event and this remains as open
space. As such there will be no significant diversion or displacement of flood waters
9’ EP event,

h relation to

in a 0.1% AEP flood event. In this regard, | note that even in the 0.1

the flooding is minor with depths of 250mm of less within the site,4
surface run-off from the site, the SFRA notes that the proposed 'm l-- measures,
including attenuation chambers for a 1:100yr storm event it 0% increase in
volume to allow for climate change) are designed fo ensﬁé} Inoff is maintained at
greenfield rates. In the event that an exceedancafsto ?Vent occurs, in excess of
the 1% AEP, the layout is designed to ensure__o%gr— jnd flows are directed away from
buildings. | am generally satisfied with the @ sals for surface water run-off from

the site. As such | do not consider ‘th,at ﬁ’g proposals will increase flood risk

elsewhere.
P @
| note that the Planning Au’gla&rl ave not raised an objection in relation to flooding.

Third Parties have cﬂedﬁ%{@of flooding as a result of lack of capacity within the
local sewerage nehm{ggk is regard, | note that lrish Water has not raised any

issues as relate ', pacﬁy of surrounding foul water infrastructure.

12.4.10.In conclusmh\\“L\g not consider that the proposal will increase flood risk on this site

12.5.

12.5.1.

12.5.2.

or on surrounding sites, subject to conditions.
Residential Amenities/Residential Standards

A number of submissions have raised concems in relation to residential standards,
including mix, dual aspect provision, daylight and sunlight and lack of open space,

and state that amendments are required to make the scheme acceptable.

Davlight and Sunlight

The applicant has submitted a Daylight and Sunlight Assessment (dated April 2020)
In terms of internal daylight and sunlight, this considers the ‘worst case’ scenario
units in Blocks A, B and C. Of the 71 habitable rooms assessed, 4 of the rooms do
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1253,

12.5.4.

12:5.5,

12.5.6.

12.5.7.

12.5.8.

12.5.9.

not meet ADF standards. The shortfalls are marginal in my view, and result from the
provision of balconies on adjoining units. Overall however the level of residential

amenity is acceptable, having regard to internal daylight provision.

All of the proposed external amenity spaces within the scheme receive at least two
hours of sunlight in at least 50% of the space on 21st March, in line with BRE
Standards.

Public, Communal and Private Open Space

As noted above, a public park is provided to the north of the site, an ‘ecological
corridor to the south, as well as areas of communal interspersed@hout the

development. < El )
The total amount of open space is as follows: 4

* Public Open Space 5,400 sq. m. (15.4% of the site%)

+ Ecological Corridor 4,400 sq. m (as detail/e{?i)glgn Report)

» Communal Open Space 3,675 sq. m.

The overall provision of communal -"- space as outlined above, complies with the

—-r.{ -

o] Design Standards for New Apartments

standards as set out in Appendi
{2018). <\

In relation to public ope;%a% note a third party submission has stated the

proposal does not cofnp h Section 11.3.1 of the development plan, as related to
institutional lan ich requires a minimum of 20% of the site area as public
open space ning Authority has not raised this as a concern. However, |
note the Ecﬁ Corridor will be accessible to the public, and the provision of

same, along with the public park, exceeds the 20% requirement.

| consider that the quality of open space is high, with the public park, in particular,
providing a welcome amenity to the area. The communal open space within the

development is well overlooked by the residential units.

All private amenity spaces in the development comply with or exceed the minimum

required floor areas for private amenity spaces.

Mix

12.5.10. The proposed mix of units is as follows:
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e 36 no. 1-bedroom apartments (7%)

e 26 no. 2-bed/3-person units (5%)

s 365 no. 2-bed/4-person units (74%)
¢ 69 no. 3-bedroom apartments (14%)

12.5.11. I note the provisions of SPPR 1 of the Apartment Guidelines (2018) which state that
Apartment developments may include up to 50% one-bedroom or studio type units
(with no more than 20-25% of the total proposed development as studios) and there
shall be no minimum requirement for apartments with three or moreé;/ﬁr\ooms.
li

at the

12.5.12. A large number of submissions the proposal is not suitable for f_' [
thee irger armount of 2

proposal should provide a greater mix of units. However In

its, which will cater

and 3 bed units as well as the provision duplex and owj ﬂ/oh y
Q@1X of units. | consider the

for families. The Planning Authority has not objecter%;
ith SPPR 1 as outlined

e

mix to be acceptable in this instance and is co ghant
rp\ )

above. NN
Floor Area :,\\ @*

12.5.13. The apartments are designed to e inimurm standards with almost all units

(96%) sized to be 10% larger thamdl

Dual Aspect kfﬁ

12.5.14. A total of 249 dual gsgc&ﬂs have been provided, equivalent to 50.2%. The
Apartment Gwdé f

apartment dé& Io ménts on greenfield or standalone brownfield regeneration sites

s jptate that sites that are not constrained, such as in larger

where requirements fike street frontage are less onerous, it is an objective that there
shall be a minimum of 50% dual aspect apartments. Ideally any 3 bedroom
apartments should be dual aspect.

12.5.15. The minimum number of dual aspect units have been provided. While there isa
small number of 3 bed single aspect units provided (2 in total), there are also a
number of triple aspect units also provided (11 in total. | have also had regard to the
results of the daylight/sunlight assessment, as assessed above, and | am satisfied

that the proposal will provide a sufficient level of amenity for future occupants.

Other
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12.5.16. Third Parties have raised concerns in relation to the corridor lengths within Block C

However there is a maximum of 7 units per core within this block, which is below the
maximum of 12 as stipulated in the apartment guidelines and as such it meets the

required standards.

12.5.17. In terms of internal overlooking, | do not consider that this is an issue with sufficient

12.6.
12.6.1.

12.6.2,

12.6.3.

12.6.4.

separation distance between units within the blocks and/or design features that

overcome and potential overlooking of neighbouring units.

Surrounding Residential Amenity

There are residential housing estates located north of the site ac from
rrto the south at

Taylor's Lane, to the east of the site at Perry’s Yard and Pal
Movyvilie, which is located beyond the HSE site, and to th t @ either side of
Scholarstown Road. There are also numerous other r@ jal estates in the wider

vicinity. v
In terms of daylight and sunlight impacts, the@w and sunlight assessments

consider the impacts on the most sensitiv@s ors and note that there will be no
impacts on same, with all windows m ting BRE requirements with the development
in place. | concur with the conclugj of 8ame, and note the significant setbacks of

the proposed development fr rrgunding residential units.

In terms of overlooking % f privacy, the proposed residential units are set
back to a considerabﬁ:) from surrounding residential dwellings to the north,
S

and there is consj creening to the east of the site. As such no overlooking or
loss of privag@ It.

[n terms of visu@l'amenity, a large number of submissions have raised concerns in
relation to the scale of the proposal and the visual impact of same. As discussed in
the various assessments above, the proposal will introduce significant built form on
the site, and will represent a marked change from the existing open, tree dominated
character of the site. However, given its residential zoning, and section 28 guidelines
on residential density and building height, a development of significant scale is
expected on this site. Notwithstanding, the visual impact from Taylor's Lane, and
from the houses beyond is mitigated by the significant setback from the road
frontage, and by the reduction in building height of Block C, which is partly 6 storeys,
dropping down to 5 storeys fo the north-east, east and, south-east of the site.
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12.7.

12.7.1.

12.7.2.

12.7.3.

12.7.4.

12.8.

12.8.1.

Built Heritage/Conservation

A large number of submission have raised concerns in relation to the demolition of
the existing structure on the site and in relation to the impact on the Whitechurch
Library, a Protected Structure.

An Architectural Heritage Assessment has been submitted and | have had regard to
same. This notes that, while the external appearance suggests that the entire range
of buildings dates from the 1950s, closer examination reveals that the nineteenth-
century house is identifiable, with some features of same remaining. A detailed
survey of the building is included in the report.

| note that there have been significant alterations to the origina % ing the site,
which has been incorporated for the most part, into the Iatgg\ ‘?3' structure. |
concur with the conclusions of the report that there wo d erit in retaining this

building, or the other buildings on the site, which areWed architectural value.

In terms of Protected Structures, the Archltectm\l\-krﬁage Assessment, notes the
Whitechurch Library is a Protected Structuﬂ&(% No. 299) and is located some
40m from the site boundary. | concur mthe conclusions of the report in that the
existing trees on the eastern boum\ml provide screening between the

development and the protectedst re. | consider that the impact on the characier

and setting of same wilt b (air i
Pianning Authonty }ﬁ‘n'mended Reasons for Refusal
Recommended %ﬂ@n for Refusal 1 states the following:

(a) The devef nt would be a material contravention of South Dublin County
Development Plan 2016 - 2022 policy in relation to height and residential densily.
The proposed height of the development does not have regard to the existing
character of the area, and there is inadequate transition of height at the site edges.
(b) Notwithstanding its location within the built-up area of Dublin, and proximity to
certain bus routes, this development on former institutional lands would, by virfue of
its scale and density, and the proposed provision of 371 no. car parking spaces in an
outer suburban area, be unsustainable development. The development would
therefore contradict national and regional policy, and would not accord with the ‘RES’

land-use zoning objective and the South Dublin County Council Development Plan
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12.8.2.

12.8.3.

12.8.4.

12.8.5.

2016 — 2022, and would therefore not accord with the proper planning and

sustainable development of the area.

[ have considered the issue of material contravention, height and densities in the
relevant sections above. The overall level of car parking provision, a ratio of 0.7, is
considered to be appropriate and this is considered in the relevant section above.

Recommended Reason for Refusal 2 states the following

The proposed design does not integrate with the established character of this
residential area. There has been little effort to design a new residential development
which reflects the surrounding area and the context of the site a @ a more

visually accepting building type and overall finish. The mass of the blocks
are very bulky in their overall form, this along with the exc ht presents a
highly visible and dominating development at this loc development

therefore looks out of scale and character with the % g buildings and
n

streetscape. A revised design should be pursyédhant,be supported by a design

rationale and material schedule, demonstrating a4t the new development has had
.

cognisance of such requirements. A new dedelebment at this location should provide
a high-quality design which reflect sting building stock and is sympathetic to
the context of the site and adjoii ﬁg ifage area and building form and character of
the established areas. In itsgn form, the proposed development would not
accord with the residenti %cter of the area, would seriously detract from the

residential amenity of theatea.

| have consideré issues of design and residential amenity in the relevant

sections ab6Vg aild'the matters raised within the reason for refusal above have been
assessed. | do hot consider a revised design is necessary, given my assessment of

these matters.
Recommended Reason for Refusal 3 states the following

The development would result in an unacceptable loss of biodiversity on the site in
the form of feeding grounds and travel routes for bats, and birds, on the site. The
proposed mitigation measures would not make up for the loss of most of the trees on

the site.
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12.8.6. The impacts on biodiversity have been considered in the relevant section above, and
with mitigation measures in place, have been found to be acceptable. The issues

raised in this reason for refusal have been addressed above.

12.8.7. In relation to the conditions suggested by the Planning Authority, | have imposed

these conditions, where appropriate.
12.9. Other Issues

12.9.1. Previous Developments — | note Third Parties have raised the issue of the
Developer's alleged non-compliance with Fire Safety at Simonsridge in Sandyford.

pertains to Building Control issues.

13.0 Conclusion and Recommendation

The proposed residential, retail and cafelrestaurént¥ “créche uses acceptable in
principle at this site with regard to the relev /%QEQ zoning objective under the
South Dublin County Council Developmgn@ﬁm&zwz The provision of a
higher density residential developma@ﬁﬁthis location is desirable having regard to
its location within the Dublin Met(g\p it3r Area, its proximity to public transport
service and the existing h1gb.g 'ﬁedestnan and cycle infrastructure facilities. In
addition, the site is Ioca}t r;/ ﬁ area with a wide range of social infrastructure
facilities. The height, £

b u]( ‘a\ﬁd massing, detailed design and layout of the scheme
o

are acceptable. @ 5 satisfied that the development would not have any
significant a@ "1"" on the amenities of the surrounding area. The future
occupiers of the®6cheme will also benefit from a high standard of internal amenity
and the proposal will contribute significantly to the public realm. The overaill provision
of car parking and cycle parking is considered acceptable. | am satisfied the future
occupiers of the scheme will not be at risk from flooding, and the proposal will not

increase the risk of flooding elsewhere.

Having regard to the above assessment, | recommend that section 9(4)(a) of the Act
of 2016 be applied and that permission be GRANTED for the proposed
development, subject to conditions, for the reasons and considerations set out
below.
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14.0 Recommended Order

Planning and Development Acts 2000 to 2019
Planning Authority: South Dublin County Council

Application for permission under section 4 of the Planning and Development
(Housing) and Residential Tenancies Act 2016, in accordance with plans and
particulars, lodged with An Bord Pleanala on the 25th Day of May 2020 by Shannon
Homes care of McGill Planning Limited, 45 Herbert Ln, Grand Canal Dock, Dublin,
D02 RRO2.

Proposed Development: Q
&d outbuildings

» Demolition of existing former Institutional buildings an
(€.5,231 sq.m);

» Construction of 496 no. residential units withi partment/duplex blocks

(over basement car parks) ranging in hei -7 storeys and comprising of
36 no. 1-Beds; 391 no. 2-Beds: and @

balconies/terraces to the north/so;%/ea ['west elevations.

e Block A is 6-7 storey: t and consists of 152 no. units in 2 no. L-

shaped buildings ;a& h a creche and two retail units.

s Block B con@;‘% no. 6-7storey buildings with 141 units, plus 6 no. 2
storey du;@:g s in 2 buildings providing a total of 147 units.
Blo

. -6 storeys in height and consists of 197 no. units plus a
co ity room all in one building.

 Provision of a new public park along Taylor's Lane.
* Provision of 372 no. car parking spaces and 1144 no. cycle parking spaces.

* Revised vehicular access from Edmondstown Road and an emergency vehicular

access off Taylor's Lane along with provision of pedestrian accesses to the site.

» Road improvement works along Edmondstown Road including the existing

junction of Scholarstown Road/ Edmondstown Road.

» All associated development works, substations, bin stores and landscaping

required.
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Decision

Grant permission for the above proposed development in accordance with the
said plans and particulars based on the reasons and considerations under and

subject to the conditions set out below.
Matters Considered

In making its decision, the Board had regard to those matters to which, by virtue of
the Planning and Development Acts and Regulations made thereunder, it was
required to have regard. Such matters included any submissions and observations

received by it in accordance with statutory provisions.

Reasons and Considerations

In coming to its decision, the Board had regard to the fo 0 R

area zoned for
p,

(a) the location of the site in an established urban arv irver

+ b

residential

e, 59
(b) the policies and objectives of the South Qu%tounty Development Plan 2016-
2022; P

(c) The Rebuilding ireland Actlon S@hr Housing and Homelessness 2016;

(d) the National Planning Fr, @m jk which identifies the importance of compact
growth; A \ﬁ

x\

(d) The Guidelines @Qtainable Residential Developments in Urban Areas and
the accompan' Pan Design Manual — a Best Practice Guide, issued by the

(e) Urban Development and Building Heights Guidelines for Planning Authorities,
prepared by the Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government in

December 2018 and particularly Specific Planning Policy Requirement 3;

() The Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New Apartments issued by
the Department of the Environment, Community and Local Government in March
2018;

(g) Design Manual for Urban Roads and Streets (DMURS) issued by the Department
of Transport, Tourism and Sport and the Department of the Environment, Community
and Local Government in March 2013;
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(h) The Planning System and Flood Risk Management (including the associated
Technical Appendices), 2009;

(i) Architectural Heritage Protection- Guidelines for Planning Authorities 2011;

() The nature, scale and design of the proposed development and the availability in

the area of a wide range of social, transport and water services infrastructure;
(k) The pattern of existing and permitted development in the area;

(I) Section 37(b)(2) of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended,
whereby the Board is not precluded from granting permission for a development

which materially contravenes a Development Plan:

(m) The submissions and observations received; 2@
t

(n) The Chief Executive Report from the Planning Aut%

b
(§>

ssment screening exercise in relation to

(o) The report of the inspector.

Appropriate Assessment Screening

The Board completed an Appropri
the potential effects of the prop dbed' yeVelopment on designated European Sites,
taking into account the natyre, , & and location of the proposed development
within a zoned and ser}d@an area, the Appropriate Assessment Screening
document submitted it\h application, the Inspector's report, and submissions on

file. In completi creening exercise, the Board adopted the report of the

Inspector a ded that, by itself or in combination with other development in
the vicinity, the |

on any European Site in view of the conservation objectives of such sites, and that a

broposed development would not be likely to have a significant effect

Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment is not, therefore, required.

Environmental Impact Assessment

The Board completed an environmental impact assessment of the proposed

development, taking into account:

¢ The nature, scale and extent of the proposed development,
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« The Environmental Impact Assessment Report and associated documentation
submitted in support of the application,

e The submissions from the planning authority, the observers and prescribed
bodies in the course of the application,

e The Inspector’s report.

The Board considered that the Environmental Impact Assessment Report, supported
by the documentation submitted by the applicant identifies and describes adequately
the direct, indirect and cumulative effects of the proposed development on the

The Board agreed with the summary and examination, s€t O :

| -

report, of the information contained in the Envirog@é%f%pact Assessment Report

and associated documentation submitted by th&a Pgliéant and submissions made in

the course of the application. The Board is i@g d that the Inspector’s report sets

out how these were addressed in thg,bei;s‘*%gssr“ﬁ'ent and recommendation (including

S

environmental conditions) and arg i r:po?ated into the Board's decision.

Reasoned Conclusions onghéy J'[ghiﬁcant Effects

The Board considered, ;ﬁé&@nvimnmental Impact Assessment Report, supported
by the documentaj;@n&gﬂt’))nﬁﬁed by the applicant, provided information which is
reasonable ang {a@bnt to allow the Board to reach a reasoned conclusion on the
significant e J‘ d@: }he proposed development on the environment, taking into
account current. knowledge and methods of assessment and the results of the
examination set out in the Inspector's Report. The Board is satisfied that the
information contained in the Environmental Impact Assessment Report is up io date
and complies with the provisions of EU Directive 2014/52/EU amending Directive
2011/92/EU. The Board considered that the main significant direct and indirect
effects of the proposed development on the environment are those arising from the
impacts listed below. A Construction Environmental Management Pian is the
overarching generai mitigation relevant to the project design and delivery for the

construction stage.
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The Board considered that the main significant direct and indirect effects of the

proposed development on the environment are, and will be mitigated as follows:

Population and Human Health — There will be positive impact with regard to
population due to the increase in the housing stock that would be available in the
area. Furthermore, an increased population will help to support future and existing
services. The proposed development is not likely to have adverse effects on

population and human health.

Landscape and Visual Impacts - The development will present as a new
development in the landscape and it will change the character radj from the
existing one. There will also be changed views for some, paﬂ% m the

housing to the north-west, north and north-east of the site. 2 e east of the site,

along Taylor's Lane, and along Edmondstown Road, apd ~ flews towards the site
on Scholarstown Road. However, the lands are z o@ﬂ eldentlal development
and the proposal is not expected to involve the i q%on of new or
uncharacteristic features into the local or w scape character setting. The
potential impact will be mitigated by the s@g}f the proposed development from
Taylor’s Lane, the reduction in heig%t the north-eastern, eastern and south-

eastern extent of the developm xisting screening to the east of the site and

the provision of open space e site.
Traffic and transporta %acts These will be mitigated by the reduced level
of car parking, the aviilalyilty of bus services, and by the completion of road, cycle

and footpath inf ure, as well as upgrade of existing roads infrastructure.

Hydrology ater Services/Material Assets - In relation to water, surface
water and foul water, impacts are proposed to be mitigated by construction
management measures and operational phase measures, including regular
maintenance of the SUDS features. These are not mitigation measures for the
purposes of Appropriate Assessment and are not designed to avoid likely significant
effects on any Natura 2000 sites.

Noise and Vibration - Potential effects arising from noise and vibration during

construction which will be mitigated by appropriate management measures.

Biodiversity - Biodiversity impacts will be mitigated on the subject site by a range of
measures identified in the EIAR, including construction management measures,
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protection of trees to be retained, landscaping including the provision of an
ecological corridor to the south of the site, and the provision of bat and bird boxes.
These are not mitigation measures for the purposes of Appropriate Assessment and
are not designed to avoid likely significant effects on any Natura 2000 sites.

Cultural Heritage - Cultural heritage impacts, which will be mitigated by a
programme of archaeological investigations undertaken prior to the commencement
of the construction phase, and the architectural recording of the existing building on
site.

Air Quality and Climate - Impacts on air quality and climate whici}@e mitigated
W

by measures set out in the EIAR.
Conclusions on Proper Planning and Sustainable Devg opmeht:

F 4 D,
The Board considered that, subject to compliance with \ditions set out below

that the proposed development would constitute an table guantum and density
of development in this accessible urban Ioca?ig:\\w@ d not seriously injure the
residential or visual amenities of the area, f_o@_gé acceptable in terms of urban
design, height and quantumn of deve@gnt and would be acceptable in terms of
ent would, therefore, be in accordance

pedestrian safety. The proposed gex
istainable development of the area.

with the proper planning and

The Board considered thd @ a grant of permission for the proposed Strategic
Housing Developmegﬁ’hot materially contravene a zoning objective of the
statutory plans fegt ga, a grant of permission could materially contravene the

South Dubiia{f‘.o%]%Development Plan 2016-2022 in relation to building height. The

Board conside\r\‘is“‘fhat, having regard to the provisions of section 37(2) of the Planning

and Development Act 2000, as amended, the grant of permission in material
contravention of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2016-2022 would be

justified for the following reasons and consideration.

In relation to section 37(2)(b) (i) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as
amended):

The current application has been lodged under the Strategic Housing legislation and
the proposal is considered to be sirategic in nature. National policy as expressed
within Rebuilding Ireland — The Government’s Action Plan on Housing and
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Homelessness and the National Planning Framework — Ireland 2040 fully support the
need for urban infill residential development, such as that proposed on this site.

In relation to section 37(2)(b) (ii) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as
amended):

Itis the view of the Board that the objectives of Housing Policy 8, to support higher
densities, conflict with the limitations in height contained within Housing Policy 9
Objective 4. While the objectives contained with Housing Policy 8 generally
encourage higher densities and efficient use of lands, at appropriate locations, Policy
9 objective 4 seeks to direct tall buildings that exceed five storeys ight to
strategic and landmark locations in Town Centres, Mixed Use gd Strategic

Development Zones and subject to an approved Local A Plannlng
Scheme. Given that higher densities are generally as Ith increased

that fulfil Policy 9 Objective 4, conflicts with the to maximise the most
efficient use of remaining sites, which may 2ISObe Suitable for higher densities.
In relation to section 37(2)(b) (iii) of the, Pl

amended): &

heights, restricting developments that exceed 5 stoiey e limited number of sites

and Development Act 2000 (as

The Eastern & Midland Regio a@mbly— Regional Spatial & Economic Strategy
2019-2031, seeks to incre ities on appropriate sites within Dublin City and
Suburbs. In relation to i 8 Guidelines of particular relevance are the Urban
Development and eight Guidelines (2018) which state that inter alia that
building heigh € generally increased in appropriate urban locations, subject
to the criterie tout in Section 3.2 of the Guidelines. The proposal has been
assessed against the criteria therein. The Sustainable Residential Development in
Urban Areas — Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2009), support increased

densities in appropriate locations and the proposal has been assessed in relation to

same.

In relation to section 37(2)(b) (iv) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as

amended):

The Board notes the recent approval for an SHD application on the Scholarstown
Road (‘Beechpark' and 'Maryfield', Scholarstown Road, Dublin 16) for a development
of 590 no. residential units, up to 6 storeys in height (ABP Reference 305878-19).
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This is located approximately 1km to the west of this site. As such precedent for
higher buildings (and higher densities) than currently exist has been established in
this area.

15.0 Conditions

1. The development shall be carried out and completed in accordance with the
plans and particulars lodged with the application except as may otherwise be
required in order to comply with the following conditions. Where such
conditions require details to be agreed with the planning autmthe

q

developer shall agree such details in writing with the planAlhg ority prior

to commencement of development and the develop hall be carried out

and completed in accordance with the agreed pqpﬁe In default of
agreement, such issues may be referred to Ag, Ieanala for
determination. (.. ‘1._

(/"
x )
Reason: In the interest of clarity. K éﬁ

2. The mitigation measures and mb?\sgtgnng commitments identified in the
Environmental Impact As \Egt Report, and other plans and pariiculars
submitted with the apph hall be carried out in full except as may
otherwise be requu:& er to comply with other conditions.

schedule g€

Prior to the co 'm \e’ment of development, the developer shall submit a
lt af;on measures and monitoring commitments identified in the

Enwrg&nﬁ tal Impact Assessment Report, and details of a time schedule for
implemenfation of the mitigation measures and associated monitoring, to the

planning authority for written agreement.

Reason: In the interest of clarity and protection of the environment during the
construction and operational phases of the proposed development.

3. The period during which the development hereby permitted may be carried
out shall be five years from the date of this Order.

Reason: In the interests of proper planning and sustainable development.
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4. The developer shall comply with all requirements of the planning authority in
relation to roads, access, cycling infrastructure and parking arrangements. In

particular:

(a) Final layout of works to the Edmondstown Road shall be agreed in
advance with the Planning Authority and shall conform to the requirements of
the National Cycle Manual regarding cycle lanes. Advanced Stacking
Locations (ASLs) shall be provided for at the signalised junction with
Scholarstown Road.

(b) Final Layout of cycle infrastructure within the site and on lor's Lane
ncement of

shall be agreed with the Planning Authority in advance @
to

works, and shall include: (i) Additional covered cyc! at ground level;

(ii} Separate bicycle accesses to basement level: ucan crossing on

Taylor's Lane, opposite the proposed easternm cess to the site; (iv)
Adequate cycle route through the site betie holarstown Road junction
and the Toucan crossing on Taylor's ; , @nd adequate space/layout for

cyclists to use the access alongsid trians.

(c) The existing 3 arm juncti hotarstown Road Edmondstown Road
shall be upgraded to a 4-@ alised junction to allow for the main
vehicular access to % opment. These junction modifications to be in
accordance with %ﬁngs submitted with the application, except as
required by th :&iher conditions.

(d) An |. geukey only vehicular access shall be provided onto Taylors Lane
-% ock A and Block C. This access shall be open to pedestrians when

as a vehicular access.

notin us

(e) A total of 372 no. vehicle parking spaces shall be provided at the
development of 496 units. This equates to a residential parking ratio of 0.7
spaces per unit. These car parking spaces shall include a total of 5 no. car

share spaces and 22 no. mobility impaired spaces.
(f) There shall be 1144 no. bicycle spaces provided within the development.

(9) SDCC reserve the right to request the applicant to install additional traffic

calming at the applicant’s expense at locations to be agreed
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(h) The applicant shall undertake a route audit and, subject to the written
agreement of the Planning Authority prior to commencement of development,
implement a review program to ensure appropriate infrastructure is provided /
upgraded to meet cycling requirements to key off-site locations. In their written
agreement, the applicant and South Dublin County Coungil shall agree a
schedule of works, and the share of the costs of those works.

(i) A Mobility Management Plan is to be completed within six months of
opening of the proposed development. The Mobility Management Plan shall
be agreed with the Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of traffic, cyclist and pedestrian @\.;d o protect

residential amenity

purpose, including for use in associatio ' ith)a' by other uses of the

development hereby permitted, unlegé %‘s‘dﬁbject of a separate grant of
planning permission. ( W

o
L “w

Reason: To ensure that ageguate parking facilities are permanently available

electric vehicl _’ch‘as
remaining(ég;;{i ing spaces facilitating the installation of electric vehicle
charg'._'f’: Seirts/stations at a later date. Where proposals relating to the

installatidn of electric vehicle ducting and charging stations/points has not
been submitted with the application, in accordance with the above noted
requirements, such proposals shall be submitted and agreed in writing with

the planning authority prior to the occupation of the development.

Reason: To provide for and/or future proof the development such as would
facilitate the use of electric vehicles.

7. Proposals for the development name and dwelling numbering scheme and
associated signage shall be submitted to, and agreed in writing with, the
planning authority prior to commencement of development. Thereafter, all
signs, and dwelling numbers, shall be provided in accordance with the agreed
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scheme. The proposed name(s) shall be based on local historical or
topographical features, or other alternatives acceptable to the planning
authority. No advertisements/marketing signage relating to the name(s) of the
development shall be erected until the developer has obtained the planning

authority’s written agreement to the proposed name(s).

Reason: In the interest of urban legibility and to ensure the use of locally

appropriate placenames for new residential areas.

8. Details of the materials, colours and textures of all the external finishes to the
proposed buildings shall be as submitted with the applicationunless
otherwise agreed in writing with, the planning authority p, Q
commencement of development. In default of agree matter(s} in
dispute shall be referred to An Bord Pleanala forﬁ%ﬂation.

Reason: In the interest of visual amenity. %

9. The areas of public open space and ccw pen spaces, as shown on the
lodged plans shall be landscaped i nce with the landscape scheme
submitted to An Bord Pleanéla with plication, unless otherwise agreed
in writing with the planning aug . The landscape scheme shall be
implemented fully in the f@a ing season following completion of the
development, and a '& r shrubs which die or are removed within 3
years of planting % replaced in the first planting season thereafter. This
work shall be gomglefed before any of the dwellings are made available for

occupati ss to green roof areas shall be strictly prohibited unless for

maint@ urposes.

Reason: In order to ensure the satisfactory development of the public and

communal open space areas, and their continued use for this purpose.

10.To ensure the protection of the existing trees to be retained within the
development site, the applicant shall implement the tree protection measure
contained within the Tree Survey Report and Tree Protection Drawing
19026_TPP. In addition prior to the commencement of construction works on
site, the appointed arborist/landscape architect is to arrange a site meeting
with the Public Realm Section in order to ensure that all tree and hedgerow
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protection measures as per the Arboricultural Report have been implemented
in full on site.

Reason: To ensure and give practical effect to the retention, protection and
sustainability of trees during and after construction of the permitted
development.

11.Public lighting shall be provided in accordance with a scheme, which shall
include lighting along pedestrian routes through open spaces details of which
shall be submitted to, and agreed in writing with, the planning authority prior to

commencement of development. Such lighting shall be providee

rior to the

.'.\_.

rmaking available for occupation of any dwelling. /‘l \/

Reason: In the interests of amenity and public safevtxé

)
-/

12. Water supply and drainage arrangements, inclucﬁté‘-’ijn attenuation and
disposal of surface water, shall comply with thﬁ"GﬁUirements of the planning

authority for such works and services. Im@@:ﬁfar:

(a) A detailed SUDS scheme for the
objectives of South Dublin Co;{lﬁé_gouhcil Development Plan 2016-2022 to
be agreed with the Plannig Aytherity. The SUDS should be an integrated
multidisciplinary apprgé{ﬂ W:hfth locally addresses water quality, water
quantity, and prqgi%éé?&ﬁ fhenity and biodiversity enhancement. The SUDS
features shoul

ed development which meets the

iﬁcl‘uﬁé'devices such as swales, permeable paving, filter
®.

drains, rajggar
.

s, integrated tree pits in hard standing areas and green

~
roofs. . 4

(b) Prior?’g commencement of development the applicant is required to submit
SuDS (Sustainable Drainage Systems) Strategy drawings showing plan and
cross sectional views of all proposed SuDS features referred fo in section 5.2
and 5.3 of the submitted infrastructure design report i.e. Green roofs,
Permeable Paving, green podium slab, bio swales, raised planters, rain

gardens, Tree pits, vegetation planters, filter drains and bio retention systems.

c) The applicant has proposed to locate an underground attenuation system
(Tank 1) underneath the main entrance access roadway to the west of the
development. It is unclear if this access roadway is to be taken in charge by
the Council. If this access roadway is to be taken in charge by the council
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then prior to commencement of development, the applicant shall obtain
agreement from South Dublin County Council Roads Department regarding
the location of this attenuation system underneath the access roadway to be
taken in charge. If the attenuation system must be relocated, then the
applicant shall submit a revised surface water drainage layout drawing
showing relocated attenuation system prior to commencement of
development. The proposed attenuation volumes must not be adversely

affected in this case.

(d) Prior to commencement of development, the applicant shall submit a

(e) Prior to commencement of development,_th icant is required to
submit a surface water catchment IayoutJS%'in plan view clearly

identifying which surface areas are s each surface water attenuation

system, for the written agreement anning Authority.

stfall to the Owendoher River located to the

(f) The proposed surface wa SR
North West of the subject@ Hould be designed to ensure that there is no
erosion and/or sedi N -up at the point of surface water outfall over

time. The outfall & designed to ensure that surface water will be

,
capable of dis@i

(g) The t shall ensure that all surface water run-off attenuating and

g from the subject site at times of high river flood levels.

conv atures are designed to ensure that surrounding building/structure
foundations are not undermined or adversely affected by infiltrating surface

water.

(h) All swale and retention basin inlets and outlets should be designed to
ensure that there is no erosion/sediment build-up at the point of surface water

entry/exit.

(i) There shall be complete separation of the foul and surface water drainage
systems, both in respect of installation and use. All new precast surface water
manholes shall have a minimum thickness surround of 150mm Concrete
Class B.
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(i) All drainage works for this development shall comply fully with the Greater
Dublin Regional Code of Practice for Drainage Works.

Reason: In the interest of public health and to ensure a satisfactory standard

of development.

13. The developer shall enter into water and/or wastewater connection

agreement(s) with Irish Water, prior to commencement of development.

Reason: In the interest of public heaith.

14.A plan containing details for the management of waste (and, in particular,

planning authority not later than 6 months ﬁrodate of commencement of

the development. Thereafter, the waste‘\s\qapbe managed in accordance with
I. “\\‘:\ wiay

2 k&i D,

Reason: In the interest of remd‘eﬁqpal amenity, and to ensure the provision of

the agreed plan.

adequate refuse storage. ~ \

15. No additional develogmé&i&héll take place above roof parapet level, including
lift motor enclosu@%{nr}andlmg equipment, storage tanks, ducts or other
external plant cle munication aerials, antennas or equipment, unless

authorise %ﬁ?aer grant of planning permission. With the exception of

any telécofgmiUnications mitigation measure(s) and associated screening

required W conjunction with condition 6 of this consent.
Reason: To protect the residential amenities of property in the vicinity and

the visual amenities of the area.

16. The management and maintenance of the proposed development following its
completion shall be the responsibility of a legally constituted management
company. A management scheme providing adequate measures for the
future maintenance of public open spaces, roads and communal areas shall
be submitted to, and agreed in writing with, the planning authority prior to

occupation of the development.
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Reason: To provide for the satisfactory future maintenance of this

development in the interest of residential amenity.

17.The construction of the development shall be managed in accordance with a
Final Construction and Environmental Management Plan, which shall be
submitted to, and agreed in writing with the planning authority prior to
commencement of development. This plan shall provide inter alia: details of
proposals as relates to soil importation and exportation to and from the site;
details and location of proposed construction compounds, details of intended
construction practice for the development, including noise management

measures, details of arrangements for routes for constructi®g traffic, parking

during the construction phase, and off-site disposal of1 dgisthuction/demolition

waste and/or by-products.

Reason: In the interests of public safety an re%tlal amenity.
18. The site development and constructiorﬁ all be carried out in such a
i are kept clear of debris, soil and

manner as to ensure that the adjoim
other material, and cleaning Wogks carried on the adjoining public

Bdeveloper’s expense on a daily basis.

roads by the developer and atth

Reason: To protect th r@l amenities of property in the vicinity.
19. Construction and o i6n waste shall be managed in accordance with a

construction @emolition management plan, which shall be

submitted mgreed in writing with, the planning authority prior to

comm t of development. This plan shall be prepared in accordance

with th st Practice Guidelines on the Preparation of Waste Management

Plans for Construction and Demolition Projects”, published by the Department

of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in July 20086.
Reason: In the interest of sustainable waste management,

20. Site development and building works shall be carried out only between the
hours of 0700 to 1900 Mondays to Saturdays inclusive, and not at all on
Sundays and public holidays. Deviation from these times will only be allowed
in exceptional circumstances where prior written approval has been received

from the planning authority.
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Reason: In order to safeguard the residential amenities of property in the
vicinity.
21. The developer shall facilitate the preservation, recording and protection of

archaeological materials or features that may exist within the site. In this
regard, the developer shall -

(a) notify the planning authority in writing at least four weeks prior to the
commencement of any site operation (including hydrological and geotechnical
investigations) relating to the proposed development,

(b) employ a suitably qualified archaeologist who shall mon@sue
investigations and other excavation works, and

recording and for the removal of any archagologleaPpaterial which the

authority considers appropriate to remove.q %"’

In default of agreement on any of the :_&u})e'ments, the matter shall be

referred to An Bord Pleanala for giet :

Reason: In order to consewé"fqe-afchaeologlcal heritage of the site and to
secure the preservatlor}@r{q p}}t\éc’ﬂon of any remains that may exist within

the site. Y
(_/ )1\>
gé@mated with the proposed development (such as

smmunications and communal television) shall be located

under \ ny relocation of utility infrastructure shall be agreed with the
relevémt provider. Ducting shall be provided by the developer t0 facilitate
the provi;sion of broadband infrastructure within the proposed deveiopment.
Reason: In the interests of visual and residential amenity.

23 All items and areas for taking in charge shall be undertaken to a taking in
charge standard. Prior to development the applicant shall submit construction
details of all items to be taken in charge. No development shall take place
until these items have been agreed.

Reason: To comply with the Councils taking in charge standards.

24. Prior to commencement of development, the applicant or other person with an
interest in the land to which the application relates shall enter into an
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agreement in writing with the planning authority in relation to the provision of
housing in accordance with the requirements of section 94(4) and section
96(2) and (3) (Part V) of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as
amended, unless an exemption certificate shall have been applied for and
been granted under section 97 of the Act, as amended. Where such an
agreement is not reached within eight weeks from the date of this order, the
matter in dispute (other than a matter to which section 96(7) applies) may be
referred by the planning authority or any other prospective party to the
agreement to An Bord Pleanéala for determination.

Reason: To comply with the requirements of Part V of the Plahg
Development Act 2000, as amended, and of the housi s

gy in the
development plan of the area. /@
i
25. Prior to commencement of development, the ddygiep&r shall lodge with the

Surance company, or other

planning authority a cash deposit, a bond “p
security to secure the reinstatement ofubl foads which may be damaged
by the transport of materials to the Gite?o secure the provision and

satisfactory completion of roadéifootpaths, watermains, drains, open space
onnection with the development, coupled with

and other services requiregdd
an agreement empow R the local authority to apply such security or part
thereof to the satlsf@’&'ompletlon of any part of the development. The
€ security shall be as agreed between the planning

form and amouyurf Of _
Ve|0per or, in default of agreement, shall be referred to An

authority a e
Bord P /@)pr determination.
Reas@o ensure the satisfactory completion of the development.

26.The developer shall pay to the planning authority a financial contribution in
respect of public infrastructure and facilities benefiting development in the
area of the planning authority that is provided or intended to be provided by or
on behalf of the authority in accordance with the terms of the Development
Contribution Scheme made under section 48 of the Planning and
Development Act 2000, as amended. The contribution shall be paid prior to
commencement of development or in such phased payments as the planning
authority may facilitate and shall be subject to any applicable indexation
provisions for Dublin City Council of the Scheme at the time of payment.

ABP-307222-20 Inspector's Report Page 99 of 103



Details of the application of the terms of the Scheme shall be agreed between
the planning authority and the developer or, in default of such agreement, the
matter shall be referred to An Bord Pleanala to determine the proper

application of the terms of the Scheme.

Reason: ltis a requirement of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as
amended, that a condition requiring a contribution in accordance with the
Development Contribution Scheme made under section 48 of the Act be

applied to the permission.

W/
/ nfan @’ Connor

enior Planning Inspector

26 August 2020
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Appendix 1: Observers

Adrienne Perdue

Alan Edge

Alyson Clarke and Others

Angela O'Donaghue and Peter Sweetman

Anne McPartland and Others

Anne P. Lewis Flood

Boden Park Res Association and Others

Carin Byrans Q
Carly Bailey ’Q)
Carmel Whelan %‘Q

Chloe Bracken

Clare Marrian v
ClIr. Yvonne Collins Q
Colm Brophy and Other Q"
Construction Defects Allience ’é

Cormac Garvey O

Darren and Caroline Willi x

Declan Perry and E @d

Deirdre O'Donov FC)

Dermot and eating

Doireann Holla

Dominic and Concepta Perry

Dublin Cycling Campaign

Feargal McVeigh

Fiona O'Shea

Fonthill Residents

Francis Noel Duffy and Others

Gary Maguire
Ger and Catherine Kelly
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Grainne Moore

Helen and Richard Hughes
Hendrick W van der Kamp

lan Devlin

lan Kennedy

James Sherry and Alice Sexton
Jan Gell

John and Michelle Nugent
John Lahart

Mairead Lawless

Margaret Hartigan

Margaret O'Neill

Mark and Allanah McCormack
Mary Meyler

Maura and Tom Grogan A
Michelle Power and Richard Smltp Yh:l
Miriam and Des Mason A k‘&\)

Y
Neilan Govender 2 @,

Nessa Roche \ '
Noel Stratton % )
P. Healy 3

Paschal Com

Jb

Pat and Niamh Lonergan
Paul Reynolds

Prospect Manor Residents
Resident of

Richard Highes

Rita Kelly

Sadie Mattews

Scholarstown Residents
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Sean Crowe

Sean Healy

Sheila O'Dowd

Simonsbridge Management Company
Sorcha and John Doyle

South Dublin Conservation Society
Stephanie O'Leary

Stephen Costello

Thomas and Patricia O'Keeffe
Tom and Michelle Murphy
Veronica and Gerard Norton

William and Niamh Collier

$
C82$>
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