AN ARD-CHUIRT
THE HIGH COURT

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
 H.JR.2022.0001133
MONDAY THE 9™ DAY OF JUNE 2025
BEFORE MR JUSTICE HOLLAND
BETWEEN/

RAHENY 3 LTD PARTNERSHIP
RAHENY GP3 LTD
APPLICANTS
-AND-

DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL
IRELAND AND THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
RESPONDENTS
-AND

AN BORD PLEANALA
NOTICE PARTY

The within proceedings coming before the Court this day for mention pursuant
to the Notice of Motion of the Applicant filed on the 30" day of January 2023 seeking the
following reliefs

1. “An Order of certiorari by way of application for judicial review quashing the Dublin
City Development Plan 2022-2028 (“the 2022 Development Plan”) adopted by
resolution of the First Respondent passed on 2 November 2022 and / or such part thereof
which zones 6.16ha of lands owned and/or controlled by the Applicants located to the
east of St. Paul’s College, Sybil Hill Road, Raheny, Dublin 5 (“the Subject Lands”) as

“Amenity / Open Space Lands / Green Network — Zone Z9”.
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If necessary, a Declaration by way of an application for Judicial Review that section
10(8) of the Planning and Development Act, 2000, as amended, is repugnant to Articles
40.3 and 43 of the Constitution of Ireland and invalid.

Such Declarations of the legal rights and/or legal position of the Applicants and/or
persons similarly situated and/or the legal duties and/or legal position of the Respondents
as the Court shall consider appropriate.

An Order remitting the matter to the First Respondent to be considered and determined
iﬁ accordance with law and in accordance with such directions as the Court considers
appropriate.

An award of damages as against the First Respondent in fespect of the losses suffered by
the Applicants as a result of the adoption of the 2022 Development Plan.

A sta); on the Notice Party’s determination of the appeal brought by the First Applicant
in respect of the Order of the First Respondent, dated 28 October 2022, refusing
permission for a Largescale Residential Development (“LRD”) on the Subject Lands
consisting of 580 residential units, a creche, a 100-bed nursing home and 6 playing
pitches of mixed sizes (An Bord Pleanila Reference LH29N.315183) pending the
determination of these proceedings and/or further order.

Such further or other Order as to this Honourable Court seems appropriate.

If necessary, a Declaration that section 50B of the Planning and Development Act 2000
(as amended), and/or sections 3 and 4 of the Environment (Miscellaneous Provisions)
Act 2011, and/or the interpretative obligation set out in Case C-470/16 North East Pylon
Pressure Campaign Limited v. An Bord Pleandla whereby in proceedings where the

application of national environmental law is at issue, it is for the national court to give
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an interpretation of national procedural law which, to the fullest extent possible, is
consistent with the objectives laid down in Article 9(3) and (4) of the Aarhus Convention,
apply to these proceedings.

9. An Order providing for the Applicants’ costs of the proceedings.”

Whereupon and on reading the said Motion and the amended Statement of
Grounds filed on the 30" day of January 2023 the Affidavits (4) of Tom Philips filed on the
21% day of December 2022 the 30" day of January 2023 the 16 d.ay of June 2023 and the 29®
day of February 2024 the Affidavits (3) of Patrick Crean filed on the 21 day of December
2022 the 30™ day of January 2023 and the 20™ day of January 2023 the Affidavit of Grainne
O’Callaghan filed on the 18" day of January 2023 the Affidavit of John O’Hara filed on the
3" day of April 2023 the Affidavit of Deirdre Scully filed on the 3™ day of October 2023 and
the exhibits referred to in the said Affidavits
And the Court hearing there is agreement between the parties as to the resolution
of the within proceedings
BY CONSENT
IT IS ORDERED that the within proceedings be and the same hereby are struck
out

No Order as to costs

JOHN SINCLAIR
REGISTRAR
Perfected: 09/06/2025
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Arthur Cox
Solicitor for the Applicants

Dublin City Council
The First Named Respondent

The Chief State Solicitors Office
Solicitor for the Second and Third Named Respondents

Phillip Lee LLP
Solicitor for the Notice Party



