Combhairle Contae Chill Dara

Date: 28/08/2026
Pl. Ref.: 26/60758

Edward McDonald,
c/o Tom O'Loughlin,
Redhills House,
Kildare,

Co. Kildare. R51N886.

Notification of a decision under Section 34 of the Planning & Development Act 2000 (as amended)
Planning Register Number: 26/60758

Application Received Date: 06/07/2026

Further Information Received Date:

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the above-mentioned Acts, Kildare County Council have
by Order dated decided to REFUSE PERMISSION for the development of land namely: 1) remove condition
no 3. of Pl Ref 22 859 which relates to the demolition of the existing cottage on site and 2) alterations to existing
cottage to form a home office, gym, children’s playroom and store ancillary to the adjacent main dwelling (the
structure shall not be used for human habitation) and all associated site works at Silliothill, Kildare, Co Kildare,
R51 TR23 for the 2 reasons set out in the schedule attached. The Planning Authority have had regard to any
submissions or representations made on this file.

D0 St

Date: it
Senior Executive Officer, Planning
Kildare County Council

Any appeal against the decision of a Planning Authority under Section 37 of the Planning & Development Act
2000 (as amended) may be made to An Coimisiun Pleanala, 64 Marlborough Street, Dublin 1. First and third
party objections must be received by An Coimisitun Pleanala within 4 weeks beginning on the day of making the
decision by the Planning Authority. The appeal must be fully complete from the start - you are not permitted to
submit any part of it later, even within the time limit.

Any appeal made within the statutory appeal period to An Coimisiun Pleanala will be invalid unless
accompanied by
1 Confirmation of submission to Planning Authority
2 The correct statutory fee, (Fees payable to An Coimisitin Pleanala on or after 5" September, 2011)
(i) Appeal by 1st party relating to commercial development where the application included the retention
of development - €4,500 or €9,000 if an EIAR or NIS involved.
(ii) Appeal by 1st party relating to commercial development (no retention element in application)
€1,500 or €3,000 if an EIAR or NIS involved.
(iii) Appeal by 1st party non-commercial development where the application included the retention of
development - €660
(iv)  Appeal by 1 Party solely against contribution condition(s) — (2000 Act and amendments Section 48
or 49) - €220
(v) Appeal following grant of leave to appeal
(vi) An Appeal other than referred to in (i) to (v) above - €220
This guide does not purport to be a legal interpretation of the fees payable to An Coimisiun Pleanala. Please
contact An Coimisiun Pleanala for further information.



Planning Permission is sought to 1) remove condition no 3. of Pl Ref 22 859 which relates to
the demolition of the existing cottage on site and 2) alterations to existing cottage to form a
home office, gym, children’s playroom and store ancillary to the adjacent main dwelling (the
structure shall not be used for human habitation) and all associated site works. at Silliothill,
Kildare, Co Kildare, R51 TR23 — Edward McDonald — 26/60758

Permission is REFUSED for the following reasons:

1. The proposed development would materially contravene Condition No. 3 of PI. Ref. 22/859, which
required the demolition of the original dwelling within three months of the first occupation of the
replacement dwelling. As such, the proposed development, if permitted would set an undesirable
precedent for similar developments in the area. Therefore, the proposed development would be
contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

2. The proposed development would be contrary to Section 15.4.13 of the Kildare County Development
Plan 2023-2029 (as varied), which requires that the development of a domestic garage/store/home-
work pod/garden room for use ancillary to the enjoyment of a dwelling house will be considered subject
to the structure having a maximum gross floor area of 40m2, maximum ridge height of 5m and the unit
shall generally be located behind the front building line of the existing dwelling. The proposed
development would seriously injure the amenities and depreciate the value of property in the vicinity
and would set an undesirable precedent for other similar developments in the area.




