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File Reference number EC-235-25 

Applicant Richard and Noel O'Carroll 

Location Carrickittle 
Kilteely 
Co. Limerick,  
V94 W7D0 

      

1.0 Description of Site and Surroundings: 

The application site relates to a single detached dwelling located within the townland of 

Carrickittle in Kilteely. The subject site is located on the 285m from the road L1156. The 

site consists of one derelict dwelling with a sitting room/ kitchen area, and one bedroom.  

 

 

2.0 Proposal: 

This is an application requesting a Section 5 Declaration on whether the following works 

are or are not development or are or not exempted development: 

• The development consists of refurbishment of derelict farmhouse including addition of 

a rear single storey extension of 37.61 sq.m. to form a 2-bedroom habitable house. 

• The development consists also of the refurbishment of the entrance way to the dwelling 

from the main road, with resurfacing of driveway with limestone finish, a shingle surface 

finish to the car parking area at the side of the dwelling, grass margins and a concrete 

footpath surround the perimeter of the dwelling. Inclusion of bin area. 

• The replacing of the front door with a window and a seating area at the front elevation. 

This Section 5 declaration includes the following: 

• Site location & site layout map 

• Plans and Elevations 

Within the submitted cover letter the applicant has stated that the proposed development 

falls under class 1 of Part 1 of Schedule 2 of the Planning and Development Regulations 

2001 (as amended). 

 

3.0 Planning History: 

No relevant planning history. 

 
Report on application under Section 5 of the Planning and Development 

Act 2000 (as amended) 
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3.1 Enforcement History 

No enforcement on site. 

 

4.0 Assessment  

Consideration as to whether a development constitutes exempted development or not is 

governed by Sections 4 and 5 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) 

and Articles 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 

(as amended). 

 

5.1 Is the proposal development?  

Section 2(1) in this Act, except where otherwise requires –  

 “habitable house” means a house which—   

(a) is used as a dwelling,   

(b) is not in use but when last used was used, disregarding any unauthorised use, as a 

dwelling and is not derelict, or   

(c) was provided for use as a dwelling but has not been occupied;   

“house” means a building or part of a building which is being or has been occupied as a 

dwelling or was provided for use as a dwelling but has not been occupied, and where 

appropriate, includes a building which was designed for use as 2 or more dwellings or a flat, 

an apartment or other dwelling within such a building;   

‘structure’ as any building, structure, excavation, or other thing constructed or made on, in or 
under any land, or part of a structure so defined, and –   
 

(a) Where the context so admits, includes the land on, in or under which the structure is 
situated.   

 
‘works’ includes any act or operation of construction, excavation, demolition, extension, 
alteration, repair or renewal.   
 
Section 3(1) defines ‘development’ as ‘the carrying out of any works on, in, over or under land 
or the making of any material change in the use of any structures or other land’.   
 

The proposed development on site, comprising the construction of a rear extension 

constitutes ‘works’ and ‘development’. 

 

5.2 Is the proposal exempted development?  

The applicant has submitted pictures of the property, and it appears to be in a derelict state. 

The existing structure is located in a field c.270m from the agricultural entrance (described as 

a driveway in the submitted maps). Having regard to the level of works and development that 

would be required to render the existing structure habitable including ancillary works and 

services would be significant and is considered material. 
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It would appear that the structure is derelict and so the question is therefore, whether or not, 

an extension to an existing derelict building is or is not exempted development.  

  

Similar cases relating to extensions and renovations to derelict dwellings have been referred 

to the board, RL3395, RL.3352 ABP-304512-19. In all three cases, the board concluded that 

the works would constitute a material change of use for reasons relating to the concepts of 

‘abandonment of the residential use’ and the resumption of a habitable use of each building. 



 

4 
 

It was the boards opinion that the works would not be exempt from planning permission given 

the potential planning implications from the change of use. 

 

5.0 Article 9 Restrictions 

The proposed development is not restricted by any of the restrictions in Article 9 of the 

Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended).  

 

6.0 Appropriate Assessment  

Having regard to the nature and scale of the proposed development and the absence of 

proximity or connectivity to a Natura 2000 European Site, no Appropriate Assessment issues 

arise and it is not considered that the proposed development would be likely to have a 

significant effect individually or in combination with other plans or projects, on a European 

Site. An appropriate assessment screening report and determination is attached to this report.  

 

7.0 Environmental Impact Assessment  

Having regard to the nature, size and location of the proposed development and to the criteria 

set out in Schedule 7 of the Regulations it has been concluded at preliminary examination that 

there is no real likelihood of significant effects on the environment arising from the proposed 

development. EIA, therefore, is not required. 

8.0 Conclusion/Recommendation  

The extension detailed on the application and plans submitted is considered not to be within 

the scope of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended). 

 

Regard has been had to – 

(a) Section 2, 3 and 4 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) 

(b) The plans & particulars submitted with the application received on 13th of November 2025.   

(c) RL3395, RL.3352 ABP-304512-19 

 

It is therefore considered that the said works are development and not exempted development 

under Section 2 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended). 

 

 

Assistant Planner  Deirdre Dunne Date: 

Signature: 

  

08/12/2025 

A/Senior Executive 

Planner 

Jennifer Collins  

Signature 

  
Jennifer Collins, A/Senior 
Executive Planner  

08/12/2025 
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it is concluded that the proposed development, individually or in-combination with other 

plans or projects, would not be likely to have a significant effect on the above listed 

European sites or any other European site, in view of the said sites’ conservation 

objectives. 

Conclusion: An appropriate assessment is not required. 

 

 Tick as appropriate: Recommendation: 

 

(i) It is clear that there is no 
likelihood of significant 
effects on a European 
Site 

 

  ☒  

The proposal can be 

screened out: Appropriate 

Assessment not required.  

 

(ii) It is uncertain whether 
the proposal will have a 
significant effect on a 
European Site 

 

  ☐  

 

  ☐  Request further 

information to complete 

screening 

 

  ☐   Request NIS 

 

  ☐   Refuse planning 

permission 

 

 

(iii) Significant effects are 
likely 

 

  ☐  

 

 

  ☐   Request NIS 

 

  ☐   Refuse planning 

permission 

 

Signature and Date of 

Recommending Officer: 
 

________________        

Deirdre Dunne, Assistant Planner, 

08/12/25 

Signature and Date of the 

Decision Maker:  
 

Jennifer Collins, A/Senior Executive Planner  
08/12/2025  
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Signature and Date of 
Recommending Officer:  

 
________________        
Deirdre Dunne, Assistant Planner, 
08/12/25 

Signature and Date of the 
Decision Maker:   

 
Jennifer Collins, A/Senior Executive Planner  
08/12/2025  

 










