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Glossary of frequently used terms

OPW  Office of Public Works

4

FMRG ‘The Planning System and Flood Risk Management Guidelines — Guidelines for Planning Authorities
published by OPW

SFRA  Strategic Flood Risk Assessment — The objective of a SFRA is to provide a broad (area-wide)
assessment of all types of flood risk to inform strategic land-use planning decisions.

SSFRA Site-specific Flood Risk Assessment — The objective of a SSFRA is to assess all types of flood risk for
a new development.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report presents the findings of a Site-specific flood risk assessment (SSFRA) carried out by Kilgallen and
Partners in regard to a proposed residential development at Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin.

Kilgallen and Partners are a professional consulting engineering firm with experience in the design of flood
relief and flood defence schemes, the preparation of Strategic Flood Risk Assessments for Planning Authorities
and in carrying out Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessments for developments.

Kilgallen and Partners have provided professional advice to the applicants for this development since 2017 and
has comprehensive knowledge of flood related issues pertaining to these lands.

The SSFRA was carried out in accordance with the document ‘Planning System and Flood Risk Management —
Guidelines for Planning Authorities 2009’ (the Guidelines). In accordance with Section 28 Ministerial Guidelines,
this document serves as the statutory method for assessing flood risk and justification testing for proposed
developments in Ireland. The subject residential development passes the parameters set out in the Guidelines
and is therefore deemed appropriate from a flood risk perspective

The SSFRA identified the various flood risk mechanisms that could affect the Site and searched for evidence
of flood risk arising from each mechanism. This search was based on:

(i)  interrogation of available datasets for evidence of flood risk arising;

(i)  examination of relevant details of the proposed development;

(iii)  inspection of the Site.

This process found evidence of flood risk at the Site from fluvial sources (i.e. from the overtopping of rivers
and streams, in this case the Corbally Stream which flows along the eastern and northern perimeters of the
Site). No evidence of flood risk at the Site was found for other flood risk mechanisms.

For a site affected by fluvial flood risk, there are the following concerns:
o development of that site might give rise to flood risk elsewhere.
o development of that site might be at risk of flooding;

Regarding the first concern, the proposed development was found to have the potential to displace fluvial
floodplain storage, thereby increasing flood-risk elsewhere. To prevent this, the proposed development
includes compensatory storage, designed in accordance with the Guidelines, to offset the displaced floodplain
storage. Modelling of flood flows in the stream during extreme events found the proposed development will
not increase peak water levels during extreme flood events and will not increase flood risk elsewhere.

Regarding the second concern, the finished levels of the proposed development that are considered to be
water-vulnerable, i.e. buildings, roads, parking areas, footways cycleways and other paved areas were found
to lie outside flood risk zones in the post-development scenario and so the proposed development is not
considered to be at risk of flooding. The freeboard between the potential top water level of the 1% AEP flood
event and the lowest proposed site road or floor level far exceeds the minimum recommended dimensions as
set out in the Guidelines. Furthermore, the freeboard above the highest potential top water level and the
vehicle/pedestrian access points into Carrigmore/Carrigmore Park is significantly greater than those
recommended in the Guidelines and therefore there will be no impact on the ability to enter/leave the site
during the extreme 1% AEP event (i.e. 1 in 100 year event).

The assessment carried out by Kilgallen and Partners informed the design of the proposed development so as
to avoid any potential of flooding. In addition, the layout of the open space to the northern end of the
development has been designed to cater for potential extreme rainfall events and then revert to usable open
space during normal weather conditions.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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The SSFRA included appropriate factors to allow for the potential impact of climate change.

The Flood Risk Management Guidelines require the appropriateness of proposals to develop lands at risk of
flooding to be assessed using the Development Management Justification Test. Accordingly, the proposed
development was subject to and was found to satisfy the various criteria of this test.

The SSFRA concluded that the proposed development is not at risk of flooding and will not
increase flood risk elsewhere. In accordance with the Flood Risk Management Guidelines, the
proposed development is therefore appropriate from a flood risk perspective.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Kelland Homes Ltd. and Evara Developments Ltd. intend to apply for permission for a Large-scale Residential
Development (LRD) at a site located at Boherboy, Saggart, County Dublin. To the immediate north of the site
is the Carrigmore residential estate, to the west are agricultural lands and a single dwelling, to the east is the
Corbally residential estate and Carrigmore Park while to the south is the Boherboy Road.

The development will consist of 611 no. dwellings, comprised of 306 no. 2, 3 & 4 bed, 2 & 3 storey, detached,
semi-detached & terraced houses, 133 no. 1, 2 & 3 bed duplex units in 12 no. 2-3 storey blocks, and 172 no.
1, 2 & 3 bed apartments in 5 no. buildings ranging in height from 4-5 & 5 storeys. The proposed development
also includes a 2-storey créche (c.630m2).

Access to the development will by via one no. new vehicular access point from the Boherboy Road, along with
vehicular, pedestrian and cyclist connections to adjoining developments at Corbally Heath and Corbally Glade
to the east and Carrigmore Green to the north, and pedestrian/cyclist access into Carrigmore Park to the east.

The proposed development provides for (i) all associated site development works above and below ground,
including surface water attenuation & an underground foul sewerage pumping station at the northern end of
the site, (ii) public open spaces (c. 2.19Ha), (iii) communal open spaces (c. 4,337sq.m), (iv) hard & soft
landscaping and boundary treatments, (v) surface car parking, (vi) bicycle parking, (vii) bin & bicycle storage,
(viii) public lighting, and (ix), plant (M&E), utility services & ESB sub-stations, all on an overall application site
area of c.18.7Hha. In accordance with the South Dublin County Development Plan (2022-2028), an area of
¢.1.03Ha within the site is reserved as a future school site.

The Applicant has appointed Kilgallen and Partners Consulting Engineers to carry out a Site-Specific Flood Risk
Assessment ['SSFRA'] in accordance with the ‘Planning System and Flood Risk Management — Guidelines for
Planning Authorities (2009) to support its application to the Planning Authority.

This report presents the findings of the SSFRA.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment

Doc.Ref.24023-R-SSFRA Issue PL4 Page | 3



Kelland Homes Ltd. / Evara Developments Ltd. Kilgallen and Partners

Residential Development, Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin

2. PROCESS FOR SITE SPECIFIC FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT

In September 2008 “The Planning System and Flood Risk Management Guidelines for Planning Authorities”
(The 2009 Guidelines) were published by the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government in
Draft format. In November 2009, the adopted version of the document was published.

The 2009 Guidelines provide guidance on flood risk and development. A precautionary approach is
recommended when considering flood risk management in the planning system. The core principle of the
guidelines is to adopt a risk based sequential approach to managing flood risk and to avoid development in
areas that are at risk.

The objective of a SSFRA is to assess all types of flood risk to a development. It investigates potential sources
of flood risk and includes for the effects of climate change. The assessment is required to examine the impact
of the development and the effectiveness of flood mitigation and management procedures proposed. It also
presents the residual risks that remain after those measures are put in place.

The initial stage of the SSFRA comprises an assessment of available flood risk data to identify flood risk
indicators that might affect the Site; if the Site is identified to be at risk of flooding, the SSFRA will proceed to
a detailed assessment.

2.1 Potential Sources of Flood Risk

Potential flood risk mechanisms are summarised in Table 2-1.

Source Mechanism

Fluvial: Overtopping of Rivers and Streams

The intensity of rainfall events is such that the ground cannot absorb rainfall run-off

Pluvial: effectively or urban drainage systems cannot carry the run-off generated.
Groundwater: Rising water table

Coastal: Tidal levels and / or wave action

Infrastructure Failure of flood protection or drainage infrastructure

Table 2-1 Flood Risk Mechanisms

As an inland site upstream of tidal influences and possible wave action, the Site is not subject to coastal flood
risk and so this mechanism does not need to be considered further in this assessment.

The assessment will therefore consider the following mechanisms:

e  Fluvial;

e  Pluvial;

e Groundwater;

e Drainage Infrastructure (considered under Section 9 — Residual Flood Risk)

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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2.2 Flood Risk Indicators

Indicators of flood risk are identified using available data, most of which is historically derived. Typically, this
data is not prescriptive in relation to flood return periods and, in many cases being historical, neither predictive
nor inclusive of climate change analysis.

Flood risk indicators include:

o Records available on the OPW’s National Flood Risk Website. As part of the National Flood Risk
Management Policy, the OPW developed the www.floodinfo.ie web-based data set, which contains
information concerning historical flood data and displays related mapped information and provides tools
to search for and display information about selected flood events;

o PFRA & CFRAM mapping produced under the CFRAM programme;

o The Strategic Flood Risk Assessment carried out to inform the making of the Local Area Plan;

o Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI) mapping - Hydrogeological mapping maintained by the GSI and made
available through its website www.gsi.ie;

o Ordnance Survey mapping - Ordnance Survey maps include areas which are marked as being “Liable to
Floods”. Generally, these areas are only shown identified indicatively and suggest historical flooding,
usually recurrent. In addition, the maps indicate areas of wet or hummocky ground, bog, marsh,
springs, rises and wells as well as surface water features including rivers, streams, bridges, weirs and

dams;
o Topographical survey information;
o Records of previous floods from other sources;
o Flood Studies, Reports and Flood Relief Schemes carried out in the vicinity of the Study Area;
. Site Walkover.

2.3 Identification of the Presence and Extent of Fluvial Flood Risk

Where the initial process of examining flood risk indicators demonstrates the existence of a risk of fluvial
flooding, the study progresses to the next stage, which is a detailed flood risk assessment. This is based on
field measurements and hydrological modelling and enables mapping of the zones of Flood Risk within the Site
to be established.

In accordance with the FRM Guidelines, flood risk zones are categorized as follows:

Flood Zone A where the probability of flooding in any year is greater than 1% (i.e. Flood Zone in respect of
a flood with a return period of 100years). Throughout this report this is referred to as the 1%
AEP flood, where AEP stands for Annual Exceedance Probability.

Flood Zone B where the probability of flooding in any year is between 0.1% and 1% (i.e. Flood Zone in
respect of a flood with a return period of between 100years and 1,000years). Throughout
this report this is referred to as the 0.1% AEP flood.

Flood Zone C  where the probability of flooding in any year is less than 0.1% (i.e. Flood Zone in respect of a
flood with a return period of greater than 1,000years).

2.4 Identification of the Presence and Extent of Pluvial Flood Risk

Where the initial process of examining flood risk indicators demonstrates the existence of a risk of pluvial
flooding, the study progresses to the next stage, which is a detailed assessment to establish the extent of
pluvial flood risk at the Site.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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2.5 Identification of the Presence and Extent of Groundwater Flood Risk

Where the initial process of examining flood risk indicators demonstrates the existence of a risk of flooding
from groundwater, the assessment progresses to the next stage, which is a detailed assessment to establish
the extent of groundwater flood risk at the Site.

2.6 Assessment of Proposed Development

As described in the previous paragraphs, the first stages of the assessment process are concerned with
identifying whether the Site is at risk of pluvial, fluvial or groundwater flooding and establishing the extent of
any such flood risks.

The next stage of the assessment process is concerned with the following:
e Determination of the impact that any of the identified flood risks will have on the proposed
Development;
e Determination of any impact that the Development itself might have in terms of increasing the level
of flood risk elsewhere outside the Site;
o Identification of mitigation measures in respect of any such impacts and identification of any residual
risks after those mitigation measures are put in place.

Table 3.1 of the FRMG classifies different types of development in terms of their vulnerability to flooding.
Figure 2-1 contains an extract from this table which shows residential development classified as Highly
Vulnerable.

Vulnerability | Land uses and types of development which include*:
class

Highly Garda, ambulance and fire stations and command centres required to be
vulnerable operational during flooding;

development L

(including Hospitals,

essential Emergency access and egrass points;

infrastructure) Schaole:

Dwelling houses, student halls of residence and hostels;

Residential institutions such as residential care homes, children’s homes
and social services homes;

Caravans and mobile home parks;
Dwelling houses designed, constructed or adapted for the elderly or, other
people with impaired mobility; and

Essential infrastructure, such as primary transport and utilities distribution,
including electricity generating power stations and sub-stations, water and
sewage treatment, and potential significant sources of pollution (SEVESO
sites, IPPC sites, etc.) in the event of flooding.

Figure 2-1 Classification of development type by vulnerability to flooding

Table 3.2 of the FRMG provides a matrix of development vulnerability versus Flood Zone which illustrates the
appropriateness of a development type for each Flood Zone. This table is reproduced in Figure 2-2 and shows
the FRMG regards Highly Vulnerable development requiring the Justification Test for Sites in Flood Zone A

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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Highly vulnerable Justification Justification Appropriate
development Test Test

(including essential

infrastructure)

Less vulnerable Justification Appropriate Appropriate
development Test

Water-compatible Appropriate Appropriate Appropriate

development

lable 3.2: Matrx of vulnerability versus flood zone to illustrate appropriate development
and that required to meet the Justiication Test

Figure 2-2 Matrix of vulnerability versus Flood Zone

2.7 Climate Change Adaption
This assessment’s consideration of the effects of climate change is guided by the climate change adaption plan
published by OPW (' Flood Risk Management - Climate Change Sectoral Adaptation Plan’ Sep 2019).

For the purposes of the CFRAM Programme, the OPW adopted two indicative potential futures for flood risk

assessment; the Mid-Range Future Scenario (MRFS) and the High-End Future Scenario (HEFS). These were

selected to reflect, based on information available at the time, a future in the latter part of the century that

would be:

(). typical or near to the general average of the future climate projections (MRFS), and,

(ii). a more extreme future based on the upper end of the range of projections of future climatic conditions
and the impacts such changes would have on the drivers of flood risk (HEFS).

Table 2-2 reproduces climate change adaption factors for each of these scenarios from Table 5-5 of the OPW
plan. The OPW plan considers these factors acceptable as plausible futures for use in assessing potential
requirements for climate adaption.

Parameter MRFS HEFS
Extreme Rainfall Depths + 20% + 30%
Peak Flood Flows + 20% + 30%
Land Movement -0.5mm / year -0.5mm / year
I No general allowance — review on | No general allowance — review on
Urbanisation - -
a case-by-case basis a case-by-case basis

Table 2-2 OPW climate adaption allowances in flood parameters for the Mid-Range and High-
End Future Scenarios

This assessment will apply the MRFS factors in its general consideration of flood risk. The potential effects of
the HRFS will be considered in terms of residual risk (Section 9).

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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3. SITE DESCRIPTION AND PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

3.1. Site Description

The Site measures 18.3 hectares and is located on the northern side of the Boherboy Road and is currently
used as agricultural land. Figure 3.1 provides a map showing the Site location. The Site is bounded to the
north by residential development, to the west by agricultural lands and to the east by residential development.
The Boherboy Road forms the southern boundary.

A prominent characteristic of the Site is the steep gradient downwards from the south boundary to the north
boundary. Overall, there is a difference of approximately 33.0m in elevation between the south and north
boundaries.

A stream flows along the eastern boundary, turning west at the northern boundary before exiting the Site at
its northwest corner. This stream is a tributary of the Camac River and is named by the EPA as the Corbally
Stream, designation code 09C10, on the EPA website (https://gis/epa.ie/EPAMaps/Water). The Corbally
Stream outfalls to the Camac River approximately 2.1km north of the Site.

The Site comprises two rectangular fields in parallel stretching from the southern boundary to the northern
boundary, both under agricultural use. The boundary between the fields is defined by a hedgerow and local
field Stream (Cooldown Stream, EPA Designation Code 09C60); this ditch starts inside the Site, close to the
south boundary, and outfalls to the Corbally Stream at the north boundary. A similar local field ditch
(Coldwater Stream, EPA Designation Code 09C62) adjoins the western boundary of the Site; this ditch starts
at the south boundary and also discharges to the Corbally Stream. As these streams both originate within the
Site, these streams will be treated as land drains for the purposes of flood risk for this report.

3.2. Land-Use Classification
Under the South Dublin County Council (SDCC) Development Plan, the Site is classified as follows:
e Objective RES-N To provide for new residential communities in accordance with approved area plans.

3.3. Proposed Development
The proposed development comprises a mixture of detached, semi-detached and terraced houses, duplex
units and apartments, 611 residential units in total, a creche and a wastewater pumping station.

The proposed development includes:

. ancillary streets, footways, cycleways and other paved areas which, in combination with roof areas, will
increase the impermeability of the Site;
o four crossings over the stream (two vehicular, two pedestrian / cyclist).

The surface water drainage system for the proposed development was designed by Roger Mullarkey &
Associates Consulting Structural & Civil Engineers in accordance with the Greater Dublin Regional Code of
Practice, the GDSDS and CIRIA Report ¢753 “The SuDS Manual” 2015.

A full SuDS treatment train is proposed in accordance with the CIRIA SuDS Manual. The train comprises:
o Rain Garden planters to the reat down pipes of the houses;

e Permeable paving to all private parking areas draining roads and front roofs of the houses;

e o Filter Swales adjacent to roadways where feasible;

e o Tree pits where practically feasible;

e o Use of the existing centrally located watercourse and hedgerow as a conveyance swale;

e o Use of 9No.open detention basins and 1No. below ground system;

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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 Bio-Retention areas draining roads/paths and roofs;

« Silt-trap/catchpit manholes;

» Hydrobrakes limiting flow to the total Qbar greenfield rate;
e Petrol interceptors upstream of all outfall points;

« Stone lined voided arch retention storage devices

Figure 3.2 shows the general layout superimposed on the Site background.

Figure 3.1 Site Details
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4. FLUVIAL FLOOD RISK — INITIAL ASSESMENT

4.1 Flood Risk Indicators - Desktop
A number of datasets were interrogated for indicators of fluvial flood risk:

(i) SFRA for Draft South Dublin Development Plan 2022 — 2028
The Strategic Flood Risk Assessment for the draft South Dublin Development Plan 2022 — 2028 also found the
Site to be impacted by both the 1% AEP and 0.1% AEP flood risk zones.

Figure 4-1 Extract from SFRA for County Development 2022 — 2028

(if)  OPW National Flood Hazard Mapping Website

The OPW maintains the National Flood Hazard Mapping website (floodinfo.ie) which contains information about
locations that may be at risk from flooding. The source of this information includes Local Authorities and other
historic records such as newspaper articles and other documentation about reported floods. This source does
not register any previous flood events associated with the stream at the Site. However, as the stream is
located away from the public road as it flows through the Site, the absence of historic flood records is not a
strong indicator that there is no flood risk. A site-specific report in this regard is provided in Appendix C.

(iii) CFRAM
CFRAM maps prepared for the CFRAM study programme indicate the Site to be impacted by both the 1% AEP
and 0.1% AEP flood risk zones. The pattern and extent of flood risk is consistent with that found by the SFRA.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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Figure 4-2 Extract from CFRAM Mapping

(iv) Ordnance Survey Mapping
Historic OS mapping for the Site and its immediate surroundings does not contain any indicators of fluvial

flood risk.

(v)  SFRA for Fortunestown Local Area Plan May 2012

Figure 4-3 shows an extract from flood-risk mapping prepared for the Fortunestown Local Area Plan May 2012.
This mapping suggests the extent of flood risk at the Site to be far greater than that predicted by subsequent
CFRAM and SFRA studies. Furthermore, the flood-risk pattern is not consistent with the Site topography.
Finally, the assessment is from 2012 and has been superseded by more recent SFRAs.

Thus, other than noting the presence of flood-risk, this map is not considered to be a reliable indicator of the
extent of flood risk.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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Figure 4-3 Extract from SFRA for Fortunestown Local Area Plan

4.2 Flood Risk Indicators - Site Walkover
A Site walkover was carried out by the author of this report to allow a direct inspection of drainage features.

Fluvial drainage features are consistent with those shown on OS mapping, suggesting there have been no
significant changes to the drainage regime in recent times.

The Corbally stream enters the Site at its southeast boundary via a culvert under the Boherboy Road. This
stream flows along the eastern boundary of the Site until it meets the northern boundary, whereupon it turns
towards the west and flows along the northern boundary before discharging to a culvert at the northwest
corner of the Site. The outfall culvert comprises 4no. 450mm dia. pipes.

As expected, the Corbally Stream follows the Site topography and its gradient is steep, particularly so along
the eastern boundary.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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Figure 4-6 Stream at northern boundary
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Figure 4-7 Culvert immediately downstream of Site

4.3 Initial Assessment
Based on the indicators described in Section 4.1 and on the Site walkover described in Section 4.2, the initial
assessment indicates the Site may at risk from fluvial flooding during extreme rainfall events.

The principal flood risk area is at the northwest corner of the Site. The indicators also suggest a risk of shallow
overland flow at the northeast corner of the Site.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment

Doc.Ref.24023-R-SSFRA Issue PL4 Page | 15



Kelland Homes Ltd. / Evara Developments Ltd. Kilgallen and Partners

Residential Development, Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin

5. FLUVIAL FLOOD RISK — DETAILED ASSESMENT

5.1 Flood Risk Zones — Pre-Development

Estimating Peak Flood Flows
The Site is in the catchment of a tributary stream of the Camac River. It is this stream which flows along the
eastern and northern boundary of the Site.

The OPW provides a Web Portal for estimating peak flood flows in natural catchments (Flood Studies Update
(FSU) Web Portal). While the use of this Portal is generally considered best practice for the estimation of flood
flows, the Portal advises particular caution where peak flood flows are being estimated for catchments of less
than 25km?.

Accordingly, alternative statistical methods were used and the results of these are reproduced in Table 5-1.
All flow estimates include a climate change factor of 20%.

The largest flood flow estimates are given by IH124. This is unsurprising as IH124 is generally considered to
over-estimate peak flood flows (WP4.2 Flood Estimation in Small and Urbanised Catchments — OPW 2012). In
accordance with the precautionary principle, the IH124 flow estimates will be used for the purposes of this
assessment, thus leading to a conservative assessment (details of the IH124 calculations are provided in
Appendix B).

1% AEP 0.1% AEP

Method

m/s mis
IH124 4.03 535
FSU Update 3.31 4.47
F5U-3V 0.39 0.52
FSU TV 2.38 3.22
FEH-Statistical 1.90 257

Table 5-1 Peak fluvial flood flows from statistical methods

By way of comparison, the OPW CFRAM estimates peak flood flows immediately upstream of the Site as being
2.25 m3/s for the 1.0% AEP event and 3.99 m3/s for the 0.1% AEP event, considerably less than the estimates
given by IH124.

Hydrological Model

A topographical survey was carried out for the study area by a third-party land surveyor. The results of this
survey were imported into the industry standard software package Autodesk Civil 3D to create a 3D digital
terrain model for the study area.

A hydrological model was prepared to simulate flow patterns during the 1.0% and 0.1% AEP flood events.
This model was developed using the HEC-RAS modelling software produced by the US Army Corps of
Engineers.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment

Doc.Ref.24023-R-SSFRA Issue PL4 Page | 16



Kelland Homes Ltd. / Evara Developments Ltd. Kilgallen and Partners

Residential Development, Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin

This software calculates flood risk zones for the catchment based on the peak flood flows and the following:
. the terrain model;

o cross-sectional data for the river channel;

. dimensions of culverts and other drainage structures;

o appropriate values for the roughness coefficient ‘Manning’s n" as determined from visual inspection of
the Site.

Existing Fluvial Flood Risk Zones at the Site

Figure 5-1 shows the existing fluvial flood risk zones determined using the hydrological model described above.
These are consistent with the extent of flood risk predicted by both SFRA and CFRAM mapping (Figures 4-1
and 4-2).

The Site is largely free from flood risk except at the north boundary. Figure 5-2 shows flood risk at this Site
to a greater scale.

The flood risk arises when the capacity of the culvert immediately downstream of the Site is exceeded and
water begins to surcharge the culvert. This surcharging has two effects; the first is to increase the hydraulic
gradient across the culvert and thus increase the volume of water it can convey. The second is to cause water
to back up in the stream channel to the point where it overtops the channel bank. The extent to which the
flood level rises is a function of the flow in the stream but as it rises will begin to overtop the western boundary
and continue downstream.

Figure 5.1 shows the layout of the proposed development with existing flood risk zones, established using the
model described above, superimposed thereon. These zones are consistent with those predicted by the CFRAM
catchment mapping (Paragraph(iii)).

Pre-development peak water levels in the existing flood risk zone are as follows:
e 1.0% AEP Flood Event 118.10m
e 0.1% AEP Flood Event 118.17m

While the layout of the development is broadly cognisant of fluvial flood risk, elements of the proposed
development at the northern boundary encroach on the flood risk zones. This creates the potential for the
proposed development to displace floodplain storage and thereby increase flood risk elsewhere. To prevent
this, it is necessary to provide compensatory storage within the Site in accordance with the Flood Risk
Management Guidelines (Section 5.2).

The stream was found to overtop its western bank at the northeast corner of the Site. Because the Site is
steeply sloping at this location, this overflow continues downstream as overland flow and flows back into the
stream channel slightly further downstream at the north boundary (refer to Section 5.4).
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Figure 5.1
Pre-development flood-risk zones established by hydraulic
model superimposed on proposed development
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red hatch indicates 1.0% AEP
flooding pre-development

blue hatch indicates 0.1% AEP
flooding pre-development

Figure 5.2
Pre-development flood-risk zones established by hydraulic model at northwest boundary
superimposed on proposed development

5.2 Compensatory Storage

Where a proposed development encroaches into a flood-risk zone, it displaces floodplain storage and so has
the potential to increase flood-risk. Appendix B of the FRMG requires that where such displacement occurs,
the proposed development must provide storage (Compensatory Storage) to offset the displaced floodplain
storage.

Compensatory Storage can be provided in two ways; direct and indirect.

o direct methods (also known as ‘level for level’) re-grade land and provide a direct replacement for the
lost storage volume. Level-for-level compensation provides the same surface area at the same elevation
before and after development. This is assessed using increments or slices approximately 100mm thick.

o indirect methods rely on water entering a defined storage area which then releases it at a slower rate,
similar to a surface water attenuation scheme.

Indirect methods are complicated to design and construct and may require a more intensive maintenance
regime, which must be continued indefinitely. Accordingly, the FMRG recommends direct level-for-level
compensation as the default method.

The proposed development includes a basin at the northwest corner of the Site which is designed to provide
direct compensatory storage. The inclusion of this basin means that while the proposed development will
impact on existing flood risk zones at some locations (as noted in Section 5.1) and thus displace floodplain
storage, it reduces the ground level at other locations, thereby providing compensatory storage. Figure 5.3
shows a typical section through the compensatory storage area. Further sections are shown in Appendix F.

The requirements for providing compensatory storage are set out in the Appendix to the Flood Risk
Management Guidelines. The basic criterion for compensatory flood plain storage is that, calculated at
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elevation intervals of 100mm, the compensatory storage provided must not be less than the volume of
floodplain storage displaced by the proposed development. To determine if this criterion was met, the volumes
of flood plain storage available under the pre- and post-development scenarios was calculated for each 100mm
interval between the lowest elevation of the Site, 117.20m, and the peak flood level for the 0.1% AEP flood
event, 118.17m (the Assessment Range).

These volumes were calculated using the following methodology and Autodesk Civil 3D:

) 3D models (surfaces) were created for the pre-development (i.e. existing ground level) and post-
development (i.e. proposed finished level) scenarios;

(i)  comparison volume models were then created for both pre- and post-development scenarios at 100mm
intervals between. These volume models established the volume of floodplain storage available at each
100mm elevation within the Assessment Range;

(iii)  The volumes of flood plain storage available in any given 100mm interval was calculated by subtracting
the volume available at the next lowest interval (e.g. the volume available between elevations 117.30m
and 117.40m was calculated by subtracting the volume available at 117.30m from the volume available
at 117.40m.

Table 5.1 presents the results of this assessment and shows that for all elevation intervals between the lowest
point of the Site and the 0.1% AEP flood level, the volume of compensatory storage provided is greater than
the volume of floodplain storage displaced in every interval bar one. Cumulatively the proposed development
will increase floodplain storage by 688 cu.m and thus will slightly reduce flood risk elsewhere.

The proposed development therefore meets the requirements of the Flood Risk Management Guidelines for
Compensatory Storage.

Elevation Available Storage Change in Storage
lower upper : pre-development | post-development interval cumulative
m m m* m’ m’ m’
1171 172 50 0 -a0 -a0
1172 173 76 272 195 145
117.3 117 4 140 338 198 343
1174 175 193 383 190 533
117.5 M7 6 312 423 11 644
1176 "ri 380 447 67 71
M77 1178 439 463 24 735
117.8 1179 469 474 5 740
117.9 1180 494 484 -10 730
118.0 118 1 516 452 -24 705
118.1 11817 365 348 -17 688

Table 5.1 Available Floodplain Storage: Pre- and Post-Development

Figure 5.3 shows a plan and typical cross-sections for the compensatory storage area.
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Figure 5.3 Plan and Typical Sections for Compensatory Storage Basin
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5.3 Flood Risk Zones — Post-Development

Post-development flood risk zones were established using the hydrological model described in Section 5.1 but
using the finished levels of the proposed development rather than the existing ground levels. Figure 5.4 shows
the extent of the post-development flood risk zone superimposed on the proposed development; Figure 5.4
also shows the outlines of pre-development flood risk zones.

Post-development peak water levels flood-risk zones are as follows:
e 1.0% AEP Flood Event 118.10m
e 0.1% AEP Flood Event 118.16m

The levels are significantly below the minimum proposed road and floor levels (See Section 8). Within the Site
the post-development flood risk zones occupy the compensatory storage basin and do not encroach on water-
vulnerable areas of the proposed development.

The proposed development increases available flood plain storage.
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Figure 5.4 Post-Development Flood Risk Zones

5.4 Freeboard to stream channel

The stream was found to overtop its western bank at the northeast corner of the Site, with the resulting
overflow continuing downhill as sheet flow (i.e. shallow overland flow) and flowing back into the stream
channel slightly further downstream.

Further upstream, peak water levels were found to be close to the bank levels to the point where appropriate
freeboard was not being provided.
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To provide this freeboard generally the finished level adjacent to the stream has been raised along the eastern
boundary as shown in Figure 5.5 to provide a minimum 750mm freeboard above the 1% AEP water level in
the stream.

This measure also eliminates the risk of overland flow at the northeast corner, ensuring that flow remains
within the channel through this area. Sections showing the 1% AEP flow levels at the east boundary are
provided in Figure 5-6. The proposed pump station location was within this overland flow area, with the
proposed embankment that is no longer the case, and the proposed pump station location is protected by the
embankment and is no longer within an overland flow area.

The existing topography does not provide any storage for the sheet flow and so compensatory storage is not
required.

Figure 5.5 Raised Bank at East Boundary
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finished road level 1.0% AEP level

0.76m
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Figure 5.6 Sections showing 1.0% AEP flood level at Raised Bank
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5.5 Proposed Stream Crossings
The proposed development includes five stream crossings at the locations shown on Figure 5.7. The crossings
structures can be either bridge-type, comprising a simply supported slab across the stream, or a culvert.

A preliminary design for each structure has been carried out in accordance with OPW requirements. The OPW
requires design solution to convey the 1% AEP flood event with a minimum freeboard of 300mm between the
top water level at the inlet and the soffit of the culvert.

Table 5.2 shows the 1.0% AEP water level and minimum soffit level at each crossing culvert. Soffit levels are
at least 500mm above the 1% AEP level and so comfortably exceeds OPW requirements. Finished levels are
thus more than 500mm above the 1% flood level and thus comply with the FRMG recommendations (Section
8).

Figure 5.8 shows a typical section at a stream crossing.

Two of the crossings are vehicular and crossing levels are constrained by the requirement to tie-in to existing
road levels. OPW Section 50 consent have been obtained for these crossings; a copy of the consents is
included in Appendix E.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment

Doc.Ref.24023-R-SSFRA Issue PL4 Page | 26



Kelland Homes Ltd. / Evara Developments Ltd. Kilgallen and Partners

Residential Development, Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin

Figure 5.7 Stream Crossings
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1.0% AEP water level min. soffit Level
Crossing
(m OD) m OD
1 118.84m 119.34m
2 120.29m 120.79m
3 124.64m 125.14m
4 132.88m 133.38m
5 139.45m 139.95m

Table 5-2 Crossing Details

—Existing Bank Profile

— Proposed Abutment r— Outline of Area used — Proposed Abutment
for Modelling

Road Level: 120.25

S
o
3
20

Bed Level: 118.04

Figure 5.8 Typical Section at Stream Crossing (Carrigmore)
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6. FLOOD RISK FROM GROUNDWATER

6.1 Flood Risk Indicators - Desktop
A number of datasets were interrogated for indicators of flood risk from Ground Water. These comprised:

(i)  OPW National Flood Hazard Mapping
Records from the National Flood Hazard Mapping website maintained by the OPW do not contain any
evidence of flood events at the Site associated with fluctuations in groundwater level. A site-specific
report in this regard is provided in Appendix C.

(if)  Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI)
The GSI maintains a web portal which contains information on groundwater flooding.
(https://www.gsi.ie). The portal does not show any groundwater flooding at the Site or its environs.
The northern half of the Site is in an area of low vulnerability and the southern half is in an area of
moderate vulnerability.

low vulnerability—

extent of Sit

moderate vulnerability

Figure 6.1 Groundwater Vulnerability from GSI

(ifi)  Historical Ordnance Survey Mapping
Historical OS maps do not contain any indicator of flood risk from ground water.
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(iv)  Topographical Survey
The Site slopes steeply from the Boherboy Road to the northern boundary. This sloping topography
eliminates the potential for significant localised groundwater ponding within the Site.

(v)  Ground Investigation
Trial holes were excavated as part of a ground investigation at the Site. Groundwater was not
encountered within 2.0m of existing ground level. A copy of the ground investigation records is provided
in Appendix D.

(vi)  Hydrological and Hydrogeological Risk Assessment Report by DNV
A Hydrological and Hydrogeological Risk Assessment Report was prepared by DNV (included with the
documents being submitted in support of this application) to identify and assess any potential adverse
effects associated with the Proposed Development on sensitive receptors associated with the receiving
water environment.

To manage shallow groundwater and mitigate surface level groundwater flood risk a network of land
drains will be installed on the Site (refer to the Drainage and Water Infrastructure Engineering Report
prepared by Roger Mullarkey & Associates).

6.2 Flood Risk Indicators — Site Walkover
No indicators of groundwater flood risk were observed during a Site walkover.

6.3 Initial Assessment

There is an indication of flood risk from groundwater based on the shallow groundwater observed in the
Hydrological and Hydrogeological Risk Assessment Report. However, the mitigation measures described in
this report remove the potential flood risk from groundwater. The other indicators described above do not
provide any indication of flood risk from groundwater and so further detailed assessment of flood risk from
this mechanism is not required.
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7. PLUVIAL FLOOD RISK

7.1 Flood Risk Indicators - Desktop
A number of datasets were interrogated for indicators of pluvial flood risk:

(i)  SFRA
The Strategic Flood Risk Assessment for the South Dublin Development Plan 2016 — 2022 does not show any
indicators of pluvial flood risk at the Site.

pluvial
‘" flood risk .

= Well
. Boherboy.
T B ey

—_...\h__a"ﬁ - N
\

Figure 7.1 Extract from SFRA

(if)  OPW National Flood Hazard Mapping Website

The OPW maintains the National Flood Hazard Mapping website (floodinfo.ie) which contains information about
locations that may be at risk from flooding. The source of this information includes Local Authorities and other
historic records such as newspaper articles and other documentation about reported floods. This source does
not register any previous flood events associated with pluvial flood risk at the Site. However, as much of the
Site is away from the public road, the absence of historic flood records is not a strong indicator that there is
no flood risk. A site-specific report in this regard is provided in Appendix C

(ifi)  CFRAM study programme undertaken by the OPW
Maps prepared for the CFRAM study programme do not show any indicators of pluvial flood risk at the Site. A
copy of the relevant flood risk map is provided in Appendix A.

(iv) Surface Water Drainage for the Proposed Development

The surface water drainage system for the proposed development is designed in accordance with the
recommendations of GDSDS (refer to Section 3.2). Compliance with GDSDS ensures the surface water
drainage system for the development will not lead to pluvial flood risk within the development and will not
cause an increase in pluvial flood risk elsewhere.

A small underground attenuation storage tank is proposed at the northern margins of the compensatory
storage basin. This storage tank should be sealed so that there can be no ingress of water from the
compensatory storage basin to the attenuation storage; a non-return valve is to be installed on the outfall.
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These measures ensure there will be no connectivity between fluvial flow and the surface water drainage
system for the proposed development.

7.2 Flood Risk Indicators — Site Walkover
As described in Section 3, the Site includes two local field ditches running in a south to north direction.

The Site comprises two rectangular fields in parallel stretching from the southern boundary to the northern
boundary, both under agricultural use. The boundary between the fields is defined by a hedgerow and local
field ditch (EPA Designation Code 09C60); this ditch starts inside the Site, close to the south boundary, and
outfalls to the Corbally Stream at the north boundary. A similar local field ditch (EPA Designation Code 09C62)
adjoins the western boundary of the Site; this ditch starts at the south boundary and also discharges to the
Corbally Stream.

Figure 7.1 Local field ditch drain through centre of Site
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Figure 7.2 Local field ditch at west boundary

Both ditches are to remain open post-development. The ditch at the west boundary will remain largely
unchanged; the ditch through the middle of the Site will become a swale with a filter drain installed below its
bed (Ref RMA Dwg 1324D-416). The drainage paths established by these field ditches will therefore be
preserved post-development.

No evidence of drainage pipes entering the Site which could lead to pluvial flow entering the Site was observed.
7.3 Initial Assessment

Neither desktop indicators nor the Site walkover revealed evidence of flood risk from pluvial sources and
accordingly detailed assessment of this flooding mechanism is not required.
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8. FINISHED LEVELS OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

In order to ensure that elements of the development not compatible with water (i.e. roads and houses) are
not at risk of flooding, it is recommended that proposed floor and road levels be raised above peak flood
levels. The Flood Risk Management Guidelines recommend that floor levels be kept above the 1.0% AEP flood
level with an appropriate allowance for freeboard, typically 500mm. The SSFRA also recommends that road
levels should be kept a minimum 250mm above the 100year flood level.

The maximum post-development 1% AEP water level in the basin at the north boundary is 118.10m.
Accordingly, the minimum ground floor level for buildings adjacent to the Compensatory Storage Area should
be 118.60m (i.e. 118.10m + 0.5m). Proposed buildings adjacent to the Compensatory Storage Area have a
minimum floor level of 120.50m, 2.40m above the 1% AEP level.

Similarly, the minimum recommended road level immediately in the vicinity of the Compensatory Storage Area
is 118.35m (i.e. 118.10m + 0.25m). The proposed road connecting to lands north has a minimum level of
120.00m, 1.90m above the 1% AEP level and 1.65m above the recommended minimum.

As described in Section 5.4, the finished level of the open space adjacent to the Corbally stream has been
raised where required to provide a minimum 750mm freeboard above the 1% AEP water level in the stream.
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9. SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL — WATER SERVICES REPORT

Table 9.1 presents the comments relating to flood risk in the SDCC LRD Opinion Report and the SSFRA
responses thereto.

SDCC Comment of Flood Risk SSFRA

The northern open space area is expected to receive | Refer to the submission made by Gannon and
water during a 1% AEP (1-in-100-year storm event). | Associates for details on the landscape design.
This flood risk must be clearly illustrated in the final
submission, and the implications for usability should be
considered in the landscape design.

Submit a drawing showing the ground levels of @ Refer to drawing 1324D/421 by Roger Mullarkey
proposed pumping station location pre-development & Associates for details regarding the pump
and post development. Show in plan and cross | station

sectional view the levels and setback distance of
location of pumping station pre-development and post
development and include site location and levels of
riparian strip adjacent to Corbally stream pre and post
development.

Table 9.1 SDCC Report and Responses
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10. RESIDUAL FLOOD RISK

Residual risk is the risk that remains after all mitigation measures to reduce the frequency of flooding have
been taken.

10.1 Climate Change
As described in Section 2.7, the assessment considered flood risk associated with the Mid-Range Future
Scenario (MRFS).

The OPW has adopted a second indicative potential futures for flood risk assessment; the High-End Future
Scenario (HEFS). The HEFS is based on a more extreme future based on the upper end of the range of
projections of future climatic conditions. It is considered as a residual flood risk.

As described in Section 5.1, flood risk at the northwest corner of the Site arises when the capacity of the
culvert immediately downstream of the Site is exceeded and water ultimately overtops the west boundary and
continues downstream. In the HEFS, this same overtopping mechanism limits the extent to which water will
rise. As described in Section 8, freeboard between peak water levels and floor levels and road levels
significantly exceeds the recommended minimum and so even in the HEFS, appropriate freeboard remains.

Section 5.4 describes the finished level of the open space adjacent to the stream being raised along the eastern
boundary to provide a minimum 750mm freeboard above the 1% AEP water level in the stream. To assess
flood risk along the eastern boundary in the HEFS, the performance of the stream at the east boundary was
analysed for peak flows in the 1% scenario based on a 30% climate change factor. This analysis found that
even in the HEFS, the freeboard available between the 1% AEP water level and the top of bank exceeds
500mm, refer to Figure 10-1; and thus, complies with the recommendations of the Flood Risk Management
Guidelines.

10.2 Blockage downstream of the Site

In the event of flow in the watercourse downstream becoming obstructed during a significant rainfall event,
for example if the culvert immediately downstream of the Site becomes blocked, water will back up in the
stream channel to the point where it overtops the channel bank at the northwest corner of the Site. If the
water level continues to rise it will overtop the western boundary. Once water has reached this elevation, the
effective flow channel becomes far larger than the natural channel and water levels will therefore not increase
significantly above the existing ground level at the western boundary.

From Section 8, the minimum floor level is 120.50m, significantly above ground levels at the western boundary
and therefore no buildings in the proposed development are at risk in this scenario.
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Figure 10-1 Sections at East Boundary in HEFS
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10.3 Failure of surface water drainage system
The surface water drainage system has been designed to capture, store and discharge surface water run-off
from rainfall events for all return periods up to and including 100 years (with an allowance for climate change).

Notwithstanding this, a blockage could occur in the surface water drainage system, leading to the risk of water
rising in upstream manholes to the point where the manhole overtops and water overflows on to the

surrounding ground.

The proposed development provides routes for the conveyance of such overflows which ensure that buildings
would not be at risk of flooding in this event. Refer to RMA Drg No 1324D-447 Exceedance Overflow Route

prepared as part of the surface water drainage design.
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11. DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT JUSTIFICATION TEST

A Development Management Justification Test was carried out in respect of the proposed development in
accordance with Section 5.15 of the Flood Risk Management Guidelines and incorporating the findings of the
subject FRA. Table 11.1 presents the results of this test which conclude that the proposed development
satisfies the criteria of the Justification test.

5.1.1

The subject lands have been zoned or otherwise designated for the particular use or form of development in
an operative development plan, which has been adopted or varied taking account of these Guidelines.

Under the South Dublin County Council (SDCC) Development Plan, the Site is classified for the following land
use (Objective RES-N) To provide for new residential communities in accordance with approved area
plans.

512

The proposal has been subject to an appropriate flood risk assessment which demonstrates that .

() the proposed development will not increase flood risk elsewhere and, if practicable, will reduce overal/
flood risk;

The proposed development provides compensatory storage in excess of the floodplain storage being
displaced and so will lead to a slight decrease in flood risk elsewhere.

The surface water drainage system for the proposed development has been designed in accordance
with the Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study and thus will not increase flood risk elsewhere.

(i) the proposed development includes measures to minimise flood risk to people, property, the economy
and the environment as far as reasonably possible;

The proposed development includes proposals for treating and controlling surface water discharge
which, will minimise flood risk to people, property, the economy and the environment as far as
reasonably possible.

(i) the proposed development includes measures to ensure that residual risks to the area andy/or
development can be managed to an acceptable level as regards the adequacy of existing flood
protection measures or the design, implementation and funding of any future flood risk management
measures and provisions for emergency services access;

The proposed development does not impact on any existing flood protection measures and will not
prevent possible future flood risk management measures.

(iv) the proposed development addresses the above in a manner that is also compatible with the
achievement of wider planning objectives in relation to development of good urban design and vibrant
and active streetscapes.

Yes.

Table 11.1 Justification Test
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12, SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

12.1 Summary

This report presents the findings of a Site-specific flood risk assessment (SSFRA) carried out by Kilgallen and
Partners in regard to a proposed residential development at Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin. The SSFRA was
carried out in accordance with the document ‘Planning System and Flood Risk Management — Guidelines for
Planning Authorities (2009)".

For an inland Site of this nature and for which there are no existing flood defence mechanisms that could
affect flood risk at the Site, the potential flood risk mechanisms are Fluvial, Pluvial and Groundwater.

Initial assessment of existing flood risk indicators indicate the Site is not at risk from either Pluvial or
Groundwater flooding.

Initial assessment of flood risk indicators suggest the Site could be at risk from Fluvial Flooding. Accordingly,
a detailed assessment of fluvial flood risk was carried out. This detailed assessment confirmed that the Site
is affected by flood risk zones A & B at its northern boundary.

The proposed development includes a basin at the northwest corner of the Site which is designed to provide
direct compensatory storage. The inclusion of this basin means that while the proposed development will
impact on existing flood risk zones at some locations (Section 5.1) and thus displace floodplain storage, it
reduces the ground level at other locations, thereby providing compensatory storage. Cumulatively, more
floodplain storage will be available upon completion of the proposed development than is currently available,
leading to a slight reduction on flood risk elsewhere, in the areas immediately surrounding the Site.

The proposed development includes stream crossings at the locations shown on Figure 5.7. A preliminary
design for each structure has been carried out in accordance with OPW requirements. Soffit levels are at least
500mm above the 1% AEP level at all crossings and so comfortably exceed OPW requirements. Two of the
crossings are vehicular and crossing levels are constrained by the requirement to tie-in to existing road levels.
OPW Section 50 consent have been obtained for these crossings; a copy of the consents is included in Appendix
E.

The Flood Risk Management Guidelines recommend that floor levels be kept above the 1.0% AEP flood level
with an appropriate allowance for freeboard, typically 0.5m. The maximum post-development 1% AEP water
level in the basin at the north boundary is 118.10m. The minimum proposed floor level is 120.50m, 2.40m
above the 1% AEP level and 1.90m above the recommended minimum. This SSFRA also recommends that
road levels should be kept a minimum 250mm above the 100year flood level. The minimum proposed road
level is 120.00m, 1.90m above the 1% AEP level and 1.65m above the recommended minimum.

As described in Section 5.4, the finished level of the open space adjacent to the Corbally stream has been
raised where required to provide a minimum 750mm freeboard above the 1% AEP water level in the stream.

The proposed development was subject to and passed the Development Management Justification Test.

12.2 Conclusion

This SSFRA concludes that the proposed development is not at risk of flooding and will not
increase flood risk elsewhere. In accordance with the Flood Risk Management Guidelines, the
proposed development is therefore appropriate from a flood risk perspective.
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Appendix A
Flood Risk Maps
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Appendix B

Estimation of Run-off from Catchment
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IH124 Estimation of Q ;40 and Q; 900
Q saR RURAL = 0.00108 x AREA® x SAAR™” x SOIL>/
Characteristic Value |Unit Source
Area (A) 2.05 km? FSU
Average Annual Rainfall (SAAR) 889 mm FSU
Gl% = 0 % Fig 14.18
GR% = 0 % Fig 14.18
G3% = 0% % Fig 14.18
G4 % = 100% % FigI4.18
G5% = 0% % Fig14.18
Soil index (G) = 0.45 %
Q BAR RURAL = 1.02 m3/sec
CWI = 121 Fig 16.62
CIND = 44.96 Eqn 7.2
NC = 0.71 Eqn 7.3
URBAN = 1% FSU
Q Bar URBAN / Q BAR RURAL = 1.018 Egn 7.4
QBarR = 1.038 m3/sec
Q 100/ Q ar (Ireland) 1.96 FSR - Ireland
Q 1,000 / Q Bar (Ireland) 2.6 FSR - Ireland
Q 100 = 2.034 m3/sec
Q 1,000 = 2.699 m3/sec
Factorial Error Factor = 1.651 Page 37 IOH124
Climate Change Factor = 1.2 FRMG
Q100 = 4.03 m3/sec
Q1000 = 5.35 m3/sec
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FSU Update estimation of Q00 & Q1000
Characteristic Value Unit Source
Area 2.05 km? FSU Portal
SAAR 889 mm FSU Portal
BFI. 0.619 FSU Portal
FARL 1.0 FSU Portal
51085 63.48 m/km FSU Portal
QMED sl 0.99 m3/s
URBEXT 0.00 FSU Portal
QMED yhan 1.00
Climate Change Factor 1.2 OPW
Q10 [ QMED el 2.77 FSU Portal
Qyp00 / AMED, o 3.74 FSU Portal
Q 100 3.312 m3/sec
Q 1,000 4473 m3/sec
Characteristic Value U nit Source
Area 2.0 km? |FSU Portal
BFI 0.619 FSU Portal
SAAR 889 mm FSU Portal
QMED 0.116 m3/s
Climate Change Factor 1.2 OPW
Qoo [ QMED 2.77
Q000 / QMED 3.74
Q 10 0.387 m3/sec
Q 1,000 0.522 m3/sec
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FSU-7V estimation of Q00 & Q1000
Characteristic Value Unit Source

Area 2.0 km? FSU Portal
BFL; 0.619 FSU Portal
SAAR 889 mm FSU Portal
FARL 1.0 FSU Portal
DRAIND 1.85 km/km?*
51085 65.48 m/km |FSU Portal
ARTDRAIM 0.00
QMED ez 0.716 m3/s
URBEXT 0.00 FSU Portal
QMED yhan 0.72
Climate Change Factor 1.2 OPW
Qoo / QMED sl 2.77 FSU Portal
Q1000 / QMED g 3.74 FSU Portal

Q 100 2385 m3/sec

Q 1,000 3.220 m3/sec

FEH-Statistical estimation of Q100 & Q1000
Characteristic Value Unit Source

Area 2.0 km?  |FSU Portal
SAAR 889 mm FSU Portal
FARL 1.0 FSU Portal
BFL; 0.619 FSU Portal
QMED 0.57 m3/s
Climate Change Factor 1.2 OPW
Q100 / QMED 2.77 FSU Portal
Q1000 / QMED 3.74 FSU Portal

Q 100 1.902 m3/sec

Q 1,000 2,567 m3/sec
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Appendix C
Summary Report from OPW Flood Hazard Website
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Past Flood Event Local Area Summary Report

Oifig na
w nOibreacha Poibl{
Office of Public Works

Report Produced: 19/6/2024 10:43
This Past Flood Event Summary Report summarises all past flood events within 2.5 kilometres of the map centre.

This report has been downloaded from www.floodinfo.ie (the "Website"). The users should take account of the restrictions
and limitations relating to the content and use of the Website that are explained in the Terms and Conditions. It is a
condition of use of the Website that you agree to be bound by the disclaimer and other terms and conditions set out on
the Website and to the privacy policy on the Website.

—==r 2138 s oW
N7 \ Map Legend
S a A Single Flood Event
| ‘
i A @ Recurring Flood Event
/&3 Kingswood ]
astie %5 @ B J bt Past Flood Event Extents
1525 1934 4 Kilnaman E . . . %
1215 / 7 Drainage Districts Benefited Lands
13584 AgLa0

Land Commission Benefited Lands*
®Tallaght - E] Arterial Drainage Schemes Benefited Lands*

@a thce Ie
Q llsi&g‘olt ) /K * Important: These maps do not

_—-N7 — 186t indicate flood hazard or flood extent.

e 2 117458 473gbawp  Their purpose and scope is explained
33& 3324 on Floodinfo.ie
joe
2 km ,1:
14 Results
Name (Flood_ID) Start Date Event Location
1. A Jobstown N81Nov 2000 (ID-3322) 05/11/2000 Approximate Point

Additional Information: Reports (1) Press Archive (2)

2. A Flooding at Blessington Road, Tallaght, Dublin 24 on 1st May 2012 (ID-11745) 05/01/2012 Exact Point

Additional Information: Reports (1) Press Archive (O)

3. A Fortunestown Lane Nov 2000 (ID-3321) 06/11/2000 Approximate Point
Additional Information: Reports (1) Press Archive (0)
4. A Flooding at Tallaght on 01/05/2012 (ID-12852) 01/05/2012 Approximate Point

Additional Information: Reports (O) Press Archive (O)

5. & Killinarden Stream Jobstown recurring (ID-1186) n/a Approximate Point

Additional Information: Reports (2) Press Archive (1)

6. @ Baldonnell Barneys Lane Recurring (ID-1214) n/a Approximate Point

Additional Information: Reports (2) Press Archive (O)
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Appendix D

Ground Investigation Records
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1.0 Preamble

On the instructions of Roger Mularkey Consulting Engineers, a site investigation was
carried out by Ground Investigations Ireland Ltd., between the 9" and the 12t of

December 2013 on a site in Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin.

2.0 Overview

21 Background

The site consists of two greenfield sites which have been combined for the purpose
of the proposed development. The site is located on the outskirts of Saggart as
shown in the location plan in Appendix 1. It is proposed to develop a portion of the
site closest to the road and to construct two and three story residential dwellings.
The site slopes from the southern boundary along the road towards the north with
the highest point at the south west corner. Earthworks and a retaining wall are
proposed along the highest portion of the site to make it more accessible and
suitable for construction. There are a series of two large diameter water mains
passing through the centre of the site from east to west and a second series of three

large diameter water mains along the same axis in the northern portion of the site.



2.2 Purpose and Scope

The purpose of the site investigation was to investigate subsurface soil conditions by
means of trial pitting, dynamic probing and slit trenching. The scope of the work

undertaken for this project included the following:

o Visit project site to observe existing conditions

e Carry out 8 No. Trial Pit to a maximum depth of 3.5m BGL

e Carry out 6 No. Slit Trenches to a maximum depth of 2.5m BGL

e Carry out 9 No. Dynamic Probes to a maximum depth of 3.3m BGL
e Carry out 4 No. Soakaway tests to BRE Digest 365

e Geotechnical and Environmental Laboratory testing

3.0 Desk Study

3.1 Sources of Information

A desk study has been carried out for the site and the surrounding area to determine
the nature of the underlying bedrock geology and overburden materials, relevant
geomorphological features, previous land use for the site and to identify any other
geotechnical considerations for the area. This study comprised a search of relevant
geotechnical, geological and hydrogeological information. The Geological Survey of
Ireland (GSI) was consulted for this purpose and the following sources of information

were reviewed:

GSI Publications:

. Geology of Kildare Wicklow, GSI, 1994, B. McConnell, M.E. Philcox,



. Bedrock Geology 1:100,000 Scale Map Series, Sheet 16: Kildare - Wicklow.

GSI Online Mapping:

. GSI Drift Geology Maps

. GSI Hydrogeological Mapping

. GSI Groundwater Well Database
. GSI Karst Database

. GSI Quarries Database

In addition, the Ordnance Survey of Ireland (OSI) was also consulted and the

following sources of information reviewed.

OSI Online Mapping:

. Historical Mapping — 6 Inch Sheets

. Historical Mapping — 25 Inch Sheets

. Ortho Mapping

. Historical Land Use Mapping Database

3.2 Land Use

The OSI mapping indicates that the site has historically been used as agricultural
land. A number of agricultural and/or accommodation buildings are shown on the 6”
and 25" Historic Mapping close to the road, with little change from the current site
layout. A drain or watercourse is shown on the 25” Mapping feeding into the current

watercourse from the west between the two field boundaries. Based on the current



Orthophotographs this section of the drain or watercourse has been in-filled.
Caution should be exercised with foundations in area of this in-filled stream. The
1995, 200 and 2005 Orthophotographs show little or no discernable change to the

land use in the recent past.

3.3 Superficial Geology

The GSI publications and mapping indicate that the estate and surrounding area is
underlain primarily by glacial till derived from Sandstone and Shale. The soils
mapping indicates that glacial till derived from Limestone are present to the north of
the site and rock outcrops or is very near to the surface to the north and north west
of the site, coinciding with areas of extreme groundwater vulnerability and the

locations of historic quarries on the historic mapping.

3.4 Regional Bedrock Geology

The site is mapped as being underlain by coarse greywacke & shale of the
Pollaphuca Formation. The Calp or Lucan formation is present to the north of the

site.



3.5 Hydrogeology

GSI mapping indicates that the bedrock underlying the site (Pollaphuca Formation) is
classified as a Poor Aquifer (P) - bedrock which is generally unproductive except

only in local zones.

The aquifer vulnerability for the area ranges from Low to Extreme. At the site
location, the area is classified as having a Low Vulnerability. An area of Moderate
and High Vulnerability is present surrounding the area of the site area. Generally,
the High/Extreme Vulnerability areas are close to areas where bedrock is shallow or
where sand and gravel deposits are expected and/or there is a thin cover of
cohesive material above the bedrock. The Moderate/Low Vulnerability areas are
likely to coincide with areas where sufficient thicknesses of cohesive glacial deposits

are present above the bedrock or where deeper bedrock is expected.

The GSI Karst database mapping confirms that no karst features are present on or

around the site location.

There are no recorded mineral or aggregate extractive licences sites in the
immediate vicinity of the site as shown in the GSI Quarries Database, however there
are a number of metallic and non-metallic mineral locations in Belgard to the east

and in Lugmore to the south east of the site.



4.0 Subsurface Exploration

41 General

During the ground investigation in December 2013 a programme of trial pitting,
dynamic probing and slit trenching was undertaken to determine the sub surface
conditions at the proposed site. Soakway testing was carried out in accordance with
BRE Digest 365 to determine the infiltration characteristics of the site. Regular
sampling and in-situ testing was undertaken in the trial pits to facilitate the
geotechnical descriptions and to enable laboratory testing to be carried out on the

soil samples recovered during excavation.

4.2 Trial Pits

Eight trial pits were excavated using a JCB 3 CX at the locations shown in the
exploratory hole location plan in Appendix 1. The locations were checked using a
CAT scan to minimise the potential for encountering services during the excavation.
The trial pits were logged and photographed by a Geotechnical Engineer prior to

backfilling with arisings.

The trial pit logs are provided in Appendix 2 of this Report.



4.3 Dynamic Probes

The dynamic probe tests (DPH) were carried out beside the trial pits using Terrier
2000 rig in accordance with B.S. 1377: Part 9 1990. The test consists of
mechanically driving a cone with a 50kg weight in 100mm intervals and monitoring
the number of blows required. An equivalent Standard Penetration Test (SPT) ‘N’
value may be calculated by dividing the total number of blows over a 300mm drive
length by 2. The probes DP1 to DP8 were undertaken adjacent to the trial pits

locations while DP9 was carried out beside SP4.

The dynamic probe logs are provided in Appendix 3 of this Report.

4.4 Soakaway Testing

The soakaway pits were excavated to a maximum depth of 2.2m BGL and filled with
water to assess the infiltration characteristics of the proposed site. The pits were
allowed to drain and the drop in water level recorded over time as required by BRE
Digest 365. The pits were logged and photographed prior to completing the

soakaway test and were backfilled with arisings and reinstated upon completion.

The soakaway test results are provided in Appendix 4 of this Report.

4.5 Slit Trenching

A number of slit trenches were excavated to determine the line and location of the

large diameter water services which cross the site. Some of the trenches were



completed as separate excavations to locate the services with minimum disturbance
to the ground surface. Each of the services shown on the local authority plans were
identified and logged. The services were marked using 6 foot posts and were
surveyed by the project topographical surveyors. The line, depth and location of the

services located are shown on the plan in Appendix 1.

The slit trench logs are provided in Appendix 5 of this Report.

The above notes outline the procedures used in this site investigation and are in
accordance with Eurocode 7 Part 2: Ground Investigation and testing (ISEN 1997 —

2:2007) and B.S. 5930:1999 + A2:2010.

4.6 Laboratory Testing

Samples were selected from the trial pits for a range of geotechnical and chemical
testing to assist in the classification of soils and to provide information for the
proposed design. Testing consisting of Particle Size Distribution (PSD), moisture
content, atterberg limits, CBR and compaction testing were sent to NTML's
Geotechnical Laboratory for analysis. Environmental laboratory testing was carried
out on samples of soil by Jones Environmental Laboratory in the UK. The results of

the laboratory testing is included in Appendix 6 of this Report.



5.0 Ground Conditions

5.1 General

The recommendations given and opinions expressed in this report are based on the
findings as detailed in the borehole and trial pit records. Where an opinion is
expressed on the material between exploratory hole locations, this is for guidance
only and no liability can be accepted for its accuracy. No responsibility can be

accepted for conditions which have not been revealed by the exploratory holes.

5.2 Ground Conditions

The ground conditions encountered during the investigation are summarised below
with reference to insitu and laboratory test results. The full details of the strata
encountered during the ground investigation are provided in the trial pit and dynamic
probe records included in the appendices of this report. The sequence of strata

encountered are generally consistent across the site and are generally consisted of;

e Topsoil
e Cohesive Deposits

e Granular Deposits

Topsoil:  Topsoil was encountered in the majority of exploratory holes and was

present to a maximum depth of 0.3m BGL.



Cohesive Deposits: Cohesive deposits were encountered beneath the Topsoil and
were quite variable, described typically as brown, grey brown or occasionally as
black slightly sandy slightly gravelly CLAY, slightly gravelly sandy CLAY/SILT,
Laminated sandy SILT and sandy gravelly slightly organic CLAY. The strength of
the cohesive deposits generally increased with depth and was typically soft or soft to
firm at shallow depths increasing to stiff or stiff to very stiff at the base of the majority
of the trial pits. These deposits had occasional cobble and rare boulder content

where noted on the trial pit logs.

Granular Deposits: Granular deposits were encountered in the trial pits in the south
of the site either as lenses within the cohesive deposits or as strata underlying upper
cohesive deposits to the base of the trial pits. These deposits were typically
described as brown or dark grey gravelly fine to coarse SAND and clayey sandy sub
angular to sub rounded fine to coarse GRAVEL. These deposits had occasional

cobble and rare boulder content where noted on the trial pit logs.

53 Groundwater

The groundwater strikes were noted during the investigation and were generally
encountered as slow seepage at depths between 2.0m and 3.0m BGL. We would
point out that these exploratory holes did not remain open for sufficiently long
periods of time to establish the hydrogeological regime and groundwater levels
would be expected to vary with the time of year, rainfall nearby construction and

other factors.



5.4 Soakaway Testing

At the test locations a trial pit was excavated and filled with water to a nominal invert
level. The pits were allowed to drain and the rate of fall in water level was monitored

to determine the time for the water level to drop from 75% to 25% the pit volume.

Based on the soakaway test results we would recommend that the soakaway design

be based on a soil infiltration rate of f = 1.38 x 10-5m/s in the vicinity of SP1.

The remaining test locations SP2 to SP4, indicate that the ground conditions are not

favourable for soakaway design.

5.5 Laboratory Testing

A series of tests were completed on samples collected from the trial pits and were

sent to GSTL’s geotechnical laboratory in the UK.

The classification test results generally confirm the descriptions on the logs with the
primary constituent for the cohesive deposits plotting as a CLAY of low to
intermediate plasticity. The Particle Size Distribution tests confirm that generally the
cohesive overburden strata have variable clay, silt, sand and gravel content. The
granular deposits were generally well graded and had high fines content, typical of

the granular glacial till deposits in the region.



Four samples were selected from the boreholes and trial pits and sent to Jones

Environmental Laboratories in the UK for a range of contamination testing.

The results were assessed in accordance with European Council Directive 1999
131/EC Article 16 Annex Il ‘Criteria and procedures for the acceptance of waste at
landfills which lays down guidelines for the classification of waste as “Inert’ ‘Non
Hazardous’ and ‘Hazardous’. The results classify the material tested as below the
limits for inert waste at Murphy Environmental Landfill in Co. Dublin. Any material
removed off site should be disposed of at a suitable licenced facility. The results of

this testing can be found at the rear of this report.

6.0 Recommendations and Conclusions

6.1 General

The recommendations given and opinions expressed in this report are based on the
findings as detailed in the trial pit records. Where an opinion is expressed on the
material between exploratory hole locations, this is for guidance only and no liability
can be accepted for its accuracy. No responsibility can be accepted for conditions

which have not been revealed by the exploratory holes.



Earthworks are proposed in the south west corner of the site and a retaining wall is
proposed to be constructed. The material excavated in this area, based on TP1 and
TP2, will be suitable for re-use as landscaping fill within the proposed development.
The material has a high fines content and the optimum moisture content is close to
or above the natural moisture content. The CBR test results indicate that material

reused from excavations will have a CBR value of 2% or below.

The retaining wall should be designed using the approach advocated in BS8002:
Code of Practice for Earth Retaining Structures or Eurocode 7: Geotechnical Design.
The appropriate design parameters should be determined from the trial pit logs for

the depths retained.

Due to the presence of loose granular deposits and/or soft cohesive deposits
foundations in the vicinity of TP1, TP2 & TP5 foundations are recommended to be
taken to the firm to stiff cohesive deposits, or the medium dense granular deposits at
a depth of 2.0m BGL. An allowable bearing capacity of 70kN/m? is recommended at
this depth based on the dynamic probe records in Appendix 5. Vibro compaction or
other forms of ground improvement may be more economical than deep excavations
for foundations, however depending on the proposed development levels and the
earthworks proposed in the south west corner of the site, the proposed foundation

levels may be more achievable.



An allowable bearing capacity of 70kN/m? is recommended for the foundations at
1.0m BGL on the firm to stiff cohesive deposits in the vicinity of TP3, TP4 & TP6. An
increased value of 100kN/m? is recommended at 1.0m BGL for TP7 & TP8. Any soft
spots encountered at this depth should be excavated and replaced with lean mix

concrete.

Excavations for services which are required to be installed in the water bearing
granular deposits may require temporary support and dewatering. Note should be

taken of the stability of the trial pits recorded on the logs in Appendix 2.

The recommendations provided in this report should be verified in the design of the
proposed buildings, using the full details of the loading conditions and taking into
consideration the allowable tolerable settlements/movements that the building can
accommodate. The founding strata should be inspected and verified by a suitably

qualified engineer prior to construction of the building foundations.
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TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole ID: TP1
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304720.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226091.00
Location: Saggart Eleyation: 149.930
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. T _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description & | £ |8Q e 1= 8| 2
D T |0 % Q| & 72 |53 @
J o |dE| 2|8 | g |50 P
TOPSOIL |
"3 0.30 1 149.63
Soft dark brown slightly sandy slightly gravelly CLAY . ]
0.60 149.33
Firm laminated brown and light brown slightly sandy |
slightly gravelly CLAY/SILT 1
0.90 149.03 T 0.90
Loose brown slightly gravelly fine to medium SAND with i s 100
lenses of slightly clayey slightly gravelly SAND | T 1.00
2—| — B 2.00
2.70 1 147.23 B 2.70
Stiff dark brown sandy gravelly CLAY with occasional ._' |
cobbles and rare boulders = |
'_._ 3— — B 3.00
End of Trial pit at 3.20 m 3'20: e

Remarks:

Stability: Stable
Water: Slow seepage at 3.1m bgl
Remarks:

KEY
B

Bulk disturbed sample.

S
U

mall disturbed sample
ndisturbed sample

Dimensions:
Depth:
3.20

3.00




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole ID: TP2
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304727.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226146.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 144.800
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description £ 128 47 | = 85| ¢
8 %E 2% 8 28 3
- [ [a) [id
TOPSOIL 4
0.30 1 144.50
Soft to firm grey brown slightly sandy slightly gravelly ]
CLAY 0.50 144.30 T 0.50
Firm grey sandy gravelly slightly organic CLAY ks 7
=1 o0 14390
Firm brown sandy gravelly CLAY with occasional cobbles T ] - 1.00
and rare boulders T i
_ e 2| - B 2.00
T 2.20 142.60
Dark grey slightly gravelly fine to coarse SAND (wet) i
2.50 142.30 B 2.50
Stiff black slightly sandy gravelly CLAY with occasional ]
__cobbles and rare boulders o 14210

End of Trial pit at 2.70 m

Remarks:

Stability: Collapsing below 1.5m bgl
Water: Slow seepage at 2.0m bgl
Remarks:

KEY

B Bulk disturbed sample.
D Small disturbed sample
u Undisturbed sample

Dimensions:

3.00

Depth: 0.7,
2.70




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole ID: TP3
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304802.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226242.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 137.700
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description £ 12877 ,Ts T = 8| @
/82| & 8 | 3 88| 3
o |“E| 2|8 | e |50 P
TOPSOIL 1
0.30 1 137.40
Soft to firm brown slightly sandy slightly gravelly CLAY : ]
with occasional cobbles and rare boulders |
" 1— - T 1.00
g, = B 1.00
2% T LB 1.00
=5 1.50 136.20
Firm to stiff brown sligthly sandy gravelly CLAY with =S |
occasional cobbles and rare boulders g i
_ 2—] - B 2.00
: = 2.20 135.50
Stiff to very stiff dark brown slightly sandy gravelly CLAY - i
End of Trial pit at 3.00 m Bt I B Bt

Remarks:

Stability: Stable
Water: No groundwater encountered
Remarks:

KEY

B Bulk disturbed sample.
D Small disturbed sample
u Undisturbed sample

Dimensions: 3.00

e ’ 7@
3.00 W gi.ie




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole ID: TP4
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304714.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226270.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 134.700
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. T _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description 5§ 5 88 o] | = |85 ¢
g | &8 |3E 58| % |28 O
TOPSOIL :
R 134.50
Soft orange brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY s d0
Soft to firm brown slightly sandy slightly gravelly CLAY 1
with occasional cobbles and rare boulders 1
. _ ¥ 0.90 133.80
Firm brown slightly sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with = i - 100
occasional cobbles and rare boulders = | B 1,00
. ¥ 3 1.50 133.20 LB 1.50
Medium dense brown clayey sandy sub rounded to sub =T |
angular fine to coarse GRAVEL with occasional cobbles and ]
rare boulders |
= 2.70 1 132.00
Medium dense to dense brown sligthly sandy clayey sub o |
angular to sub rounded fine to coarse GRAVEL with |
__frequent cobbles (wet) — o | R 500
End of Trial pit at 3.00 m |

Remarks:

Stability: Stable
Water: No groundwater encountered
Remarks:

KEY
B

D
u

Bulk disturbed sample.
Small disturbed sample
Undisturbed sample

Dimensions:
Depth:
3.00

3.00




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole ID: TP5
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304883.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226244.00
Location: Saggart Eleyation: 141.630
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. T _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description 6 | £ |8Q e 1= 8E| 2
g 08 88 8% 28 8
— o = o (0] o
~ a [
TOPSOIL
141.33
Soft orange brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY ]
% T 5 B 0.70
T 0.80 -  140.83
Soft grey brown slightly sandy slightly gravelly CLAY =T 1
= 0] o
Soft laminated grey brown sandy CLAY/SILT =g |
X : — B 1.50
1.70 + 139.93
Soft to firm grey brown slightly gravelly sub fine to |
medium SAND with occasional lenses of sandy SILT |
2—| LB 2.00
2.30 1 139.33
Medium dense grey brown sandy sub angular to sub i
rounded fine to coarse GRAVEL with occasional cobbles i
3— — LB 3.00
End of Trial pit at 3.50 m | B
Remarks: KEY ,
B Bulk disturbed sample.
Stability: Stable D Small disturbed sample
Water: No groundwater encountered u Undisturbed sample
Remarks: Dimensions: 3.00 3
3.50 www.gii.ie




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole ID: TP6
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304963.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226248.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 139.000
Project no. 4040-11-13

Date: 09/12/2013
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty

End of Trial pit at 2.00 m

.. T _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description 8§ | £ /8847 | = 85| ¢
g o | 8¢ o a 7 S o 8
3 | a S8 | e =0
TOPSOIL
138.70
Soft to firm brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with L ]
occasional cobbles and rare boulders = |
&l B 0.70
__ _- = 1.10 4 137.90
Firm to stiff brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with S ]
occasional cobbles and rare boulders T |
:__ . B 1.50
= 2.00— 137.064 LB 2.00

Remarks: KEY

B Bulk disturbed sample.
Stability: Stable D Small disturbed sample
Water: No groundwater encountered U Undisturbed sample
Remarks: 3.00

Dimensions:

Depth: 0.7,
2.00




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole ID: TP7
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304883.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226244.00
Location: Saggart Eleyation: 139.390
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description €188 5 1= Ef| 2
e 8| 2. 8 |2 g 8
a e 8 2 [a)
TOPSOIL 1
0.30 1 139.09
Soft to firm brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with ]
occasional cobbles and rare boulders - |
T = o704 13869
Stiff brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with occasional T il
cobbles and rare boulders - i
_:"__' 1 - B 1.00
# — T 1.50
= i LB 1.50
:_ i 2| - B 2.00
End of Trial pit at 2.60 m 20 emp B e

Remarks:

Stability: Stable
Water: No groundwater encountered
Remarks:

KEY

B Bulk disturbed sample.
D Small disturbed sample
u Undisturbed sample
Dimensions: 3.00
Depth: 0.7,

2.60




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole ID: TP8
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304957.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226309.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 137.000
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description £ 128 ol | = 85| ¢
8 3E £/% 8 28 3
- [ [a) [id

TOPSOIL

Soft to firm brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with

occasional cobbles and rare boulders

136.70

Stiff brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with occasional

cobbles and rare boulders

136.30| LB 0.70

1.00

End of Trial pit at 2.00 m

135.50

Remarks:

Stability: Stable
Water: No groundwater encountered
Remarks:

KEY

B Bulk disturbed sample.
D Small disturbed sample
u Undisturbed sample
Dimensions: 3.00
Depth:

2.00




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole 1D: SP1
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304814.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226147.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 141.000
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. T _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description S| £ 28 47 | = 8% ¢
g | &8 |3E 518 | § |28 O
- [ [ ¥

TOPSOIL

Soft to firm orange brown slightly sandy gravelly CLAY

Soft brown slightly sandy slightly gravelly CLAY =TT

Brown gravelly fine to coarse SAND

__GRAVEL with occasional cobbles

Brown sandy sub angular to sub rounded fine to coarse

0.30 4 14070
2 070 4 140.30

i 1 —
1.50 4 139.50

2.00—  139.06

2204 138.80

End of Trial pit at 2.20 m

Remarks:

Stability: Stable
Water: No groundwater encountered
Remarks: Soakaway test completed in accordance with BRE365.

KEY

B Bulk disturbed sample.
D Small disturbed sample
u Undisturbed sample
Dimensions: 250
Depth: 0.7,

2.20




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole 1D: SP2
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304714.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 262220.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 137.000
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. T _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description S| £ 28 47 | = 8% ¢
g | &8 |3E| 518 | § |28 O
- [ [a) [id

TOPSOIL

Soft to firm orange brown slightly sandy gravelly CLAY

136.70

Soft brown sandy gravelly CLAY with occasinal cobbles
and boulders (damp)

136.50

Brown clayey sandy sub angular to sub rounded fine to
coarse GRAVEL with occasional cobbles and rare boulders

135.50

(wet) |
e 1.90 4 135.10
End of Trial pit at 1.90 m | B
3 -
4— -
Remarks: KEY
B Bulk disturbed sample.
Stability: Collapsing beow 0.5m BGL D Small disturbed sample
Water: Slow gr ed below 2.0m BGL u Undisturbed sample

Remarks: Soakaway test wm;leled in accordance with BRE365.

2.30

Dimensions:
Depth:
1.90




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole 1D: SP3
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304939.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226195.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 141.500
Project no. 4040-11-13

Date: 09/12/2013
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty

.. T _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description 8§ | £ /8847 | = 85| ¢
08 32 5|8 § 28 S
= - ~ [ ¥

TOPSOIL

141.20
Soft to firm brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with = i
occasional cobbles and rare boulders SRS |
= ':_1 —  1.00—  140.56
Firm to stiff grey brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with “TeT 1

occasional cobbles and rare boulders oy T

2.00— 139.56-

End of Trial pit at 2.00 m

Remarks: KEY

B Bulk disturbed sample.
Stability: Stable D Small disturbed sample
Water: No groundwater encountered U Undisturbed sample

Remarks: Soakaway test completed in accordance with BRE365. N . 2.20
Dimensions:

Depth: 0.7,
2.00




TRIAL PIT RECORD

Project Name: Saggart, Boherboy Hole 1D: SP4
Client:  Pinnacle Co-ordinates: 304886.00
Consultant: Roger Mullarkey & Associates 226304.00
Location: Saggart Elevation: 138.000
Date: 09/12/2013 Project no. 4040-11-13
Excavator used: JCB 3CX Logged by: C Finnerty
.. T _ = | Samples/tests | _
Strata Description 5§ 5 88 o] | = |85 ¢
g &8 3E 518 | § |28 O
- [ [a) [id

TOPSOIL

occasional cobbles and rare boulders

Soft to firm brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with

occasional cobbles and rare boulders

Firm to stiff grey brown sandy slightly gravelly CLAY with

137.70
R 1—] _
7, 1204 136.80
: J
: . B
2104 13590

End of Trial pit at 2.10 m

Remarks:

Stability: Stable
Water: No groundwater encountered
Remarks: Soakaway test completed in accordance with BRE365.

KEY

B Bulk disturbed sample.
D Small disturbed sample
u Undisturbed sample

Dimensions: 230

Depth: 0.7,
2.10
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Kelland Homes Ltd. / Evara Developments Ltd. Kilgallen and
Partners

Residential Development, Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin

[onad Cothabhala Siltin Regitn an Oirthir

An Baile Nua
Baile Atha Troim
Co. na Mi
OPW St CISK8V0
Office of Public Works Telephone:  (046) 9431484
(046) 9431352
Fax: (046) 9431451
East Region Drainage Maintenance
Newtown
Trim
Co. Meath
C15 K8V0

Telephone:  (046) 9431484
(046) 9431352
Fax: (046) 9431451

Ref: 249-2021

Mr. Eugene Keyes

Kilgallen and Partners Consulting Engineers,
Kylekiproe,

Well Road,

Portlaoise,

Co. Laoise.

e.keyes@kilgallen.ie

Re: Section 50 applications for a three bridges in Botherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin.

Dear Mr. Keyes,
1 refer to your above named recent Section 50 Application

The documentation submitted has been examined and I am to confirm that the consent of the
Commissioners of Public Works under Section 50 of the Arterial Drainage Act, 1945 is given to the
proposed bridges as follows as per that detailed in the attached report

This office is recommending Section 50 consent for;

Structure 1; A bridge with 10m of clear span, 7.5m wide with a 1.9m clearance of soffit to channel
bed level, as per that detailed on the attached drawing;
Dwg No 17025-002 Rev P1

Structure 2; A bridge with a 9.5m of clear span, 7.5m wide with a 1.4m clearance of soffit to channel
bed level, as per that detailed on the attached drawing;
Dwg No 17025-003 Rev P1

Structure 3; A footbridge with a 4.8m of clear span, 2.5m wide with a 1.92m clearance of soffit to
channel bed level, as per that detailed on the attached drawing;
Dwg No 17025-004 Rev P1

It should be noted that the consent is given only for the purpose of Section 50 and does not absolve

the recipient of responsibility for any adverse effects caused by this installation to any third party.

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment

Doc.Ref.24023-R-SSFRA Issue PL4 Appendices



Kelland Homes Ltd. / Evara Developments Ltd. Kilgallen and
Partners

Residential Development, Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin

The Commissioners of Public Works are not responsible and accept no liability for any loss or

damage whatsoever caused as a result of this development.

Yaurs sincerely,

Nora Carey

Administration Unit, Engineering Services.

August 9% 2021

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment

Doc.Ref.24023-R-SSFRA Issue PL4 Appendices



Kelland Homes Ltd. / Evara Developments Ltd. Kilgallen and
Partners

Residential Development, Boherboy, Saggart, Co. Dublin

Appendix F

Sections along Northern Boundary

Report on Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment
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