
June 20th 2006 
 
Open letter regarding al legat ions by CAWA  
 
I  refer  to  the  publicat ion of Liffey Champion  on Saturday,  17t h  June 2006 and in  
par t icular  to  the comments  of Hugh Collender ,  Combined Action Against  Weston 
Aerodrome Group.  
 
I t  i s  unfor tunate that  the t i t le  of this  group includes  the words  “against  Weston” 
which is  indicat ive  of  a l l  ac t ions to date  by the group opposing al l  planning 
applicat ions other  than one for  an ESB sub s ta t ion.   
 
Invar iably,  the  object ions/appeals  have rela ted to e i ther  mat ters  which are exempted 
development  under  the  Planning and Development  Regula t ions  2001,  are  related to an 
enhancement  of safe ty  or  retent ion applicat ions for  which there is  provision in the  
Planning and Development  Act 2000.  
 
For  the informat ion of the readers ,  Weston is  a  l icensed airpor t  es tablished in 1939.   
An Aerodrome refers  to the  ai rs ide of an a irport ,  the la t ter  includes the ent ire  Airpor t  
Licensed Area.  
 
The issues  referred to the  High Court  by the  Planning Author i ty  rela ted to nine  i tems 
and the  High Court  made an order  on three i tems and directed South Dubl in County 
Council  to pay two days  costs  and the cost  of the  Cour t  s tenographer .  
 
One i tem in  the Enforcement  Notice  referred to work done by  previous owner,  another  
i tem referred to  work done on derel ict  hangars  which were  subject  to  a  p lanning 
applicat ion to demol ish  and which at  the t ime were  regarded as  exempted 
development .  
 
Another  i tem referred to a  small  fuel  s tore for  dai ly  samples  of avia t ion fuel  to  
comply wi th safe ty  regulat ions,  the previous  s tore was  semi – derel ict ,  another  i tem 
referred to the  fuel  tank which was never  connected,  another  re la ted to  the  water  
t reatment  plant  to  replace  the  previous  extended sept ic  tank system which had exis ted 
s ince ear ly 1940.  
 
Another  re la ted to taxiways which are exempted development ,  another  re lated to car  
parking for  which Planning Permiss ion exis ted for  a  carpark adjacent  to  the  Celbr idge 
Road,  and i t  was not  possible  to  define the precise locat ion or  area of car  park as  the 
f i le  was  mis la id in the  Planning Depar tment ,  another  re lated to secur i ty  fencing which 
was exempted development .    
 
The High Court  order  re lated to the temporary improvement  works  to the hangar ,  and 
extended viewing area to bungalow and the carpark.  
The foregoing demonstra tes  qui te  clear ly the nature and extent  of a l leged 
unauthor ised development  and the at tendant  adverse  publici ty  which in  equity was  
dispropor t ionate .    
 
In  his le t ter  Mr.  Col lender  raises  a number  of i ssues  and uses the words  “del iberately 
mis leading the  public”.   I  to tal ly  re jec t  such al legat ions  which are  not  conducive to  
construct ive dialogue,  as  essent ia l ly  al l  works  in  compliance with  the  High Court  
order  have been substant ia l ly completed for  some t ime and are now ful ly  compliant .   
The bungalow was never  used s ince the  date  of the High Court  order .  
 
Works  to the  carpark were substantia l ly  complied with within the three month per iod 
as  the tarmac and hardcore were  removed.   Topsoil  was not  applied as  a  Planning 



Applicat ion had been submit ted by consultants  on behalf  of  the  Ryder  Cup Company 
for  a  temporary  carpark a t  th is  locat ion.   I t  was  reasonable  not  to  apply  the  top soi l  
pending the decis ion of  the Planning Author i ty .  
 
I  have referred to the  nine issues  the subject  to  the High Court  proceedings and in the  
case of the  s ix  no.  orders  were  made and the Counci l  was  obl iged to pay two days 
costs of the  tota l  and the s tenographer’s  costs .   The rul ing of the  High Court  should 
therefore be interpre ted in  a  more  considered manner .  
 
Bord Pleanala  granted permiss ion for  clubhouse/  offices  and hangar .   The control  
tower  in  the  c lubhouse was  or iginal ly  located in the centre  of the roof.   During 
construct ion i t  became apparent  that  i t  was not  poss ible to  have a  clear  view of the  
ent ire  runway/stopway.  
 
I t  was therefore  necessary  to locate  the  control  tower  a t  the front  elevat ion of 
clubhouse.   The in ternal  l i f t  terminated a t  the control  tower  which was inappropr ia te  
for  secur i ty reasons.   I t  was necessary  therefore to make consequent ial  internal  
adjus tments .    
 
The hanger  was  bui l t  substant ial ly  in  accordance with Planning Permiss ion.   Two 
dividing walls  were  bui l t  internal ly in  the  interest  of safety  and fi re  prevention.   Rear  
doors were  fi t ted to ensure maximum manoeuvrabi l i ty  in  the  event  of f i re.    
 
The readers  should note that  a l terat ions  which affect  only  the inter ior  of a  s t ructure or 
which do not  mater ial ly  affect  the external  appearance of a  s tructure so  as  to render  
the  appearance inconsis tent  wi th the  character  of the  s tructure or  of neighbour ing 
s tructures are  exempted development .   In  any event  the retent ion provis ions  in the  
Planning Author i ty provide for  such unforeseen c ircumstances.   
  
The normal  pract ice  would be for  a  Planning Author i ty  to  wri te  ini t ia l ly  address ing 
the  mat ter .   To por tray mat ters  of this  nature  in  such an obviously  subject ive manner 
is  unfair  and inequitable .  
 
Three  enforcement  not ices  were  issued in  Jan 2005 and two of  these referred to works 
which “may be  carr ied out” .   These not ices  resul ted in the usual adverse publ ici ty for  
Weston which again is  del iberate ly  referred to by Mr Collender  in his  le t ter  for  the  
sole  purpose of ensur ing the maximum adverse publici ty for  Weston.  
 
In December  2003,  Bord Pleanala granted Planning Permission to Weston for  
clubhouses  /  offices  and hangar  subject  to 16 condi t ions,  (not 13) .    
 
Mr Col lender  s tates  “none have been complied  with”.   This  is  tota l ly  inaccurate  and to 
use Mr Col lender’s  words  “del iberately  mis leading the  public”.   All  condi t ions have 
been substant ial ly  complied wi th and any outstanding matters  are  subject  to  ongoing 
correspondence with the Planning Author i ty.    
 
An example  of this  i s  a le t ter  i ssued to the Planning Department  dated 22n d  November  
2005 request ing agreement  on  locat ion of fuel  farm.  Reminders  i ssued on the 9 t h  
January 2006 and the 28 t h  Apri l  2006 but  no reply  has issued,  notwithstanding the fact  
that  An Bord Pleanala condit ion required the agreement  of the  Planning Author i ty .  
 
Mr Col lender  refers  to  the  fact  that  Weston “has  applied to change the wording of two 
of  them”,  No.  7 and No.  10.   A Planning Applicat ion was made to re tain the bungalow 
as  a  normal  residence which exis ted s ince  the ear ly 1940s .  I t  was  considered 
unreasonable to demolish a  habi table  house.    
 



The second Planning Applicat ion re la ted to  retent ion of exis t ing access  for  emergency 
purposes only .   Obviously ,  Mr Collender  is  anxious  to por tray these two i tems in  a  
manner  to cause  adverse  maximum publici ty.   Also he refers  to  condit ion no.  6 which 
related to  the ext inguishment  of a  public  r ight  of way which is  ent i rely  a  matter  for  
the  Council  as  a  Roads Author i ty as  Weston has  no legal  author i ty  to  ext inguish a  
public  r ight of way.  
 
Furthermore Cooldr inagh Lane was real igned a t  the request  of an  adjoining neighbour 
and a t  addit ional  cost  to  Weston.   I f  Mr.  Collender  would only  communicate  and 
ascer ta in the facts  he might  be  more appreciat ive and knowledgeable  as  to  why 
Cooldr inagh Lane was real igned.  
 
The names of al l  a irports  in Ireland are ident if ied by an appropr ia te s ign which is  a lso 
a  navigat ional  aid and exempt  development .  
 
The legal  framework of  the planning code provides for  Judical  Review.   Why does Mr 
Collender  consider  i t  necessary  to highl ight  Judicia l  Review proceedings  on behalf  of  
Weston.   
 
Bord Pleanala has  ruled that  the VOR/DME is  exempt  development  as  the  Bord 
considered i t  was  a  v isual  navigat ional  aid.   The reference in  my le t ter  was  to the  
propensi ty  of  Mr.  Collender  to object  /  appeal matters  rela ted to safety  and exempted 
development .   The Ir ish Aviat ion Author i ty  is  the regulatory  Author i ty  and i t  is  
incorrect  to  s ta te  that  consul tat ions were necessary  with Air  Traffic  Control  Dublin 
and Air  Traffic  Control ,  Baldonnel.   In fact  the VOR/DME is  now ful ly operat ional .  
 
Mr Collender  refers  to  the “retention applica tion for  the widening of  the runway in 
SDCC and the  widening of the s topway/ c learway in Kildare.   Mr Collender  again is  
fac tual ly  incorrect .   The Planning Applicat ions  re lated to the  hard shoulder  a t  e i ther  
s ide  of the  runway or  s topway/  c learway.   I t  is  not  acceptable to me that  there  appears 
to  be no onus  on Mr Collender  to adhere to the  fac ts  and obviously  I  have no 
al ternat ive but  to  address  this  matter  as  a  separate  legal  issue.  
 
Mr Collender  refers  to  “the s topway /  c learway being longer  than what  was granted 
permission”.   At  the end of the s topway/ clearway there is  a  taxiway which again is  
exempted development .   I t  is  not  c lear  to  me why Mr Collender  wi l l  not  accept  
mat ters  which are s tated to be exempted development  in the Regulat ions .  
 
The reference to waste  from Weston House should be viewed in  the context  of 
1.2mil l ion cubic metres of top soi l  and sub soi l  which arose as  a  resul t  of  the  Galway 
Road Improvement  scheme and was deposi ted on Weston lands by agents  of the  
Council .   I t  was  considered that  the manner  in  which the topsoi l  was placed was a  
hazard to a ircraft  us ing Weston and i t  was  necessary  to level  th is  topsoi l ,  subsoi l  a t  
substant ia l  cos t  to  Weston and res tore the land to i ts  or iginal  condit ion.  
 
I t  is  a  matter  for  the  Planning Author i ty,  (not Mr Collender)  to  decide  what  is  or  is  
not  acceptable  development  in  Weston in the  context  of  proper  planning and 
development .   I  have clar if ied the dis t inct ion between Airpor t  and Aerodrome.   An 
Aerodrome cannot  exist  in  i solat ion wi thout  appropr ia te  anci l lary  development .   An 
Bord Pleanala  has  never  s tated that  an Airpor t  i s  not an acceptable  development .   In 
any event  the l icensed Airpor t  as al ready stated was es tablished in 1939.  
 
In  the context  of  Egan’s farm,  Kildare  County Counci l  issued Planning Permission for  
a  s topway /  c learway in 1998 and the Ir ish Aviat ion Author i ty  extended the  l icensed 
Airpor t  area.   Mr Collender  appears  to have an issue with these facts .  
 



Mr Collender  expresses  concern regarding safety  of a ircraft  opera t ing out  of Weston 
and refers  to  two a l leged near  accidents .   Incidents ,  (not  accidents)  occur  in  al l  
a i rpor ts  worldwide.   I  have placed a t remendous emphasis on enhancement  of  safety 
s ince acquisi t ion.   
 
I  have bui l t  a  new Control  Tower  ful ly  equipped,  appointed Air  Traffic  controllers ,  
provided VOR/DME, ( i .e .  a  directional  a id for  approaching a ircraft) ,  secur i ty fencing,  
provis ion of  f i re  tenders  and training of  s taff  in  the event  of  an emergency,  
communicat ion telephone l ines  to adjoining Air  Traffic  control  uni ts  and systems 
interface.   Hopeful ly ,  control led airspace over  Weston wil l  apply in the near  future .  
 
Weston wil l  cont inue to have one of the bes t  comparat ive  safe ty  records  in the world.  
 
However ,  i t  would be  impossible  for  ins tance  to  provide  safe ty  measures  to ensure the 
prevention of i l legal  and unauthorised fly ing of k i tes  in  the path of  a  twin engine  
plane making an emergency landing at  the request  of Dublin Airpor t .  
 
Mr Collender  refers  to  a  “near  accident” over  Kew Park and Weston Park on the 31s t  
May 2006 involving a  twin engine jet  and a  l ight  a ircraft  f rom Weston.   I  can confirm 
that  an a ircraft  approaching from the North East  was directed to join the Weston 
ci rcui t  which is  not unusual.  There was  no near  accident as  c laimed.  
 
In the  other  incident  i t  i s  incorrect  to  s ta te  that  the landing gear  of  a  twin engine  
ai rcraft  fai led .   Fol lowing complet ion of a  normal  t ra ining deta i l ,  the  aircraf t  landed 
safe ly.  The landing gear  worked normally .  
 
Final ly  I  cannot  al low Mr Col lender  and others  to continue issuing s ta tements  which 
are  a t  var iance  wi th the  facts ,  are  s tated in a  context  to  cause maximum adverse  
public i ty and to  discredi t  the name of Weston Executive Airpor t .  
 
I  repeat  that  is  unfor tunate that  the Lia ison Group was abandoned and I  now issue  an 
invi ta t ion to reconvene the group or  a l ternat ively  to  meet  Mr.  Collender .   I  can be  
contacted a t  4010500 or  087-9551111.  
 
Yours s incerely,  
 
 
_________________ 
J im Mansfie ld 


